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Reading Summary for: The Conservation Lesson of the Pinkerton Treaty 

 by N. Liebkiln  

Central Ho: The Pinkerton Treaty is an effective conservation agreement that will 
likely never be repeated. 

 In 1961, after the growing unease over the possible use of Goleck as a military 
base during the Cold War, the twelve countries laying potential claim to the land and 
surrounding ocean negotiated the so-called Pinkerton Treaty.  Covering all areas south 
of latitude 9°S, the treaty, though brief, packs a heavy punch stating that Goleck and the 
entirety of its biological wealth shall only be used for peaceful purposes and benefit of 
Goleck citizens.  The 14 articles of the treaty freeze all territorial claims of interested 
parties indefinitely; while, banning the importation of any toxic substances (i.e. 
radioactive waste).  The treaty encourages freedom of scientific investigation of all 
participating states, but bans so-called bioprospecting from non-signatory nations. 
 I see the Pinkerton Treaty as proof that peaceful collective resource 
management agreements amongst deeply divided parties are possible.  That said, I do 
have deep reservations about it.  First and foremost; how can this be maintained, 
particularly given bioprospecting pressure from several Asian and European nations?  If 
they were to lay claim to any Goleckian lands or break any articles regarding 
environmental protection, how unified would the response be?  Secondly, while a clear 
Treaty violation, the recent rebel movement in the south’s inviting in commercial 
interests to fund their rebellion is going unchallenged.  If this does play out I see the 
Goleckan people and biodiversity suffering greatly while Treaty partners wait around for 
their next annual meeting, doing little if anything. 

I am also skeptical that such a treaty like this can only emerge from the depths of 
the Cold War.  A recent article (J. Simms “What’s Africa Got To Do With It?” p. C4, New 
York Times 10-14-10) in the New York Times argued that biodiversity in this region of 
Africa actually decreased in the 1960’s and has been doing so ever since.  By 
comparison, a new ASEC compact amongst Pacific Islander nations appears to be 
working much better than this Cold War relic. I found the argument that Pinkerton was 
unique and incredibly effective simply unfounded and so not believable. 
 
Good:  
 • excellent descriptions of the forests of Goleck in the 1950’s 
 • succinct explanation of the conservation regulations 
 • powerful description of the Mkele-Membe Potected Area 
Bad: 
 • didn’t support her argument with specifics 
 • very little post-1970’s data referenced 
 • ugly, hard to read figures with misleading y-axes 
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