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Fight Over Redwood
Section 1: Question 1a
An old growth redwood forest has value other than its economic one as potential lumber. This is because other than providing a source of lumber, such forests serve as water catchment areas that provide a source of water for rivers that originate from these forests. In addition, old growth redwood forests provide a habitat for many endangered plant and animal species such as the Coho salmon and Steelhead trout. Such endangered species are of high value since they attract tourists who bring in foreign revenue that can be used to fund different development projects. Maintaining such old growth redwood forest is also of value as it helps in the formation of rain, which in turn helps to prevent desertification and thus making giving the earth its natural ability to support different kinds of lives.
Section 1: Question 1b
Old growth forests are ever more important than jobs in many different circumstances. For instance, old growth forests help in the formation of rain. With adequate rainfall, people can practice different kinds of agricultural farming that can put food on their tables. Jobs cannot bring about the formation of rain. Instead, industrialization which is the creator or jobs has the negative effect of contributing to global warming. Global warming in turn leads to desertification and prolonged droughts that pose the risk of bringing famine into human life. Jobs provide a source of income that people use to buy their basic needs, the most important of which is food. Virtually all kinds of food are obtained from agricultural farming which is dependent on water either through irrigation or rainfall. The old growth forests assist in the formation of rain and also serve as water catchment areas from where the rivers that feed the lakes and oceans originate. Given people cannot do jobs without food, the old growth forests that contribute to the availability of food are more important than jobs.
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Another circumstance in which the old growth forests are more important than jobs is that such forests provide habitation to many different endangered plant and animal species. Some of these endangered species are relevant to human existence here on earth as they control the population of pests and other insects to a level that is safe for human survival. If such endangered plant and animal species become extinct, the earth would not be a conducive place for human survival. Because jobs cannot provide this kind of habitation to the endangered plant and animal species, the old growth forests are much more important than jobs.
Section 2: Q2
In response to whether it is morally permissible for private owners to do as they wish with the timberland they own, I think that such act is not morally permissible. This is because the private owners are mainly concerned with the extraction of the economic value of such timberlands as potential lumber. They are not concerned about the none-monetary value that such timberlands provide to the environment. For this reason, such private owners do not care about what may happen if such timberlands are depleted as their main focus is the exploitation of such forests for their own selfish benefits today without caring about what may happen tomorrow. 
If such private owners are permitted to do as they please with the timberlands that they own, the existence of such timberlands is highly threatened by extinction and no such forest will stand a chance of surviving in the next few years. The protection of such timberlands is paramount as such forests have value more than the economic value as potential timber. Such timberlands are a habitat for many endangered plant and animal species that are highly relevant for the for the existence of life on earth.1 Depleting them by private owners would result into an environment that is hostile for human beings and other animals living on the earth. This is a very undesirable condition that no one can yearn for. Therefore, it is very necessary to restrict the actions of private owners of timberlands and ensure a balance is 
maintained between the exploitation of such forests and their regeneration so that they do not become extinct.
Section 3: Q3
Before its takeover by Hurwitz, Pacific Lumber did not neglect its obligations to its stockholders by not logging at a faster rate. This is because the company was acting out of social responsibility which is requires the company to take good care of the environment in which it operates.2 By not logging at a faster rate, Pacific lumber was working hard to maintain an effective balance between the exploitation of its forests and the regeneration of such forests so that no single forestland would become would face the risk of depletion and extinction. This is an act that was in the best interest of the environment, which is one of the goals that stockholders want their company to achieve.
In conclusion, a morally responsible policy for a timber company to follow would be to ensure the rate of timberland exploitation does not exceed its rate of regeneration.3 If need for accelerated exploitation arises, this policy would force the timber company to engage in tree planting to boost the rate of forest regeneration, which is a morally good practice for such a company to engage in. It makes a huge difference whether the timber company is publicly traded or privately owned. This is because the laws governing the operations of these two companies are quite 
1. Scott et al. https://www.jstor.org/stable/pdf/3830788.pdf. Accessed 19/08/2018.
2. Kilcullen & Ohles. https://www.emeraldinsight.com/doi/abs/10.1108/00907329910275150. Accessed 19/08/2018.
3. Morrisette. https://www.jstor.org/stable/pdf/24888577.pdf. Accessed 19/08/2018.
different. Publicly traded companies have stricter legal restrictions that they must comply with and are hence most likely to be more socially responsible in protecting timberlands than private companies.4 Privately owned companies are majorly out to make money and are thus most likely to be socially irresponsible by engaging in excessive logging that lead to the depletion of timberlands. To prevent this kind of forest destruction, private timber companies need to be kept under strict surveillance by different environmental stakeholders.
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