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The government’s current approach to managing our provincial forests is antiquated and needs to be promptly addressed through 

legislation. We simply cannot ignore the reality any longer. The resiliency of many British Columbian communities depends on 

healthy, well-managed forest ecosystems for the numerous and diverse benefits they provide.  Rural businesses, infrastructure, and 

employment opportunities around forest resource communities continue to suffer and must be restored. Current legislation and 

policies regarding forest lands is insufficient to address the scope, scale and pace needed in actively managing forests to improve their 

resiliency. Solutions are needed to move quickly on a real plan to restore the health of our forests through legislation that assures 

active, sustained yield forest fibre utility. Yet, the B.C. government, in particular, Christy Clark and Steve Thompson seem to be 

preparing to hand all the reins of forest management to some big companies. This increasingly consolidated approach to forest 

resource management just has not worked for our communities or for the manufacturing sector in B.C.  

The government’s plan is in direct contrast to the World Business Council for Sustainable Development (WBCSD) committing to 

significantly increase involvement with stakeholders and to scale up sustainable forest management. Riikka Joukio, Senior Vice 

President of Finland-based Metsä Group, Co-Chair of the WBCSD Forest Solutions Group, recently said: “we need to expand forest 

management practices in ways that maintain their growth and vitality, while protecting ecosystems, biodiversity, and livelihood.” Mr. 

Joukio also noted that, “Sustainable forest management means managing our forest resources to meet society’s needs today, without 

interfering with our future generations’ needs. Forests need to be managed in a way that they retain their growth and vitality, 

ecological functions and biodiversity. The WBCSD and WRI guide cuts through any confusion about how all business can contribute 

to using sustainable forest products and maintaining this crucial natural resource.”  

As Darwin noted, it is not the strongest that survive, it is the most adaptable. Practices that promote a balance among the government’s 

environmental, social and economic responsibilities is imperative. We in B.C. have to establish a new vision for our forests and 

implement a new way forward, a different and perhaps better way to manage forested land, enhance utility, lessen log exports, 

increase local manufacturing and keep communities alive that have traditionally relied on the forest to survive. It is time to think 

outside the box and the tenure system established 100 years ago for the processing of 2x4s should be dropped. With an evolving 

world, and more pressure on land, the forests are finally being realized for the other roles they have. Consumers are increasingly 

demanding certified products attesting to social, economic and environmental responsibility. We do not want these companies solely 

determining what our social, economic and environmental issues be with respect to forests. The bar for responsible forest management 

is being raised by other countries and agencies such as the FSC. Price Waterhouse Coopers have affirmed this through its international 

guest speakers at the last three conferences that they have put on and which I have attended. The hot-button controversies revolving 

around area and volume based tenures provide an opportunity to make these forested areas more amenable to community stakeholder 

involvement. After all, these forests are public treasure and it should be the community stakeholders that manage the resource and 

decide what works. We want to increase our share of the control from the government that manages the forest primarily according to 

corporate, often foreign interests. Furthermore it manages the forest throughout B.C. with essentially a blanket policy based on the 

confusion of mixed messages. Our forests are just as diverse as are our areas of B.C. No one size fits all and until the government gets 

this message we are at the mercy of the biggest lobbyists! 

I recently attended the recent Columbia Basin Trust’s (CBT) symposium focusing on the theme of “Seeds for Success: Community 

Change through Collaborative Action.” It is commonplace knowledge that we in rural B.C. are at a disadvantage when it comes to 

many things and getting the stakeholders together to “collaborate” on the issues such as those above is difficult.  Individuals, 

businesses and industries believe that collaboration, rather than solving problems exemplified by such things as infrastructure 

shortcomings, essentially means giving away their “secret plays” to competitors. We must realize that we have more to gain by 

collaborating and working on similar issues and concerns than we have to lose by not getting together.  

The Rural Development Institute monitors and reports on information relating to the well-being of the Columbia Basin Boundary  

Region. The 2013 State of the Basin Report provides several findings of importance. We in the Kootenays, like the rest of B.C. are 

pretty positive about our lifestyle, but are faced with certain regional realities including: 

•       Seniors are expected to comprise 25% of the region’s population in the next 10 years. 

•       The population of 19-24 years olds has declined by 23% in the last 2 years 



•       4000 residents used food banks in march 2012 

•       Consumer confidence is low with only 15% feeling adequately secure to make a major purchase 

•       54%of businesses rate our business climate as poor or fair. 38% rate it as good or excellent. 

•       Over the last 5 years our growth sector created 7500 jobs but these gains were offset by job losses primarily in the manufacturing 

sector for a net loss of 1900 jobs. Manufacturing jobs are traditionally better paid and secure for Families and communities. 

•       Agriculture is a growing basin concern. 

•       43% of businesses are experiencing labor force recruiting challenges. Only 16% of residents feel there are sufficient job 

opportunities available 

•       The communities in the Columbia basin are different, fairly diverse and not easily amenable to comparison. Rural relatively 

isolated communities are another special factor. 

•       “Tourism” does not provide the benefits needed to build “sustainable” Kootenay communities. It supplements them. 

•       Community waterworks are experiencing upwards of a 40-80% loss of water through leaks in the piping. 

•       83% of the provinces resource export wealth comes from the non-metropolitan rural areas of B.C. 

The benefits of Collaboration are; 

•       A better understanding of residents/communities needs and opportunities 

•       Better use and alignment of resources 

•       Increased influence through stakeholders (bigger group) 

•       Innovation through information and idea sharing 

•       Creating sustained change for the future 

Healthy communities in rural B.C. goes vis-à-vis economic stability. Economic stability is not necessarily economic growth. We have 

to get off the growth “trip”. Communities want renewable resource sustainability coupled with long-term lasting benefits from the 

selling of our non-renewables. 

While at the Symposium I felt that I finally “touched base” on our position of being a green sustainable forest industry to some local 

“Kootenay” environmentalists. Polarized conversations around the environmental implications of the forest industries have prevented 

any constructive discussions on resource development and environmental protection. Despite being a renewable and sustainable 

resource, and besides the fact that our pulpmill “pollution” act has cleaned up significantly from decades ago, the forest industry still 

continues to get roughed up. Outdated viewpoints, massive slash piles and tons of fibre left on the ground continually hamper our 

support. 

The concept of “Community Forests” has opened an avenue for us to make inroads with the “traditional” environmentalists. The 

varied stakeholder management of local forests by the associated community has opened various eyes, an education, to the mutually 

beneficial and often complimentary economic, social and environmental interests, concerns and benefits this natural resource supports. 

This is akin to our PPWC concept of “local” control of the union ongoings rather than letting some far off pork choppers dictate what 

is best for our socio-economic well-being.   

In the CBT environmental workshop I also felt I made some inroads into diverting the traditional “touchy feely”, but valid, 

environmental concerns to the undeniable and extremely important role that sustainable forest management, including fibre 

harvesting, has in water management. Water is gaining high importance. To put it simply, we know how much water is stored in rivers 

and lakes, now we must emphasize how much water is stored in a properly managed landscape including forests, grasslands and 

agricultural lands. In that CBT is about water, it was a concept fairly well taken but requires further development and 

acknowledgement. The role that harvesting plays in wildfire control and enhancing natural habitat was also emphasized. Granted that 

clear-cuts are a traditional thorn in environmentalist’s sides, but prescribed burns are a tremendous waste of fibre.  



One thing I did confirm at the recent PWC conference, something that we all actually have seen in our careers about our various mills 

and that is that although companies may not like what they are forced to do or pay, instability is the thing they do not like most. How 

can we address this issue with respect to the varied stakeholders that would participate in determining fibre supply for companies? Is 

this something we should even worry about? 

Increasing paper consumption? Reusable, Plastic, or Paper Bags? 

I think we have to increase the use of paper. The 2 biggest drawbacks regarding the use of paper bags and other paper products has 

been the traditional, 1) cutting forests is bad, and 2) Pulpmills are strong air and water polluters. With proper forest management and 

improved  pulpmill technology we in the industry know that things have  significantly improved, and will even get better.  Several 

recent studies showing that a large percentage of reusable bags contain harmful bacteria not only suggests that users should be 

regularly washing these bags but gives us “environmentally conscious sustainable forest industry types” an opportunity to revisit the 

discussion on Reusable, Plastic, or Paper Bags. The terrible effects of the  half-trillion  bags that are discarded annually and the 

hundreds of thousands of marine species drowning in them yearly furthers the need for such a discussion. To assess the comparative 

environmental impacts of each material is not a simple matter; it requires consideration of the inputs of matter and energy throughout 

each stage of the life cycle of each product.  New technologies and the environmental footprint discussions associated with Reuseable, 

Plastic or paper, demands a worthy analysis. 

I am looking forward to the February Environmental and Forestry Conferences. Our President Arnie will fill you in on some other 

upcoming events related to forestry that the PPWC will be involved with.  

  

Respectfully Submitted, By A Brother Red Necked Environmentalist, 

Steven Miros, PPWC National Forestry Chair 

 


