
 

 
 

 

 

June 21, 2006 

 

Mr. David Clarke  
Editor at Large 
Inside Green Business 
1225 South Clark Street, Suite 1400 
Arlington, VA 22202 
 
Dear David: 
 
Thanks again for taking the time recently to learn more about the Green Building Initiative™ and our 
efforts to accelerate the adoption of green building principles and practices.  I had the opportunity to review 
your article, “Forest Industry Clashes With Environmentalists Over Green Buildings,” in the recent edition 
of Inside Green Business and I’m concerned about some specific misperceptions that you printed. 
  
In your article, there is a claim by a “source” from the Rainforest Action Network that “Green Globes is 
just a paper standard developed by the timber industry.”  Nothing could be further from the truth.  The 
evolution of the Green Globes system goes back to 1996, when ECD Energy and Environment brought the 
Building Research Establishment’s Environmental Assessment Method (BREEAM) from the United 
Kingdom to Canada.  That year, the Canadian Standards Association published BREEAM Canada for 
Existing Buildings—a product developed by representatives from 35 organizations, including: Carrier, 
Environment Canada, the International Council for Local Environmental Initiatives, National Resources 
Canada and the University of Toronto.  Additional iterations of the system, including the new construction 
module we promote in the United States, stemmed from there. 
 
If you’d like more information, the entire history of Green Globes is available on our Web site at 
www.thegbi.org. 
 
The National Resources Defense Council stated that “(Green Globes) is not a certification.”   In fact, Green 
Globes, just like LEED, does have a third-party verification consisting of thorough review of the Green 
Globes questionnaire, all relevant construction documents and an on-site inspection.  This information can 
also be found on our Web site. 
 
Finally, I am very surprised that the NRDC chose to dismiss the education credits available in our system 
for life cycle assessment considerations by design teams.  
 
Nearly every leading voice in the field of building science agrees that life-cycle assessment is important.  In 
fact, the recently issued policy from the American Institute of Architects on sustainability rating systems 
includes a guideline that these building rating systems “use life cycle assessment data as the basis for 
design and construction decision making.” 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
While no green building rating system has yet been able to fully and perfectly integrate life cycle 
assessment, the GBI is making significant progress in this area through the use of such credible resources 
such as BEES and Athena databases for sustainable materials research.  In fact, we’re relying on some of 
the best minds in the field to help us achieve a full integration of LCA through our American National 
Standards Institute technical committee process, which commenced in May of this year.   
 
In closing, I’d like to reiterate our commitment to making green the norm instead of the exception.  LEED 
has targeted a specific, minority segment of the construction industry as your EcoTimber source points out, 
and there remains a real need to encourage the rest of the industry to embrace the principles of sustainable 
design and construction.  That’s the role we intend to play, and we hope you and your readers recognize 
that this is a critical role that can make a difference.    
 
I would be more than happy to discuss the facts about the GBI in greater detail, but I wanted to make you 
aware of my concerns as soon as possible.  Please don’t hesitate to contact me if you have any questions or 
comments.  
 
Sincerely,  

 

Ward Hubbell  
Executive Director  
 


