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Preserving an Historic Truce
province is committed to developing truly sustainable
forestry practices.

Here are steps the B.C. government must take to
fulfill its commitment:
• Formalize, through orders in council, the 20 pro-

tected areas designated last year.

• Implement the govern-
ment-to-government protocol
signed with eight coastal First
Nations last April. 

• Reduce logging rates imme-
diately to take into account
new protected areas and log-
ging deferrals as planning
continues - not push logging
into other sensitive areas.

• Make sure that the indepen-
dent scientific and economic
team, set up under the agree-
ment, has enough time to pro-

vide advice to land-use planning panels currently
working on tight timelines.

• Distribute mitigation and transition funds to work-
ers, contractors and communities. 

These important steps are achievable in the near
future. Not only international customers, but all par-

ties committed to the Great Bear Rainfor-
est agreement, need to see real progress
made by the provincial government.
Investing in the future of sustainable
forestry is not just a smart policy deci-
sion, it is British Columbia’s only option
to guarantee long-term market viability
for the province’s forest products. British
Columbia has the unique opportunity to
show the world that globally endangered

rainforests can be protected and that sustainable
forestry can provide long-term employment. It can be
done - this agreement between long-time adversaries
is proof anything is possible - but only  when the
provincial government meets its commitment to fully
implement the agreement.

It was an historic truce. Environmentalists and the
forestry industry negotiated a peace in the “war in
the woods” over British Columbia’s Great Bear

Rainforest. However, exactly one year later, the biggest
threat to the most significant forestry agreement ever
made in British Columbia is not a lack of cooperation
between industry and environmental groups, but a lack
of action by the provincial
government. 

The April 4, 2001 agree-
ment was supported by the
Province, First Nations,
local communities, forest
companies, their interna-
tional customers, workers
and environmental groups.
It suspended years of con-
flict and an international-
markets campaign that saw
major customers such as
Home Depot and Ikea
resolve to stop buying 
forest products from the Great Bear Rainforest if
unsustainable logging continued. The agreement was
a critical first step toward protecting part of BC’s
spectacular wilderness - home to grizzlies, wild
salmon runs, genetically unique coastal wolves, and
the only place in the world where the rare Kermode,
or Spirit Bear, lives. 

Today a critical question looms.
Does B.C.’s new Liberal government
understand the importance of meeting
its obligations under the agreement?
The Liberals have made little progress
in implementing the made-in-B.C.
solution, which could permanently end
the war that has pitted coastal forest
companies and environmentalists
against each other for so long. What’s
more, the government’s lack of progress could 
undermine efforts to showcase the Great Bear Rain-
forest agreement at several planned international
forestry conferences as a model for resolving conflict.

But it’s not too late to ensure the agreement is
fully implemented, which would reassure internation-
al customers of B.C.’s forest industry that the

"There's been lots of talk
but really nothing is hap-
pening on the ground"

Art Sterritt, Gitga’at nation
and co-chair of Turning Point,
a First Nations initiative aimed
at implementing protocol
agreements with the 
provincial government
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“We are keen to
increase our use of BC
timbers, but this issue
remains a sticking
point with many of
our retail customers
and UK consumers.
The forest needs pro-
tection as well as pro-
viding a valuable
resource and the
Agreement last year
seemed to promise
real progress. The
longer the delay, the
more market share BC
suppliers will lose in
the UK and the harder
it will be for them to
re-capture that busi-
ness from Nordic and
other suppliers.”

Richard Burbidge, Chief
Executive, Richard Bur-
bidge Ltd, a UK re-manu-
facturer. April 2002
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Protection: 20 rainforest valleys would receive
immediate protection status

None of the 20 valleys have been formally pro-
tected one year after the agreement. In addition,
the consultation process with First Nations has
been hampered by a lack of government staff and
resources committed to the process. 

Protection Grade: F

Credible Science: An independent team of sci-
entists, economists and traditional knowledge
experts would be assembled to help develop
ecosystem-based management, planning
options and economic diversification.

The work of the independent Coast Information
Team (CIT) is under way, but behind schedule,
largely due to government delays. The government
has imposed tight deadlines on the land use plan-
ning processes, which may not allow enough time
for adequate scientific and socio-economic assess-
ment and the incorporation of the CIT’s recom-
mendations into planning.

Credible Science Grade: C+

Eco-Planning: An additional 68 valleys would
be placed in officially-designated moratoria for
12-24 months, formally reducing the rate of
logging.

None of the 68 valleys, known as “option areas,”
have received Orders-In-Council to formalize their
moratoria status. The Orders are critical to remove
these areas from the overall calculation of the
annual allowable cut. This removal would reduce
the pressure on forests by reducing the cut to
more sustainable levels, and prevent logging from
shifting to other, equally sensitive areas. 

Eco-Planning Grade: D

Managing Change: A fund for mitigation and
transition for affected workers, contractors
and communities would be established. New
strategies and financing for regional econom-
ic diversification would be developed.

Almost one year after the agreement the Province
moved to create the promised $35 million fund for
mitigation and transition. A process for releasing
the funds to applicants is in development. Some
progress has been made developing strategies for
economic diversification and new mechanisms to
support conservation initiatives. More information
should be available shortly. While delays have been
significant, issues are now being addressed.

Managing Change Grade: C-

First Nations Rights and Title: On April 4, 2001
the Province signed a protocol with eight
coastal Nations. The protocol committed the
Province to develop ecologically responsible
economic opportunities for First Nations,
negotiate Interim Measures Agreements (in the
absence of Treaties) and facilitate First Nations
access to training and capacity building.

First Nations stated publicly that the provincial
government has failed in its commitment to
implement the elements of the Government to
Government protocol.

First Nations Rights and Title Grade: F

On April 4, 2002 - one year after the signing of the historic Great Bear Rainforest Agreement,
environmental groups released a Report Card to evaluate the progress of implementation.

Greenpeace and other environmental organizations’ analyses indicated that the new provincial
government has been the major impediment to progress. While the government has voiced its
commitment to implementing the agreement, Greenpeace believes government action is long
overdue. Major elements of the Great Bear Rainforest Agreement of April 4, 2001 include:
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Photos on left: Greenpeace volunteers in China
stage the first ever protest on the Great Wall of
China to protest the destruction of ancient forests
worldwide.



Amazon Mahogany

Illegal mahogany logging has been respon-
sible for the devastation of huge areas of
pristine rainforest in the Brazilian Ama-

zon. Over the last two years, Greenpeace
investigations have traced the supply of this
illegal mahogany to the USA, Europe and
Canada. The investigations, detailed in the
Greenpeace report ‘Partners in Mahogany

Crime’ instigated a major clampdown by
Brazilian authorities on illegal logging, result-
ing in the seizure of 22,000cu.m. of mahogany
and over $10million in fines. 

In an unprecedented move to protect the
remains of the southern belt of the Amazon
rainforest, the Brazilian government subse-
quently cancelled all uncertified mahogany

logging in December 2001. Brazilian President
Fernando Henrique Cardoso confirmed sup-
port for this ban on 9th April 2002, stating
“I’m here today to reaffirm and to give my
word on the determination of the Federal
Government to maintain the prohibition of
the exploitation of one of our most noble
woods, the mahogany.” 

Markets Outreach Program

The origins of the Great Bear agree-
ment can largely be credited to a
number of key customers and global

investors who rely on the region as a source
of wood fibre or through investments in
major logging companies. This growing
trend of customer involvement is extremely
encouraging as it brings solutions to the kind
of conflicts that have been witnessed on the
west coast of Canada. As industry actively
encourages innovative solutions similar to
those made possible through the Great Bear
Rainforest agreement, both high environ-
mental standards and wood supply become

more regular.
Greenpeace staff around the

world are actively engaging
the marketplace

through our Markets
Outreach Pro-

gram, which
involves

ongoing

dialogue with customers,
regular newsletter mail-
outs and more. In March
2002 Greenpeace Japan
organized a trade semi-
nar attended by 35
Japanese customers who
depend upon BC for for-
est products. Represen-
tatives of Greenpeace
Canada and Greenpeace
International were on
hand to outline the lack
of progress being made
in the Great Bear agree-
ment, along with speakers from the Japan-
ese ministry of Environment, a local furni-
ture manufacturer who uses FSC eco-certi-
fied wood and a local university professor
who laid out the broader context of logging
in ancient forests. 

The Markets Outreach Program contin-
ues to be profiled at logging industry con-
ferences, in conjunction with broader
ENGO allies and our partners in the 
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Greenpeace/Beltra A Greenpeace activist labels wood from Compensa, a company known
to buy illegal timber. Manaus, Brazilian Amazon. October 2001.

A one thousand year old tree slice from B.C. was on
hand at the seminar in Japan.

Rainforest Solutions Project.
Finally, some customers are taking initia-

tive and playing a pro-active role, such as
through writing letters to the BC government
to encourage support for the agreement, and
actual fact-finding visits to BC to judge the
progress being made first hand.

Greenpeace/Kiryu



Asomewhat alarming trend appears to have
emerged in Canada recently whereby 
governments are failing to live up to their

previous environmental commitments. An obvious
example is the B.C. provincial governments lack of
action in the Great Bear Rainforest as outlined in this
newsletter. However the trend also extends to the
Canadian federal government, as illustrated in a new
report released recently by the Sierra Legal Defence
Fund entitled ‘The Lost Decade’. The report outlines
Canada’s failures to live up to its commitments to
implement the Convention on Biological Diversity,
which had been ratified in Canada back in 1992. The
report concludes that the past 10 years saw many
more missed opportunities than achievements. 

Canada’s key failures in The Lost Decade include:

• failure to protect biodiversity within National
Parks, where grizzly bear populations are 
shrinking;

• failure to enact endangered species legislation
(something it directly promised when ratifying 
the CBD); and

• failure to ensure that Canada’s forests - that vast
majority of which are publicly owned - are 
managed in an ecologically sustainable manner.
Most of the nation’s forests are still managed for
timber, not important biodiversity values, such as
wildlife or water. Moves by some provinces to
deregulate forest management responsibilities will
further accelerate biodiversity losses.

Compare this to recent initiatives by the private
sector: Coastal B.C. logging companies continue to
maintain moratoria on logging in the Great Bear
Rainforest. Canadian book publishers are busy
implementing ‘Ancient Forest Friendly’ policies,
where some 102 titles have been published less than
a year after original commitments were made, and
where this trend is set to grow exponentially. 
Governments would do well to learn from the
example of those in the private sector and renew
their commitment to following through on 
important environmental commitments.

Can Governments Keep Promises?

For more information
contact:

Editor, Forest Views
Greenpeace Canada
Forest Campaign
1726 Commercial Drive
Vancouver, B.C.
V5N 4A3 Canada
Tel: (604) 253-7701 
Fax: (604) 253-0114

www.savethegreatbear.org

“The pace of change has been slow”
Steve Crombie, Dir, Public Affairs, Interfor

Ian McAllister/www.raincoast.org

2002 clearcut logging in the Great Bear Rainforest. With slow progress in defining and applying ecosystem-
based management, traditional clearcut logging continues unabated in many parts of the Great Bear Rainforest.

The Rainforest Solutions Project (the environmental coalition of Greenpeace, Sierra Club, ForestEthics and Rainforest Action Network)
recently launched a new website with up-to-date information on the evolving Great Bear Rainforest agreement. The site will be updated
regularly whenever new developments affecting the Great Bear Rainforest occur, and can be viewed at:

O’Neill/Greenpeace

Latest Update
(April 15, 2002)

Coastal First Nations have
informed the province
and ENGOs that they
have not had sufficient
time to review the areas
designated for protection
in the context of their
own land use plans for
traditional territories.

A tentative agreement is
now under discussion
that would provide 
adequate time for First
Nations land use 
planning, incorporating
the analyses of the 
independent Coast 
Information Team and
the proposed protection
areas, into the planning
process. This would lead
to Orders in Council
securing the protection
areas for a time limited
period. Following the
completion of First
Nations land use plans,
more permanent protec-
tion designation could be
implemented on areas
agreed by all parties.
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