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Paper giant says “no” to
deforestation
Janet Pelley

Asia Pulp & Paper (APP) brought its
bulldozers to a halt on February 1st
and announced 4 days later that it will
no longer log natural forests in
Indonesia or anywhere else. The move
by the world’s third-largest paper com-
pany bodes well for endangered Asian
fauna, while demonstrating that Asian
corporations are ready to embrace
environmental sustainability.

APP’s new Forest Conservation
Policy, which was brokered by The
Forest Trust (TFT), a conservation
group headquartered in Geneva,
Switzerland, declares that the company
will only use fiber sourced from planta-
tion trees. TFT is currently identifying
how much of APP’s 2.5 million ha of
holdings in Indonesia will be off-limits
to development and which areas, such
as degraded scrub land, could be con-
verted to tree plantations. The policy
also prohibits the company from devel-
oping peatlands or other carbon-rich

ecosystems. All of APP’s suppliers must
comply with the new policy.

The policy owes its genesis to pres-
sure from Greenpeace, WWF, and
other environmental groups, says Scott
Poynton, executive director of TFT.
These organizations enlisted more than
100 major companies to stop buying
paper products from APP. Meanwhile,
APP determined that it had enough
plantations to supply its needs and
approached TFT in February 2012, say-
ing that it was ready to conserve the
remaining 250 000 ha of natural forest
on the company’s lands. “This decision
is hugely significant for forests in
Indonesia, which are home to impor-
tant species such as tigers, elephants,

and rhinos”, Poynton adds.
Although APP has broken conser-

vation promises before, “this time the
company is serious”, Poynton believes.
Regardless, TFT intends to monitor
APP closely; APP’s products will be
subjected to fiber testing using high-
powered microscopes that can distin-
guish plantation fibers from mixed
tropical hardwoods derived from nat-
ural forests, and TFT will use Global
Forest Watch 2.0, a free software appli-
cation to be launched in May by the
World Resources Institute (WRI),
which combines satellite images,
maps, and data to generate forest
clearing alerts in near-real-time.

“It’s in the core business interest of
companies like APP to make commit-
ments to become more environmen-
tally responsible”, says Nigel Sizer, an
ecologist with WRI (Washington,
DC). Being perceived as an environ-
mental pariah limits a company’s cus-
tomer base and makes it harder to
obtain loans as more banks sign on to
environmentally responsible financing
practices, he continues. “This sets a
precedent because if APP can do it,
then any company can make its prod-
ucts without causing deforestation”,
Poynton concludes. n
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Indonesia’s Baram River frog wins a re-
prieve from habitat loss.
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Listening to the Baltic
Nancy Bazilchuk

The hums, booms, crackles, and
whines of the Baltic Sea’s underwa-
ter soundscape are being mapped for
the first time by a consortium of
researchers from six Baltic countries.
The 4-year, €4.6 million effort –
called the Baltic Sea Information on
the Acoustic Soundscape (BIAS)
project and funded in part by the
European Union (EU) – will estab-
lish a baseline of the changing
soundscape throughout the year.

The goal is to determine what consti-
tutes a healthy underwater soundscape
so that human-introduced noise can be
regulated, explains Jukka Pajala, senior
advisor at the Finnish Environment
Institute (Helsinki). But scientists and
regulators first need to collect much
more data on how human-produced
noise may impact Baltic species. “We

don’t know how much underwater
noise affects species like the Baltic cod,
for example”, says Pajala. At present,
there is little information about how
sound may influence migration, spawn-
ing, and feeding behavior.

Pajala points out that scientists are
unable to even recognize whether the
Baltic’s noise levels have increased
over the years, one of the issues they
hope the project will address. While
the percussive booming emanating
from the driving of underwater piles
for port expansion and offshore wind
farms may have increased as coastal
development expands, other sounds,
such as shipping noise, may have
decreased. “The Baltic can also be
quite naturally noisy”, adds Pajala. In
winter, ice often cracks and grinds but
can be silent when the ice cover is sta-
ble. Icebreakers may disturb that
silence, with as yet unknown conse-
quences for the Baltic’s marine life.

The six countries – Finland, Estonia,
Denmark, Germany, Poland, and
Sweden, with the lattermost heading
the effort – will simultaneously mea-
sure underwater sound at 40 stations
over a year, beginning in December
2013. This synchronized approach is
key, says Peter Sigray, research director
at the Swedish Defence Research
Agency (Stockholm) and director of
the BIAS project.

Sigray notes that research on marine
noise, especially by the US Navy and
the US National Oceanic and
Atmospheric Administration, is not
uncommon but is usually focused on
the impacts on whale species, making
BIAS unique. “Very often these stud-
ies are based on modeling, while BIAS
will combine modeling and measure-
ments”, explains Sigray.

The effort is a part of the EU’s
Marine Strategy Framework Direc-
tive, adopted in June 2008. n




