
President's comments 

Greening the NZ forest industry 
The theme of the 1996 Seminar in Auck- 
land on February 21, co-sponsored with 
the Commonwealth Forestry Association, 
indicates the way that the interaction 
between environmental concerns and 
political processes impacts on both the 
profession and the industry. 

One of these is the issue of the atmos- 
phere. In the past 15 years the New 
Zealand science community has become 
increasingly dependent on funding for 
research on aspects of the atmosphere, 
particularly global warming. From a fund- 
ing level close to nil in 1981, this has 
expanded to over $20 million per annum 
spread over a number of research organi- 
sations. The confidence expressed that 
this is necessary is based on the so-called 
consensus that C02 concentration is 
increasing and, together with other 
"greenhouse" gases, is resulting in climate 
change. From this basis, computer simu- 
lations take over and make projections 
based on a series of "what if '  assump- 
tions. One of these is that a doubling of 
C02 concentrations is likely and will 
result in an increase of mean annual tem- 
perature of 3°C. 

I am inclined to question this assump- 
tion which has driven much of the dis- 
course on C02 sequestration, particularly 
in planted forests, and of course the car- 
bon tax issue. Both conservationists and 
researchers would be upset if this bone of 
contention were to be taken away. The 
common ground they occupy requires this 
"disaster pending" scenario to be popu- 
larly accepted. 

My view is that of Dr Roger Revelle 
(the original Dr Greenhouse) who in 199 1 
wrote: "The scientific base for greenhouse 
warming is too uncertain to justify dras- 
tic action at this time". Much of the post- 
Rio dealing is not defensible and in fact 
flies in the face of the Rio IPCC report "It 
is not possible to attribute all or even a 
large part of twentieth century tempera- 
ture trends to artificial greenhouse gases". 

What Does Sustainability Mean? 
The issue of sustainability is similarly 
clouded by the demands placed on forest 
owners which have little to do with the 
soil's ability to continue to provide forest 
benefits. These include use of species 
indigenous to the site and a biodiversity 
characteristic of some unquantified pris- 
tine forest ecotype. Consistent with this is 
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distrust of the forest industry's desire to 
adhere to voluntary codes of performance 
and the forest professionals' desire to 
adhere to ethical codes which aim to 
ensure a recognisable adherence to man- 
agement practices which deliver sustain- 
ability. 

New Zealand now has the legal means 
to deliver sustainability through the 
Resource Management Act. Section 5 of 
this Act defines this "sustainable man- 
agement" as meaning: 

"Managing the use, development, and 
protection of natural and physical 
resources in a way, or at a rate, which 
enables people and communities to 
provide for their social, economic, and 
cultural well-being and for their health 
and safety while - 
a) sustaining the potential of natural 

and physical resources (excluding 
minerals) to meet the reasonably 
foreseeable needs of future gener- 
ations; and 

b) safeguarding the life-supporting 
capacity of air, water, soil and 
ecosystems; and 

c) avoiding, remedying or mitigating 
any adverse effects of activities on 
the environment." 

At the 1994 Resource Management 
Law Association meeting in Wellington, 
Simon Upton dwelt on the impact of 
"while" before paragraph (a). He gave the 
impression that the needs of people must 
be seen as dominant within the framework 

of the practicable application of sub-para- 
graphs (a), (b) and (c). 

The international forum is increasingly 
dominated by players with little apparent 
concern for people and their economic 
welfare. That they make "soft targets" of 
corporations anxious to maintain or 
increase market share in affluent societies 
should be regarded as only a development 
phase in global treatment of concerns for 
the future of the human race's ability to 
sustain itself in a world environment. 

All forests in New Zealand should be 
managed sustainably irrespective of 
species or main use of the forest. Since the 
19 10-20 period, when the end of signifi- 
cant indigenous forest production could be 
predicted, the thrust of our national forest 
policy has been to enhance plantation 
forests' ability to provide most of the 
wood needs of the community. Increas- 
ingly the export trade support role has 
given impetus to planting levels and the 
increase is mostly on tenures independent 
of forest corporates, both private and 
state-owned. Forest policy needs to recog- 
nise the interdependence of the uses of 
both plantation and indigenous forest 
without resource management barriers 
between these categories over all land 
tenures. 

At the international level, there is a risk 
that enthusiasm for eco-labels of forest 
produce will tempt us to succumb to a 
"holier than thou" attitude to competitor 
countries. This should be left to those 
imbued with marketing zeal, rather than 
New Zealanders concerned for rational 
use of our natural resources. As a profes- 
sion, we should resist being locked into 
management straitjackets and legislative 
restrictions that are not justified by good 
scientific data and economically sustain- 
able aims. 

The support that enhancement of envi- 
ronmental quality standards deserves from 
all rational land managers, and the hopes 
of retaining a clean green image for New 
Zealand, should not be tarnished by the 
hypocrisy that has characterised the inter- 
national posturing by both the developed 
and developing worlds since 1992 and 
Rio. 

Reference: Revelle, Roger et al. 
"What to do about Greenhouse Warming" 
Cosmos 1991 International Panel on Cli- 
mate Change, Report to 1992 Earth Surn- 
mit 1992 (page 254). 
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