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IS LOGGING FOREST RESERVES CONSISTENT WITH SUSTAINABLE FOREST 
MANAGEMENT (SFM)?1 

BACKGROUND 

The awareness of major timber supply decreases following the salvage of the Mountain Pine Beetle 
(MPB) killed forest stands has been available since the early 2000s. The crisis was not been given public 
profile until the January 2012 Burns Lake sawmill fire catastrophe and the desire by Government to 
support re-building the mill fire.  The owners of the mill identified they have no interest in re-building 
the mill unless there is a commitment of a secure timber supply to make the mill viable and sustainable.  
This generated Government actions to find the timber supply and at the same time deal with the 
emerging crisis throughout the hard-hit MPB epidemic area (i.e., Smithers to 100 Mile House).   

Government has been developing options to address the supply of timber to mills, one of which is to log 
within the forest reserves previously set aside for non-timber resource values (e.g., old growth 
management, wildlife habitat, visual quality, sensitive soils, tourism, recreation, etc).  In many instances, 
more than one value has been protected within a given area to reduce the impact on the timber supply 
while protecting the other values. 

The primary issues are: 

• Short-term jobs vs provincial and industry branding of practicing SFM 

• Short-term jobs vs long-term community diversification and economic development 

• Short-term jobs vs providing for fish and wildlife habitat 

                                                            
1 Sustainable forest management is the stewardship and use of forests and forest lands in a way, and at a rate, that 
maintains their biological diversity, productivity, regeneration capacity, vitality and their potential to fulfill, now 
and in the future, relevant ecological economic and social functions, at local, national and global levels, and that 
does not cause damage on other ecosystems. Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations (Canadian 
Institute of Forestry’s The Forestry Chronicle Vol 70 (6): 666-674) 

 

http://bcforestconversation.com/
mailto:info@bcforestconversation.com


 

2 
Healthy Forests-Healthy Communities:  A conversation on BC forests 
Web: http://bcforestconversation.com     Email: info@bcforestconversation.com 
 

• Short-term jobs vs providing for ecosystem services 

The secondary issue is a Government decision with limited public consultation versus a rigorous public 
process.  This has been addressed by Government after the public outcry by formally committing to a 
public process on the mid-term timber supply issue.  However, the option of logging forest reserves 
takes away the needed focus for innovative thought to address the mid-term timber supply issue. 

Communities within the MPB epidemic areas have worked together (Beetle Action Coalitions) to 
produce diversification strategies and action plans to adapt to the expected decrease in the local forest 
sector contribution to their economies.  Many of the strategies involved are based on capitalizing upon 
the non-timber resource values (e.g., tourism, commercial recreation, etc) and supporting “value-
added” wood products and bio-energy initiatives. 

CONCERNS OVER LOGGING FOREST RESERVES 

The inclusion of logging of forest reserves as part of the options to provide a secure supply of timber to 
the existing forest industry created broad scale negative public reaction.  The Healthy Forests-Healthy 
Communities: A conversation on BC forests (HFHC) has been outspoken on the option because it is 
inconsistent with what communities identified as their needs and wants during the 2011 Community 
Dialogue Sessions (i.e., communities want more diverse economic development opportunities from 
local forest lands and more influence on decisions regarding management of local forests).  The HFHC 
has posted (http://bcforestconversation.com) letters, newspaper articles and opinions as they are made 
available to inform its supporters and others of the views of interested parties.  These are viewed as a 
sample of what is probably available to Government over the last two months. 

The HFHC postings over the last 6 weeks consist of 37 opinion pieces and letters to Government and 33 
newspaper articles on the mid-term timber supply and related to logging of forest reserves.  In all cases 
but three (3) the views are negative against logging in forest reserves as a means of prolonging the 
operation of mills destined to close within the near future.  The three supporting views came from the 
forest industry (quote from COFI CEO, John Allen), the major union representing mill workers (USW 
press release) and an individual from an organization promoting community development. 

The letters and opinions concerned about logging of forest reserves came from a wide range of BC 
citizens, including: 

• World recognized biologists and ecologists 

• Professional foresters and biologists 

• Major environmental organizations 

• Conservation interest individuals 

• Association of BC Forest Professionals 

• Canadian Institute of Forestry 

• BC Wildlife Federation 
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• Academics 

• Former senior civil servants  

• Wilderness Tourism Association 

• Concerned citizens 

The Forest Practices Board and the Association of BC Forest Professionals have previously provided 
reports to Government that question the wisdom of logging in forest reserves.  These independent 
organizations and those who have provided viewpoints are representatives of the people that BC counts 
upon for advice in the management of BC forests.  Their combined views should be given considerable 
weight by Government and industry in determining the actions relative to the future of BC forests. 

In addition to these individuals and associations, the Mayors of northern communities along Highway 16 
have been reported to be concerned about the short-term reaction of Government to the mid-term 
timber supply.  They question whether the consideration of the option to logging of forest reserves is 
generated for political reasons rather than sound forest management and economic development.  They 
are calling for a measured and comprehensive evaluation of options that will meet their long-term 
sustainability objectives.  They have also voiced concern about the credibility of the data and analysis 
being used by Government and are talking about retaining their own independent professionals.  In a 
time when we all need to work together in adapting to the MPB catastrophe, the lack of Government 
credibility is concerning and disappointing. 

The primary supporting argument from those opposed to the logging in forest reserves includes: 

• These areas were set aside for the management of non-timber resources and the logging of 
them will jeopardize these values and future economic diversification opportunities for 
communities. 

• The logging of the forest reserve areas will only provide timber for mills to extend their life from 
a few months to a few years, depending on the mill and local situation.  A recent analysis of 
provincial Allowable Annual Cut (AAC) identifies the AAC is not being harvested, suggesting the 
reason for logging in forest reserves may be obtaining more economical wood close to the mills 
rather than a shortage of wood per se. 

• Logging of forest reserves brings into question the statement and commitment by the forest 
industry and Government that BC manages its forest in a sustainable manner, which requires 
protecting non-timber forest values. 

• If the commitment to Sustainable Forest Management is questioned, it will jeopardize the 
current markets for BC wood products as industry customers have stated they will only buy from 
sustainably managed forests. 
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The leaked Cabinet documents in late April have clearly identified Government was and may still be 
considering options that cannot be supported by the independent Chief Forester in setting the AAC.  
This suggests Government has concerns about the option being considered.  Otherwise they would have 
confidence the process normally used by the Chief Forester in setting the AAC would support the 
decision. 

OUTSTANDING QUESTIONS 

• Will logging of forest reserves be considered against broad public rejection and the stated wants 
of communities? 

• Will Government have a comprehensive public consultation process regarding mid-term timber 
supply before decisions are made?  

• Will Government create an environment for innovative thought around addressing the mid-term 
timber supply? 

• Will Government take a long-term approach to the MPB epidemic adaptation or short-term 
political expediency? 

RECOMMENDATION 

Government immediately answer the first question by publicly committing to remove, from the mid-
term timber supply dialogue, the option of logging forest reserves based on: 

• Government credibility issues, 

• Reported wants and needs of communities, 

• Concerns of Mayors in the affected communities, 

• Public and professional objections,  

• Reports of independent forest management agencies, and 

• Potential jeopardizing of a BC reputation as sustainable forest managers. 

http://bcforestconversation.com/
mailto:info@bcforestconversation.com

