
 
 
 
September 9, 2011 
 
Dear Mike, 
 
Thank you for giving Lacey and I the opportunity to express our concerns about the direction 
Eco Watch appears to be going at the Eco Watch Board Meeting at Killarney Lodge.  I am 
writing to follow up and further elaborate on our concerns, and I trust you will forward this to the 
other Board members. 
 
The forest management planning process is a long and complicated procedure.  It is a challenge 
for forestry professionals to follow, let alone the public at large and those not directly involved in 
the forestry profession, such as Eco Watch’s Board.  Both the board and you personally have 
tremendous dedication, sincerity and commitment, and I admire that greatly. 
 
AEW is wrong in saying that the plan is not peer reviewed science.  The science is front-end and 
applied to all aspects of the plan as part of the process.  When a bump-up or issue resolution is 
taken forward, the review hinges on whether or not the process was followed.  It is a given that 
the process is based in peer-reviewed science.   
 
Differences of opinion are another matter.  One party may prefer a different forest management 
model to another.  By their very nature, models are imperfect.  Because some AEW members 
don’t particularly like SFMM doesn’t mean that it is fatally flawed - the model some people 
prefer would undoubtedly be equally flawed. Models are intended to be a simplification of 
reality and will never perfectly reflect on-the-ground conditions. 
 
Eco Watch has followed the process of issue resolution and bump-up to a conclusion that is not 
what some AEW members had hoped for.  It is time to move on, accept the resolution and 
rethink AEW’s position.  What is in the best interest of Algonquin Park ecosystems? What is in 
the best interest for AEW members? 
 
The evidence is simply not there that forest management via timber harvest has, or will have, the 
most profound effect on Park ecosystems.  Cherry-picking selected graphs, single sentences here 
and there, and using outdated or discredited “science” to support your position is not evidence, 
and continuing to distribute this misinformation damages AEW’s credibility and will continue to 
alienate the membership. 
 
There are much more important issues - both current and longer term - that will have a truly 
devastating effect on the Park.  As we discussed at the meeting, cormorants, invasive species, 
recreational user impacts, etc. are all presently having a truly detrimental impact on the 
Algonquin ecosystem. These issues are issues AEW should concentrate on.  By focusing AEW 
efforts toward tangible targets - ones the general public can understand and where results can 
clearly be seen - will put AEW at the forefront of effective advocacy for Park ecosystems.  The 
current direction is marginalizing the organization.  The loss of highly respected members from 
the organization does not reflect well on AEW. 
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Mike, you are backing the wrong horse, and I urge you to reconsider your position. Please 
understand that I continue to hold you in very high regard, and I admire your dedication.  
However, our County cannot continue to be a member of AEW under these circumstances; 
please remove our name from your membership list. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
 
 
Jeff Muzzi 
Manager of Forestry Services 
jmuzzi@countyofrenfrew.on.ca 
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