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Internet: http:/ /www.peg.apCOr9/flcGflSw 

28.11.96 

To all CPA Forest Campaigners 

Re: Meeting with Herman Pintos-Lopez 

A meeting has been scheduled with Herman Piritos-Lopez,. 
Yeadon's new senior policy advisor at 11am Monday 16th 
Detember at NCC. Herman has only been working. for Yeadon for 
three weeks and sems especially eager to meet with us. 

A 40 minute meeting has also beenschedüled with Bob Smith at 
2.30pm on the 16.12.96 at NCC. 

A nd a meeting has been scheduled with Robyrt Kruk and Leanne 
Wallace at 4pm on the 16.12.96 at NCC. 

All these meetings have blén arranged so that regional people 
coming to Sydney for the Forest Summit meeting on the 15.12.96 
can hopefully attend these meetings as well. 

N.B. All the above peopJ.èhavc requested that they are given some 
idea of:the agenda a few days before hand. So if you intend on 
comixig it any of these meetings and have specific issues you'd like 
to discuss in mind, please let me know by Wednesday 11th 
December. 

Regards. 

€. "r 
Elke Nagy 
Forest Networker. 

Mcflb:r ci 

.IUCN 
Tb World Coowvotion Unicn 



Final Draft 
PflQTOCOLFOR COilSULti\TION 

STATE FORESTS AND NORTH EAST FOREST ALLIANCE 

Preamble: 

Since late 1992 successful negotiations between State Forests and the Warubucca 
Vnlley Conservation Association (NJVCA) on Proposed harvesting operations in forest 
areas considered sensJtive by NVCA have occurred. 

A basic toilet has been to treat each individual iiarvestihg plAn area as a discrete 
unit with the dicussion cenued around whnthAl or not NVCA believes harvesting 
stiouki occur, arid if so, how this can be undertAken without conflict. 

The resolutIon of broader quèstlona Including, are BrU§hbox toreik really rainforest 
and catchment values and slopet exceeding 25 degreeô etc., are more appropriately 
resolved outside this protocol due to the broad conequences of these qUAstions. 

It is important that eVery effort Is made by All partIes 10 Work on the issues, not the 
people involved. That is, the discussions are about "playing the ball" not "(lie player". 
All people must be treated with respect. 

It Is often possible to Avoid conflict In the f&esi by reaching tomromise positions 
acceptable to both sides. 

This protocol applies tot all areas For which HAi -vésting Plans have not been 
prepared as or the dale of $ighing. Where IlArvesting Plans have alreAdy been 
prepared atid where time permniS limited eonsuitation may occur within the time 
available. 

Methodology: 

I. For 1995, the order of working will bebrApared  by State Forests on a monthly 
basis and Faxed to the riotjiiriated NEFA contact person for each District close to 
the end of each month in the following format for each District. 

1995 	I-ICy 	Current 	Fully 	Approved 	Comment 
Orderof 	as per 	Operations Licensed 	Since Last 
Work 	latest list 	 Report 

If a compartment becomes licensed And it is Intended to commence logging in 
that compartment before the next monthly report would be availbie, then advice 
of this Intention should be given to the nominated NEFA contact assoon as 
relevant IlcencAs and approvale áià confirmed. 

2. NEFA representative AdvlseA State Forests of the compartment numbers where 
ôonccrns exist and seekIng to be notified when a I-Iatvestinig Plati (either draft or 
final) for those compartments is available. PIEFA's ilotlilcatlon of Die 
compartments ebout which concerns exist will be given to SF preferably within 2 
weeks of receiving the Order of Works, but no longer thtin 3 Weeks from the time 
of receiving the Order of Works. (is. SF will only guarAntee (lie minimum 2 weeks 
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consultation prior to logging beginning It NEFA Indicates interest in consultation 
for a compartment within the 3 week period.) 

3.. lIlt is known at this stage that logging is not acceptable under any circumstances 
for any of the cornpartrcierits the NEFA represoritailvO will advkA SF In writing. If 
so, then the process and neotiations end for llioe cônipartments but continue 
as below for the others. 

SF confirm to NEFA representative that the Harvesting Plan will he provided as 
soon as It is drawn up, advise approxlrriately when that will be and the window of 
time available for negotiations before logging t,egins. 

The Harvesting Plan is supplied to NEFA repreAntativé with a fixed timetable to 
respond. This will be a minimum of two weeks and Ideally should be longer. This 
Harvesting Plan will be supplied free of charge where it is part of a pre harvesting 
consultation process 

Due to the time tag involved in obtaining approvalS lroñi other organisétlons, 
sometimes the 1-larvesling Plan supplied In Step 5 Is labàlled final for the purpose 
of obtaining approvals knowing that any operaUoris which do eventually occur will 
be at least as sensitive as the sUpplied plan. In this event, an undertaking Is 
given not to harvest until the expiratIon of the timetable perIod. It is acknowledged 
that the Harvesting Plan sent to other authorities may be amneridAd following the 

- consultation process. 

Background information relevant to the comparment-wiil also be made available 
on request if there are no lAgal at commercIal reasons or policy directives 
prohibiting their release. For example, habitat assessment reports, erosion 
hazard and sediment control strategies, this basis for the Universal SoIl Loss 
Equaliop, information on or special conditions on the Section 120 Licence from 
the NPWS, compartment logging hIstories and any other documents which are 
relevant and on which the Harvesting Plan relies. This information will be 
supplied at the normal cost. - 

B. Written response is received from NEFA by the sOt deadline, lithe NEFA 
response is that no logging 'is acceptable the negotiations end for that 
cornpartnient. If not, they continue as below. NEFA understands that SF prefers 
to know as early in the process as possible If the NFA response Is that no 
logging Is acceptable in the éompartment. HErA will let SF know this as soon as 
possIble.  

Negotiations commence with nominated NEFA representatives and the District 
Forester and/or his representatives. ilie negotiations can be held In the District 
Forestry Of lice, in the Compartment, In an EnvIronmental Centre or other agreed 
venue. 

I 
The first round of negotiations may involve some compromise by both parties 
and/or the correction of misunderstandings. 

ii. There may be follow up work done by State Forests, for Axampie, chocking a 
specIfic area for alleged incorrect forest typing. 

12. Follow up Joint inspections In the field then may occur to check contentious points 
and to try to reach agreement in the field about specific issues. 	- 

S 
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Agreement may Involve the removal of small discrete areAs from the area 
originally proposed for harvesting and may involve other compromises. 
Negotiations may require several meetings over a two month period or so. 

BeFore the end of each meeting where pOssible and at the last negotiation 
meeting, the pointS agróed to are listed with both Slate Forests and NEFA 
representatives taking away a copV of the same. If no agreement has been 
reached that too will be written down And taken away by each party. The copies 
are signed by all people present. 

The final Harvesting Plan is prepared in line with the agreed list of points and 
supplied at normal cost to NEFA. 

is. NEFA accepts in writing the list of points, the final Harvesting Plan that is in line 
with those points and that harvesting can occur and continue In an unhindered. 
manner in accordance with the final Harvesting Plati. 

There Is a timetable given up front fOi tire above steps based on the date on 
whIch harvesting Is proposed to conitnence. 

If consultations are underway under this protocol concernIng a compartment 
before fogging begins then NEFA undertakes riot to block adcese for non roading 
or non logging activities. 

Any agreement made as the ruit of consultatIon at District level will not he 
overridden by Regional staff. If such an ngieement is to be overridden by higher 
authority, the Regional General ManiégAr Will notiFy the relevant NEFA contact 
before the agreement Is broken. 

Break down of the consultation procesS in One DIstrict or In one compartment will 
riot jeopardise consultation in other Districts or other bomfianlnrrerits even If 
protest activities ensue, However, when oFFices of State Forests are entered 
beyond public areas and noinnal work Interfered with then State Forests may 
cancel consultation and agreenmients as they see fit. 

This process of consultation will continue until 1st January, 1996. 

Signed: 	Lyn Orrego 
for North East Forest Alliance 

Signed: 	G. King 
for STATE FORESTS OF NSW 
(Northern Region) 

Date: 
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Environment group's forests policy submission to Bob Carr MP 
leader of the NSW Parliamentary Labour Party 

This statement has been agreed to by NCC, TEC, ACF, SEFCC, NEFA. 
The environment groups are seeking a comprehensive revision of ALP 
forestry policy. The ALP policy should give the following firm 
undertakings: 

I. The ALP's previously announced promises of new national parks and 
wilderness areas to be reaffirmed and illustrated on maps before the 
election and all the new areas to be dedicated within the first 12 
months of a Can Labor Government. All NPWS-identified wilderness 
areas should be gazetted. 	he attached notes demontrate that this is 
possible without major disruptions to the timber industry. 

2.. The ALP to publicly support the use of Commonwealth World 
Heritage powers to protect forests adjacent to and in the catchment of 
World Heritage areas where World Heritage values are threatened. 

The immediate establishment of a moratorium on logging in all of the 
high conservation value forest compartments identified by 
Commonwealth Environment Minister Faulkner. This moratorium is to 
remain in effect until superseded by the further forest assessment and 
protection measures set out in {4} below. 

Immediate establishment of a moratorium on logging in {a} 
unprotected wilderness areas as identified by the Director-General of 
National Parks and Wildlife, (14 all remaining areas of unprotected old 
growth native forest, and (c} forests adjacent to and in the catehment of 
World Heritage areas whose values are threatened by logging. This 
moratorium is to remain in effect until the establishment of a 
comprehensive, adequate and representative reserve system protecting 
NSW native forest communities. 

An immediate direction to the NPWS to conduct, in co-operation with 
ANCA, a rapid assessment of all NSW n'al.ive forests within, a period of 
six months to identify those additional forest areas likely to be required 
to secure a comprehensive, adequate and representative reserve 
system, and forest areas likely to be of World Heritage value. The 
rationale, process, and methodology for the assessment will be stated at 
the commencement of the process in an initial report exhibited for 
public comment. The draft final report with recommendations on forest 
areas needed for the reserve system will be exhibited for public 
contment. The recommended areas will be protected from logging by 
moratorium until the completion of a comprehensive 
assessment of NSW forests and a decision by the NSW Government 
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establishing a comprehensive, adequate and representative system. 

6: Establishment within the first three months of a Can Labor 
Government of a process for comprehensive assessment of native 
forests, with the assessment completed for the whole State by March 
1997. At the end of the assessment process the Government will 
dedicate a comprehensive, adequate and representative forest reserve 
system under legislation in accordance with the recommendations 
produced by the process. (Note: The structure, membership, control and 
related aspects of this comprehensive assessment process are covered in 
Schedule 1.) 

II 	

7. Eftablithmtnt within the first three months of a Can- Labor 
Government, under legislation, of a Forest Practices Review Board 
charged with establishing a code of practice controlling logging on lands 
of all tenures and regulating all forestry operations.. The FPRB will 
regulate forestry activities until comprehensive regional assessments 
have been completed, comprehensive system of reserves established 
and a comprehensive code of logging practices developed. The FPRB will 
be responsible for assessing all public and private lands proposed for 
logging or clearing. The FPRB will determine whether the activity is 
appropriate and the conditions to be placed upon operations to 
adequately protect all forest values. LRefer to Tl(JP) Act for public 
exhibition processes). 

The draft code of practice is to be exhibited for public comment before 
adoption. The code of practice is to be fully enforceable by third parties 
in the Land and Environment Court. The FPRB is to be comprised of 
representatives of State Forests, NPWS, EPA, Soil Conservation Service, 
Nature Conservation Council of NSW, CFMEU, Ecological Society of 
Australia and an independent (non government) chairperson. 

Retention and full enforcement of all current environmental controls 
in forest areas where logging is to continue, including stop work orders 
made under the National Parks and Wildlife Act, environmental impact 
assessment, fauna ithpact assessment, soil conservation and pollution 
controls.. 

An immediate direction to CALM and the Soil Conservation Service to 
fully resource, implement and enforce all private land clearing and land 
protection controls. 	Immediately gazette all ungazetted proposed 
protected land maps. CaLM, with assistance of the NPWS, is to review 
all maps and as for as possible identify inadequately reserved plant 
communities.and habitats of endangered plants and animals for 
inclusion on a revised set of protected land maps to be gazetted by 
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March 1996. As comprehensive regional assessments are completed for 
each region a final set of maps will be gazetted. 

10. Establishment and implementation in the first six months of a Can 
Labor Government of a timber industry restructuring program with 
priority to those areas of the State where the existing Umber industry 
may be affected by the 1995 new national park and wilderness area 
gazettals. The restructuring program is to be devised by a committee 
comprising representatives of DoP, Premier's OFFICE, State Forests (pine 
section). NPWS, two persons nominated by NCC, a nominee of the CFMEU. 
Local area consultations are to be undertaken. Key elements of the 
program will include: 

• 	immediate negotiations with the Federal government for funding 
assistance for timber industry restructuring; 

• 	provision of low conservation value native forest areas to meet 
rnsi%icna1 needs; 

comprehensive assessment of available resource (particularly pine 
plantations and native forest regrowth), value adding potential, 
review of logging quotas, investigation of alternative fibre sources; 

co-ordination of pine industry developments with withdrawal of 
native forest resources from industry; 

open tendering process for identified forest resources and 
consultation with local communities prior to allocation; 

government assistance for milling and manufacturing based on 
small wood; 

government assistance for ecologically sustainable alternative 
industry and employment projects including those based on value 
adding, new national parks, ecotourism, local improvement 
programs; 

government assistance for new hardwood plantation projects; 

government assistance for structural adjustment packages including 
redundancy payments and acquisition of plant and equipment; 

accounting reforms which separate State Forests native forest and 
plantation operations, which require both recurrent and capital 
accounts, and which require any annual operating shortfall to be 
carried over to the following year. 

I 	- 
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II. 	In keeping. with the principle of ecologically sustainable 
development, the precautionary principle and the commitment to 
Conserve the State's biodiversity, a pledge to phase out export 
woodchipping based on NSW native forests within the first term of a 
Cart Labour Government. 

Schedule 1 

• 	The assessment must be based on a comprehensive and adequate 
information base and adopt a precautionary approach to identifying 
conservation requirements. 

The community must be involved at all stages of the regional assessment 
i.e, in setting the term of reference, overseeing information collection and 
reviewing the results. 

The process must be balanced, open and publicly accountable, with all 
submissions, data, analyses, reports and minutes of meetings publicly 
available. 

• , Environment NGOs must be represented on all committees and working 
groups involved in the regional assessment process. 

• 	The participation of environment NCO's in these committees and working 
groups must be adequately resourced. 

• 	Environment NGO's must be adequately resources to carry out independent 
assessment and advocacy at the regional level. 

• 	The National Parks and Wildlife Service must be the lead agency in 
identifying comprehensive adequate and representative reserve systems 
and other conservation measures for each region. 

I 44L 	 616M aJ1fl 

Regionally based committees will be established for each regional assessment. 
Each Regional Assessment Coordination Committee (RACC) will oversee data 
collection and analyses and prepare land use plans for each region. RACC's will 
be comprised of a representative of: 

Department Of Planning, National Parks and Wildlife Service, Nature 
Conservation Council, Ecological Society of Australia, Industry Group, 
Labor Council. 
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A land management expert from a NSW tertiary institution will be appointed as 
Chair. 

The inpul of the following Government agencies to be coordinated by 
the Department of Planning: State Forests, Environmental Protection 
Authority, NSW Tourism, Department of Water Resources. Department of 
Mineral Resources, Soil Conservation Service, Commonwealth Dept. of 
Environment, Sport and Territories, National Parks Association, Local 
Government. 

The viork of the RACC will be divided into three principle stages: 

Overseeing data collection, data entry into a computer Geographic 
Information System and data ahalyses. 

Overseeing preparation of draft land use plans.for public comment, 
detailing all data layers, identifying the conservation and cultural values of 
all lands, providing recommendations for an adequate reserve system, 
environmental constraints on other lands, areas requiring rehabilitation, 
areas suitable forplantations and other uses and management constraints 
required to maintaiii conservation values. 

Preparation of final land use options and submission of options to the 
Minister for Planning and Environment for ratification. 



M. 
	S Ø29c 2v M1 

Losing 850 years' history Im one feU 
T

HERE has been a passion-
ate row on the -North Coast 
over the logging of a small 
area of - forest kiiown as 
compartment 579 of Wild 

Cattle Creek. I had a letter asking: 
Have you stood -beside a tree that 

was.a seedling when Jesus was alive? 
Well, if you'd -like to you had.betta 
be quick" - - 

So 1 went to see. Because of 
demonstrations, the forest was dosed 
to the public and -the entrance was 
*uarded by police. John -Ball -nt 
Dorrigo State Forests took me in. He 
thawed me tveiything that .1 wanted 
to see, be answered all my questions 
fully and freely, he made no attempt 

- - to influence my opinion. - - 

Logging began last April. When 
- the first load of logs drove out, North 
East Forest Alliance blockaded the 
Orafton office of the National Parks 
and Wildlife Service which 
responded by modifying the '$120 
licence which protects wildlife, - 

Work had to stop while a -search 
was made for four species of frogs 
that 'night be endangered. Spokes-
men for Boral, the miflers, scathingly 
announced that work stopped for 
five months while searchers -found 
one frog. That was not so - it was six 
individuals of one species, giant 
barred frogs, the biggest in Australia 
and rare indeed. They were always 
confined to a small area and they are 
now in extreme danger of extinction. 
So the compulsory protective band 
along the creeks was broadened. 

Logging began again in Septem-
ber. Members and associates of - 
North East Forest-Alliance moved in 
to stop the work. They threatened 
loggers, -rolled logs and rocks on to 
the tracks, jumped on moving 

vehicles, barricaded bridges and sat 
.on thi barricades. ' -. - -- 

As policesat round their camp fat 
- one night, two girls taunted them by 

-danang naked, then slipping away 
into the -darkness out of reach of 
arresting hands. One girl -thained 
herself to a goannC, a steel rod 

• buried deep underground, and stood 
in a narrow hole dug in the middle of 

-. atack with only her tad showing 
.aboveit. - - - 

The first -truck dilver tocome 
- along tsted the late Premier Bob 
- Askin'i -notorious instruction, 'Run 
- over-the bastards", and called police. 
They spent kite -hours digging  a 
trh through gravel and rock to get 
at the "goanna", only to discover, 

-. when they got it out with the ttached 
girl, that she had asnaplinkin the 
high tensile chain near her wrist and 
they could have simply unhooked it 
and lifted - her clear without any 
digging at all. She was arrested along 
with 115 others. - 

The forest did not grow up with 
Christ but the oldest tallowwoods 
might be 850 years old, still an 
impressive age. The brush box and 
blue gum, which was also taken, do 
not live to that age. They were about 

. 400 years old. 

The trees are huge, up to 40m tall 
and 4m diameter at the bun produc- 

so much more durable and 
than steel, -as eross arms. 
for houses, as show p 
cabteakea 

flfHE opposition to ,-the logging 
came about because it was 
believed to be an oLd growth 

forest and, under the rather hazy 
rules that the governthenrworks to, 
such a forest is supposed to be 
sacrosan& - - - - - - 

No one is arguing aboutihe age of 
thebig eucalypts —9 am oWls 
written-all over them. But nobody has 
made any long-overdue, *finitive 
pronouncement on t constitutes 
an old growth forest. 

Interested bodies work to what-
ever,printhple suits them. One -ddini-
dcc coming out of Gippaland fixes 
thE minimum  area at 80 hectares, old 
growth in section 579 -coven 30 
tectares only. - 

Moreover, according to someone 
else's 'estimate, such a forest must 
have suffered no significant distur-
bance and this forest was heavily 
logged for its rainforest timbers at the - 
turn of the century (the bullock tracks 
still show), for its coachwood during 
World War U to make rifle butts and 
struts for Mosquito bombers, for its 
hoop pine in the 1950s and 1960s. 

There is no big coachwood or 
hoop pine left, all was taken. There -  

are also varying opinions as to what 
percentage of the canopy of an old 
forest can be occupied by the young 
leaves of regrowth. -The Oippsland 
figure is less than tO per cent which 
certainly rules out Wild Cattle Creek. 

The forest is in two sections, 
rainforest in the valleys and wet 
eucalypt forest on the ridges and 
slopes. The total area is 161 hectares 
of which 55 hectares were logged. 
The 106 hectares excluded from 

logging consist of all the rainforest, 
slopes above 30 degrees and flora 

- and fauna reserves near the creeks 

- - The whole exercise was brilliantly 
done; it wan model of -timberget-
ting. Only 900 tees of the thousands 

- 'ihere were taken. Six habitat tees to 
flhe hectare were left, enormous tees - 

with hollos' branches for wildlife, 
iach marked by the foreman with a 

--big white H, and six recruitment trees - 
marked with white circles to allow for 
any natural deaths. - 

SO 12 big trees and many young 
trees were left to the -hectare, 16 
to the hectare were taken. One - 

outstanding tallowwood was on the 
edge of a -  flora exclusion. The 
foreman painted it with parallel lines - 
to indicate that it was an untouchable 
boundary tree and then, since it was 

-. so impressive, he reinforced his lines 
- -with a big painted "No". 

Should this forest have been 
'-logged? No part of a forest should 
tither be logged or left -uftlogged 
without a major study by scientists. 
-General rules do not apply, each 
forest is different, too little is known 
about any of them. Because of the 

- pressure put upon •  wildlife by the 
present drought, by the consequent 
enormous number of foxes, this work 
is now more important than it has 
ever been. Governments, sawmillers, 
anti-loggers have an enormous 
amount to learn. 

I believe That the logging of 
compartment 579 has improved the 
forest for everything in it. That is a 
complicated story that I will explain 
in another article. Even so, it is an 
awe-inspiring thing to watch the story 
of 800 years disappearing down the 
road as a dead log. - - 

ing solid logs 14m long and averaging 
L3m in diameter. They reach that size 
in about 200 years, then they 
dominate the area around them until - 
the top branches begin to die and - 
their leaves pow smaller and sparser, 
giving light for seedlings to -germi-
natallo log smaller than 35cm wide 
clear of bark in the centre was aket 
-: - The timber -is being teaS with" 
tht respect ue toil. Much oliiris 
milled for superb parnuetryfloorins. - 
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can obscure the wood 
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T HERE is danger 
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flO?A OUR DWINDLING FORESTS 

tralias forests  
wtthoutsubsran- 	 - 	

- tial tidy. It could destroy 	
.. ... itmoreslofl'butists 

completely as clearmg it 	
- •1 	- NoforestinAustraliaja  accintomed to looking 	 -. 	
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100,000 years they were 	ERIC ROUt - 

 modified by,  intelligent 
humans. Aborigines  
worked them with rd 	These turn water, into 
stone axes and there was the forest so that it filters- 

 constant. disruptioü to- on its way to the ereeka. 	.. small areas of forest 	With reasonable rahs*. 	'-.- . t,[ [ 
Such is the misunder- rtsiuw.hwillbefastljilg  

standing of our forests months it will be dimca,gt 
that arguments td by to telL that thnbcxgetters  
opponents to the logging have bcem in the forest 
at Wild. Cattle Creek State 	One -at the. imients 
Forest, nen Dorngo. on wed 	the logging, 
the NSW north coa*. whxb began Eat ApriL 
were sound reason the -  was a report by the Aus- 

	

old growth fdrest tiufd traffas Conservation 	 i be logged: 	 Fwfrienn, of it study  The- tree- feffety are- carted. out on the catcb 
expert They have tobeto meat for the Thomson 

	

keep- their- jobs under. Reservoir in Victoria's 	 . sthngcnt.condjtjons. They Central. Gippsland: r —
.' ' 

must direct. fallin& wees "Water pi&c 	from. 	. 
away from reserved areas,. old-growth eucal'pts can element for them and the 
theyhavetofellagroupof- be twice as much as statements, concerning 
trees with their tops. to a Streamflow from a-young them reduce the status of 
central point so that the regrowth forest? . conservationists at a time 
flrstonedownistheonly Thatistrue,butflisa when they need all the 
one that flattens under- ridiculous argument authority they an muster. 
growth, they must avoid against logging. There is Koalas like open coun-
knocking limbs off trees greater nm-off because try with several healthy 
that are to be saved and there are fewer vigorous eualypts to. the hectare 
they have to avoid plants to use the water. If andlight understorey so 
destroying young trees.. the catchment were they can travel easily. Big 

They use chainsaws cleared. of plants alto- old trees. are useless to 
with 90cm blades. First, gether there would be them, not only because 

AW UI OEM 
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Now you and ib[one you 	t_ 
Jaz'surrender to t!.e sheer IuzIi7' $ 
o1our'WeekeriJtsèipe'PacLae. - 
- Shiraton On The Park (pre- 	- 
viIsly named ThePark Grand) is 	FOR 
..Sydneys most graciou. tote!, 	- TWO 

- rt4tttfr located on Hyde Parhin : 
'c'e heart of shopping and theatre areas-
.,..TJiis. package is the ideal way to escape 
the everyday . At only $245 for two, your 

• stay inclujes: Deluxe overnigkt accom-
modation in a Cit y  View Room • Full 
Australian breakfast for two Compli- 

SHERATON 
' \V7'i t it c M-r t 

it r L 

on (02) 286 6000. 	Z . .... 

Th5 offer is valid Friday, Saturday.or 
Sunday nights, subject to availakility. 

menta use of tVe peot ipa and 
- 	-sauna CornlimentaryaaQ.a1Linj. 

• 	
Options T0 nights $45 Park 

_Viqw Room: overnight 9270, two 
-nights $485. P7ocr Vidw Room: 

overnight $280, two nights $505.. 
To b00L a Weekend Escape', 

contact your travel opeciaIistoi call ITT. 
Sheraton Worldwide Reservations t.olI free 
on 1800 07 3535, or call the h0tl direct - 

al 
-a - 

- . - - • f- 	-7 

	- SHERATON 
ON THE PARK 
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161 ELIZARI3T)I STRIZET ON IIYI)E PARK, SYONCY 2000, AISTRALIA. PhONE (02) 2866000 FAX (02) 286 6686. 
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they dear an area around 
the tree to be filledthen 
they decide where they 
will dropit,then theyclear 
an escape route at. an 
angle of 45 degrees to-the 
line of fall. For safety they 
have to be Sn away when 
the tree hits the ground. 

It takes about half-an-
hour $0 fell a wee 13' 
across at the butt. The first 
cut is the scarf a 'deep 
cushioning wedge :taken 
out at an angle of 90. 
degrees to the natural hit 
of fall. Then the. logger 
moves to the back of the 
tree and makes the felling 
cut 20cm higher than the 

By leaving what he calls 
hinges — uncut triangles 
between the scarf and the 
felling art - the logger 
can twist the tree at any 
angle up to 45 degrees 
from the natural line of 
(aU. The tree turns 
towards the bigger ISa-
gle as it tears the unait 
wood. By varying the Sc 
of the hinges, they aim 
these falling monsters with 
- 

The snig tracks were 

Flanned so that each log 
ollowed the path of the 

previous one to the load-
mgdum amthi-
mum of disturbance. Once 
a track was finished with, 
the bulldozer pushed up 
cross-banks along lilt 
specified intervals in 
tcordance with the slope. 

even more water, though - ¶UIII UWJ &AflV 	a 

there would be a lot of 
mud -with.ib We have to 
slow down water move- An 	officer 	from 
.ment, 	not 	increase 	it. National Parks and Wild- 

• Water should trickle into life thought he heard one 
streams, not ja - as he tow along one of 

Another 	argument the lint, so forest rang- 
era took in a tape player 'nnced by a Wild cattle 

Creek Flora Reserve p10 and broadcast the birds' 
posal, launched by envi- calls. They received good 
ronmentalist and former responses — the birdsare. 
Tasmanian 	MP 	Bob that 

But whit- sort of coun- 'months Brown two 	ago, 
boncethswlldlife.7'V try do they .pr4a?  A 

lc,pto-. i'a"otftite. habitat-was Ihe, 
• poal 	cnDompasses.t11nf01tSt IT 

bordering -those 
snown 	or rexpected\aeumnp own as 	es 

habitat for some 20 ape- in the former big scrub. 
des of endangered at- The bat sheltered in the 
malt The tall, wet, old- forest and fed in die thi& 
growth forest and rainfor- pass. S Ferrier, who stud- 
eat provides optimal habi- red the habitat of the birds- 
tat 	for most 	of these tralasian 
species and their bog- nion in 
term survival in the area at selec- Ma depends upon the,reten-  tlead to
tion of these old-growth e densty 
stands 	and 	the 	ether . of undergrowth to the 
termuning fragments of benéfit of the scrub-bird"., 
old growth tT 	tfrIW - 

It lists 10 ankumaicthat of the harvesting of Wild 
have been found in the Cattle Creek, woodcliip- 
area: koala, sooty owl, ping in north coast forests. 
rufous scrub-bird, parma is a scandalous waste of 
wallaby, red-legged pade- natural timber. Trees for 
melon, long-nosed path- woodduipping should be 
too, greater broad-nosed grown-on land already 
bat,1prtatpipielie, 

Autalia's forests an 
mout - inordinately 	preciout 

Despite the (set that Some should be lowd, 
they have been seen there, some should be kit an 
not one of them is suited It is pnpoaau.a that we 
to life in an old-growth still donotknowwbithis 
(area It is an nnnatnral which.- 	- 	 - 

then 
When climbing, koalas 

throw their arms around 
the trunk and squeeze 
inwards. A tree of 60cm in 
diameter is the biggest 
they can climb. To scale a 
bnislrbox with a three-
metre trunk would be like 
tying to climb a brick 

Much was made of the 
presence of the rufous 
scrub-bird, which is small, 
reddish-brown, very nre: 
and very difficult to aee, 

L..A. 
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SPAIN 

M 
 i'oiii AddrnE 
P.O.Bos £44 i i  5'. jwnn NSW 2000 

ecb  . 	
sIsutAddras: * 	w 	

n  

4 IftW 	
. 

Sydty14SW 2000 
14.: (6I2).161-243 3  
Vu: (612)283462 5  

e0flfltG4O 	
J.e 

FIOLOPRS' VISA REQUl1kMlttTS FOR AUKVR.ALIAN PASSi?QRL_.__4 

Holders of Australiall passportS residing in th e States of New South Wales, Queensland, Notiltein Tcnitory or in 

New Zealand, who wish to visit Spain must obtain a visa from this consulate.QenetflL 

For tourist or business purpOseS two types of visas may be obtainc& 

Limited visa: This visa allows traveller to enter and remain in Spain for a peziod of up to 30 
d.tys &orn dRte 91 

n!ii 
It allows for one or two enties. Entry must be n½adc within GOxlays of date of issue. Fee is 531,20. 

• 

	

	
Ordinary visa: This visa allows the traveller to enter and rejnain in Spain for a period of up 10 90 days 

ftQrn 

rl'Itr 
nf.nntP.i.1L allows for a max mum of three entries. First entry must be made within 9b days of date of issue. 

' applicabon forms (per per$Qfl) duly completed, dated and signed. 

- 	fl.t passport size photographs. 	 - 

[0 - 
 

Cuffentpa5sport, valid for at least) months for a limited visa and 6 montlts for an ordIJiaiy visa, from 

date of application. 
 

0-2 

t-PhotocopY

hotocopies ofrettim ticket to Australia or, if ticket not yet &suf i  2 photocopies of flight itinerary. 

 of receipt orpre-ananged tow and i 	QIL latest stateinelitof passpoit holders bank 

nt in Ausualia. 	 _______________________ 

For business visas, letter from employer stating length and purpose of trip. 

TWTES .Thc processing of visas takes approximatelY 4 worldng days and in some instwiccs moy tako longer. 
• To avoid delays, all the questions in the appiicaon forms rnusL be answered and all documents listed above 

must be submitted. 
Children under 14 years of age do not require a visa to enter Spain if accompanied by patents. 

• Relatives of European Union (European Eeonomiq Community) psspoi1 holders, i.e. 
spoU5C, children under 

21 yea's of age (living with their pents and at their expense), parents and parents-in-1 ar 	
aw (living at their 

expense) wuy obtain a visa free of charge, providitig they produce the following doeumclttE 
pjcofo(idrtsttip. i.e. Aili mnrtitijc certificate (or "libro dc familia') full birth criificate. 

• Copy of valid European Union member country passporl. -. 	- 
Visas bY maiL Visa applicants forwarding their documents by jun11 shduIdl supply a stamped scf.nddrcsscd citvelOPC 

or courier bag for the return of their passports. 

TRAVEL AGENTS submitting applications for their clients should make surc that all the neccssa'y rcqufrciTiCrtCs 
are completed and paymcntincluded to avoid uiuicCessY delays. Only cheques and money ord&s will be aeccptcd. 
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Melbourne 	 . 	Sydney 	 Perth 

LI 

PASSENCER PROFILE 

TOUt' 

PASSENGER SURNAME ........C..GIVEN NAME..)_e_-c.TITLE.4v-. 

TELEPHONE 	KTH(T3 ............. -/--  ........................ 

PASSPORT 

NATIONALITY 	 ..... DATE OF 

CITY OF ISSUE 	 EXPIRY DATE 

PASSPORT NUMBER 

TRA YEL PREFERENCES 

SEATING: SMOKING ........NON SMOKING. . .......OTHER . 

SPECIAL DIET: VEGETARIAN/VEGAN/DIABETIC/OTHER ..44?....... 

ARE YOU A MEMBER OF ANY FREQUENT FLYER CLUBS? 	IF SO PLEASE 
SPECIFY WITH MEMBERSHIP NUMBER AND APPLICABLE AIRLINE/S 

... ... ............. a/a.  .................... 

NEXT OF KIN 

SURNAME .!4P? 	....... GIVEN 

ADDRESS 	 ('an,r 

PHONE: A/H O'/ 	6a/ .....B/H5/). S/ 

ONE WORLD TRAVEL - 
3rd Floor. 227 Collins Street, Melbourne, Victoria, Australia 3000. Phone: (03) 650 3321 Fax: (03) 650 4254 ToIl Free: (008) 337 372 
Tn'c1 Division of CAA Trading Pty. Ltd. A.C.N. 006 448291 —wholly owned subsidiary of Community Aid Abroad Licence No. 31394 I.A.T.A. Accrcdited 
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Accomodation Details 	/ 	Fare Claim 

Please complete and return to Jim asap 

I require accomódation at the Backpackers on 

18th 	 Yes/No 	 It is your responsibility 
to pay for your 

19th 	 Yes/No 	 accomodation and any meals 
- 	 Twill provide the manager 

20th 	 , Yes/No 	 with a list of names. 

21st 	 Yes/No 

I will be leaving Coffsby plane/train/car on ............... 
and require/do not require transport to station/airport 

I will make my own arrangements with the Manager should I 
require any meals prepared by the Hostel 

I note that there may be a charge for the bus trip oh 
Saturday afternoon. 

signature 

C 

Fare Refund Form 

I paid ....................for transport to and from the 
Conference nd attach the documents (or copies) for a refund 
of the fare/petrol cost. 

We  have to 'account for the grant to DEST hence the need for 
documentation) 

Date 
signature 

Official delegate for- the 

't'fr iAt14 /2tt.irn.-t" 	~vndctp 	v'Crsgyj 

Cast 	 / 

JZ 7ot' wtsk 7 Coe 	 76$/NO 

Jx X0 V rC7,cLcre \raUtt1a. 	C, 



Boral Limited 
Australian Company Number 000 051 696 

20th Floor Norwich House 
6-10 O'Connell St Sydney 2000 

GPO Box 910 Sydney 2001 
Tel: (02) 232 8800 Fax: (02) 233 6605 

22 November 1994 

Dear Shareholder, 

I am pleased to provide you with copies of my Address and the Comments made by the Managing Director, 

Tony Berg, to the Company's Annual General Meeting held in Sydney on Monday, 14 November 1994. 

My Board colleagues and I greatly value the strong support, interest and loyalty of all of our 145,000 

shareholders. The Meeting was, as usual, well attended by about 1,200 people. We recognise that most 

shareholders are unable to attend and we hope this report of the Meeting is helpful to those of you who 

were not able to be there. 	 - 

The earnings outlook for the coming year is encouraging based on results from the first quarter. The results of 

all major divisions have improved and we will benefit by a full year's results from SAGASCO being included. 

Questions were asked at the Meeting about the Boral Timber operations in NSW and our forestry practices. 

Throughout Boral, we recognise the need to protect the environment for sustained long term benefit to the 

community. As the largest hardwood timber processor in Australia, Boral Timber is firmly committed to 

proper forest management by: 

harvesting only on a sustainable yield basis and operating only in forests where sustained yield is practised. 

In fact, Boral Timber has agreed to substantial reductions in log allocations over the last eight years to 

achieve this. 

operating strictly in accordance with the National Forest Policy Statement and under the direction 

of appropriate State Government authorities. 

>> efficient timber processing in a socially responsible manner. 

The hardwood operations in State forests are controlled by State Governments and timber is not obtained 

without Government approvals confirming that specific trees can be harvested. There are other strict controls. 

For example, before approvals are granted in NSW, Environmental Impact Statements are prepared by State 

Forests of NSW and licences are obtained by them from the Environment Protection Authority and in 

addition, from the National Parks and Wildlife Service where the preservation of wildlife and their habitat 

is in any way involved. Woodchips are only produced by us from timber in NSW State forests as a by-product 



from sawmill residues (which would otherwise be burnt), from silvicultural activities (for example, thinning 

of re-growth and plantations) and from lowgrade logs from integrated harvesting. 

For shareholders' information, we are also sending out with this letter "Green Gold", a booklet produced 

by the National Association of Forest Industries outlining the policies followed for prudent management 

of Australia's forests. If you have any further questions on Boral's timber activities, we will be pleased to 

answer them. 

There were also a number of questions on the amendments to the Terms and Conditions of the Executive Share 

Plan and the approval of the acquisition of shares for Tony Berg under the Plan. The changes to the Plan are 

designed to increase shareholder value through motivating managers. The Plan is being expanded to increase 

the number of managers participaiing from under 40 to about 500 and the benefits to be provided are in lieu of 

cash which would otherwise be payable to the executives. A requirement is that the shares be held on behalf of 

the executives for not less than 5 years. As the shares subject to the Plan are jurchased on the stockmarket and 

are not new shares issued by the Company, there is no dilution of existing shareholdings from the operation of 

the Plan. The motions were put to a poll and were both carried with a majority of over 95 016 of the votes cast. 

Elizabeth Alexander, who was appointed by the Board in September 1994, was elected a Director. Don Hughes 

and Rod Halstead were re-elected to the Board. All of them bring different skills and experience which will 

continue to be very valuable to your Company. As I mentioned in the Annual Report, I will be retiring from 

the Board at the end of this month. I am delighted that Peter Cottrell will succeed me as Chairman and I am 

sure that under his leadership the Company will go from strength to strength. 

I would like to thank all shareholders for their interest, support and kindness during my time as Chairman and 

I wish you an enjoyable holiday period and a profitable and healthy 1995: Boral is a great Company and I look 

forward to continuing my association as an interested shareholder. 

Yours sincerely, 

Jim Leslie  
Chairman 
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Mr JLO Tedder 
Honorary Secretary 
North Coast Environment Council 
Pavans Road 
Grassy Head 
via SThARTS POINT NSW 2441 

P0 Box 1135 Chatswood NSW 2057 
Tel .02. 795 5000 Fax .02. 325 5618 

Environment 
Protection 
Authority 
New Scale Wales 

Our Reference: 

Your Reference: -- - -- - - -16 APR1993- 

E P A 

Dear Mr Tedder 

I refer to your letter of 26 March 1993 regarding the Environment Protection 
Authority's (EPA) regulation of forestry operations. 

The EPA is committed to providing informatioi to the community on this 
important matter and the Director-General has decided that the best way to 
progress it is to arrange a workshop at which the regulatory process can be 
discussed with community groups such as yours. 

The workshop will be held from 1.30 pm to 4.30 pm in the EPA's Training Room 
1 (Level 2, Citadel Tower 8, 799 Pacific Highway, Chatswood) on Thursday, 29 
April and invitations have also been sent seeking one representative each from 
the Total Environment Centre andthe North East,Forest Alliance. The Nature 
Conservation Council will arrange for the attendance of up to six representatives 
of environment groups uiaer its urnbreua. Lunch will be providédat the meeting 
so please let Yvonne Lazare ([02] 325-5502) know by 22 April whether you (or 
one other person from your organisation) will be able to attend. 

I look forward to a productive discussion. 

Ydurs sinceraly 

WARWICK FORREST 
A/Director-Genera? 



RTH 
	 - 	

- 

3. State Forests will have to propose their own site specific  
conditions. Will there be any EPA guidanOe or reguirement 	- 

- - regarding these specific -conditions or any EPA assessment of 	- 
whether they are adequate -? (This is bearing in mind the EPA, as the 

- 	license -issuing body; is reponsiblè) 	 - 	 - 

	

,AOAST 	

Secretary: Mr Jim Tedder 
Pavaans ACC 

NVIRONMENT 	
Grassy Head via 
Stuart Point 2441 NSW 

OUNCIL INC. 	 Reply to: Lyn Orrego 
Vice President 
P0 Box 123 

- 	 Bowraville 2449 NSW 

	

- 	
- 	 Fax/phone (065) 647808 

- 	 Home phone (065) 647478 

- 

I-jr Allan Crapp, 	
1314/q4 

 
Operations, Policy and Licensing, 	 - 
Environment Protect.ion Authority, 
P0 Box 1135, 
Chatswood 2057 NSW 

Dear Allan 1  

re: Questions regarding the EPA Discussion Paper or 
- 	Pollution Control Licenses to State Forests 	 - 

As per our phone converst ion of today I now submit to you in 
writing our Council's questions on the above discussion paper 

I am helping to prepare our submission on the paper. Our Council - 
is the regional environment group on the north coast. Our 
membership comprises some 40 local environment groups who have a 
k -,en interest in this issue. Thankyou for whateyer yeu can do to 
help us with the following queries. 	 - 

"S 

The discussion paper mentions 'general operating conditions, 
derived from the SEMGL's" will go bn the general license for each 
State Forest region.- It also states many discretionary aspects. 
"have been removed" (p3) implying -these -have been-drawn up. Could 
we please have a copy of these?  

The EPA will require soil erosion and water pollution control 
strategies to be prepared by State Forests before a licehse is 
issued. Could we please have a copy of the document which details 
the instructions and requirements to State Forests as to how they 
should do this and what will constitute an acceptable strategy? 

- 4. -Does EPA have the forestry-soil erosion expertise to assess the 
adequacy of license applications, strategie, specific conditions 
and to accredit those who seek to prepare the strategies? If not, 
will they seek it and from where? - - 

5; Does the EPA envisage-third parties would be able to appeal to 
the Land and Environment court against the terms of issued licenses 
(as license proponents who disagree with the license are permitted 
to do)? 

G. Has the advice of the Department of Conservation and Land 
Management (CALM) been sought to date on the preparation of the 
discussion paper,.the requirements for adequate soil erosion and 
water pollution control strategies, or appropriate specific 
conditions? 

7. If not, will CALM's advice be sought on these matters? 

B. will CALM's advice be sought on each applicetiori from State 
Forests for a pollution control license and each strategy 
submi tted? 

9. - The discussion paper says the size of the area over which a 
single stategy may be prepared will be up to State Forests to 
determine but must be generally uniform. Will the EPA set a 
maximum size so as to ensure the stategy represents a more detailed 
level of assessment of an añea? 

10.. Will the details of the stateviide monitoring program required 
of State Forests be made public (ie methodology, locations, etc)? 
And will the results be made public annually? - - 

11. Our Council is seeking information on the effects of 
sedimentation of waterways on wildlife and humans.- Does the EPA 
have abibliography of relevant documents they could provide us 
with to help us in, our research? If so could we please have a copy 
of it? 	 - 	 - 	 - 

Thankyou again for any information you can give us in response to 
these questions. I- would appreciate it if you could deal with oui 
request as soon as possible as we need the information to finalise 
our-submission to you on the disctrssion paper which has,a deadline 
of April 30.  

- 	 - Sincerely, 

-- 	 : 	 Lyn Orrego 

- 	 - 	 (Vice President) 

rsjNC.Et/SZM&L - 	- 	 - - 	- 



COMMONWEALTH DEPARTMENT OF PRIMARY INDUSTRIES AND ENERGY 

	tz 
EDMUND BARTON BUILDING, BARTON ACT 

Postal Address: GPO Box 858, Canberra ACT 2601 Tel: (06) 272 3933 Telex: 62188 Fax; (06) 272 5161 

Mr James L.O. Tedder 
Secretary 
North Coast Environment Council 
Pavans Road 
GRASSY HEAD via STUA.RTS POINTS NSW 2441 

Dear Mr Tedder 

Thank you for your letter of 1 March 1991 to Mr Kerin, 
Minister for Primary Industries and Energy, in which you 
expressed your concerns over resource security 
legislation. Your letter has been forwarded to the 
Minister for Resources, the Hon Alan Griffiths. The 
Minister has asked me to reply on his- behalf. 

In response to the concerns of State Governments, 
industry and the Australian Council of Trade Unions, the 
Government 'has been reviewing the merits of and means of 
providing resource security for the forestry sector, 
while at the same time ensuring adequate protection of 
the forest environirtent and heritage values. 

As part of this process, you can be assured that the 
Government will not be weakening its environmental 
assessment procedures, or its efforts to protect 
Australia's natural environment. Indeed, it is looking 
at ways to improve Government processes to - identify and 
protect environmental values and, conjointly, to 
facilitate investment in the forest products industry. 

The processes the Government has decided to put in place 
involve the development of bilateral arrangements with 
States on the assessment of suitable forest regions for 
long term security. The assessments cover environmental, 
heritage, cultural, social and economic considerations to 
ensure the Government has available all the relevant 
information to create sound, scientifically based 
decisions. 

Printed on recycled paper. 
,.0,. 



2. 

These processes could include complementary State and 
Commonwealth legislation where requested by States and 
agreed by the Commonwealth. Importantly, this does not 
involve any amendment to the Australian Heritage 
Commission Act. Such amendment is not considered a real 
or desirable option by this Government. 

You may recall that at the recent Special Premiers' 
Conference in Brisbane, it was agreed that to facilitate 
much needed investment in the forest products industries, 
Governments will need to provide a higher level of 
security to the forestry sector. Through a cooperative 
approach with the States, it is envisaged that greater 
attention will be provided to identifying and protecting 
the forest environment. Similarly, as Australia's trade 
deficit in forest products is equivalent to 10 per cent 
of the current account deficit, Governments are concerned 
to ensure we develop in Australia, a secure, thriving 
industry adding maximum value to our native forest 
products. 

In that regard, discussions are continuing between 
Commonwealth Ministers, State Governments and other 
relevant parties with a view to finalising the 
appropriate means of ensuring an adequate level of 
resource security, and a clear set of resource 
conservation and development regimes to ensure the 
benefits of Australia's forests are available to all 
Australians. 

Thank you for your interest in this very important 
matter. 

sincerely 

Lionel Wood 
Director 
Secretariat 
Forests Branch 

March 1991 
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Mr Jim Tedder 
North Coast Environment Council 

NSW 
NATIONAL 
PARKS AND 
WILDLIFE 
SERVICE 

Ii May 19 

Lear S1r,Mad,m 

RE: OLD GROWTH FOREST REGIONAL WORKSHOP 

The National Parks and Wi.Wljfe Service has been 
contracted by the National Forest Inventory to 
prepare the design for a systematic inventory for 
attributes of Old Growth Forest in N.E. New South 
Wales and S.E. Queensland, 

To assist this Project a technical workshop wilL be 
h'ld at Woody Head on the North Coast on the 26 and 
27 May 1992, You are .invfted to participate in the 
work-shop. 

Ihe National Forest inventory Old Growth Forest 
Workshop held in May 1991 in Canberra identified the 
essential feature,ot' Threat structure and 
composition requiring measurement, in assessment cL 
Old Growth Forests. They will serve as a focus for 
discussion on inventory methods, for the project area 
at the Woody Head workshop. 

S The Service has Contracted Mr. David Millectqe to  
conduct the workshop and prepare the inventory 	

No ' design. ' Mr. Hilledge is preparing a detailed program 	
nhem.Regioii 

49VfciojjaS&eej 
future. 
for the workshop which will be, forwarded in t'he near 	Grafion 

P0 Box 97 
Fax:0664206l9 7 
Tel:O55420593, 7 

Head Office 
43 Bridge Street J 1urMl1a )JSW. ' 
Aus!xaIi&. 
POBOk 1967 
Hurstville22O / 
Fax: 02585 6555 
Tel: 02 585 6444t 

The workshop will be held at the Woody Head Field 
Studies Centre, north of Gr,afton, commencing at 10:30 
am on 26,. Hay and concluding at. 3:00 pm on 27 May 
.Accommodatjon s1eeping bag required) and meals will 
be proVided, 

Australian-made 100916 recycled paper 
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ORTH 
Sec: Mr Jim Tedder 

OAST 	 -* 	 Pavaans Rd 
Grassy Head via 

NVIRONMENT 	 Stuarts Point 2441 

OUNCIL 	 Reply to: the undersigned 

September 23, 1992 

The Hon. Carry West MLA, 
Minister for Forests, Conservation and Lands, 
Parliament House, 

URGENT 

Dear Sir, 

re: Invitation to support scientific assessment of old 
growth forests within Wild Cattle Creek State Forest 

I write on behalf of our council to urge your open consideration 
and acceptance of the invitation from the North East Forest 
Alliance, supported by NCEC, for the Forestry Commission to support 
and participate in a scientific assessment of old growth forest 
within Wild Cattle Creek State Forest (see attached copy). 

Despite logging continuing in compartment 546, we feel the study is 
still crucial. We understand a scientific methodology for 
identifying old growth forests has been agreed to by scientists and 
community groups yet the Forestry Commission has not applied this 
nor do they assess areas before logging proceeds. Until this is 
done the conflict in the forests will continue. Wild Cattle Creek 
State Forest offers an opportunity to pioneer this type of 
assessment. If worked out successfully it will be able to be 
applied in other areas and will be like handing over decisions on 
controversial areas to the scientific umpire. 

We understand the Forestry Commission has available to it the 
scientific expertise, knowledge and experience of the Victorian 
methodology to enable these assessments to go ahead. If the 
Commission says no to the invitation to work with NEFA and others 
on this project they will be seen by the corwnunity as rejecting a 
viable solution to the longstanding and costly conflict over the 
forests. 

As NEFA, supported by NCEC, are intending to commission this 
assessment in any case, the Commission will find themselves 
presented with an independent, scientific report which they will 
have to take into account anyway. Surely the best option is to 
co-operate through the whole process by doing it jointly, 
developing trust, and thus all parties having faith in the outcome. 

We urge you to let us know of your willingness to accept the 
invitation as soon as possible. We view this.whole project as 
vital regardless of the logging program the Forestry Commission is 
pursuing. Of course, the sooner it is completed the better so that 
the information can be taken into account in deciding the future 
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logging program. 

Our call for this assessment to be done is based on the 
Commonwealth Resource Assessment Commission .(RAC)'s Final Report 
(March 1992) recommendation for the  preparation of comprehensive 
regional management plans that identify and rank old growth forests 
in terms of their range of values and the protection of sufficient 
old growth areas within conservation reserves. RAC says that fyture 
possible old growth logging should only occur after this has been 
done and where no alternative resources exist. (RAC Vol I. p.  21) 

As the Commonwealth Government is recommending these assesiments be 
done and should the NSW Forestry Commission agree we suggest the FC 
could have a valid' claim on the Federal government for funds to 
carry out the recommendation. ltshould be noted that the 
assessment process pioneered in-Victoria maps all fórésts by growth 
stages and thus will also serve to assess and locate timber 
resources. 	 - 

Thank you for considering our comments and request. It is our 
sincere attempt to resolve this confLict for the benefitof all 
parties andoür unique Australian heritage, our old growth forests. 
We await your considered response. 	 - 

Sincerely., 

Vice President 

Reply to: Lyn Orrego 
P.O. Box 123 	 - 
Bowraville 2449 NSW 

a 
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12th October, 1992 

Building 2 
423 Pennant Hills Road 
Pennant Hills, N.S.W. 2120 

Ms Lyn Orrego 
P0 Box 123 
Bowravile 
NSW 2449 

Dear Ms Orrego, 

Further to my letter of 24th September, 1992, I have now had an opportunity to 
consider your proposal inviting the Forestry Conimission to participate in an 
assessment of old growth structural characteristics within Wild Cattle Creek 
State Forest. 

The forests of Wild Cattle Creek State Forest and the other Crown timber lands 
of the Dorrigo Management Area are the subject of an Environmental Impact 
Statement (EIS) which describes the impact of forest management on all forests 
values. 

In the preparation of this EIS the consultants have reviewed the available 
information on the flora and fauna values of logged and unlogged forest and 
considered the adequacy of existing conservation resources at a regional scale. 
At this time, the Forestry Coniniission does not support further studies in the 
Management Area outside this process. 

The EIS will be on public exhibition shortly and the public will be able to make 
submissions on the information presented. The NCEC will have the opportunity 
to have input on the assessments undertaken within the EIS process. 

Yours sincerely 

dJOHN HALKE TT 
General Manager, Forest Planning and Environment 



ORTH 
OAST 	 The Secretary, 

North Coast Environment Council Inc 

NVIRONMENT 	Pavans Rd, 
Grassy Head, NSW 2441 

OUNCIL 
The Director, Mr JW Gillooly, 	 8 Feb 1993 
National Parks & Wildlife Service, 
Head Office, 
P0 Box 1967, 
Hurstville 2220. 

Dear Sir, 

re: Submission of Fauna Impact Statement for Mistake State Forest 

The NCEC finds this 
compliance with the 
FIS Appendix 2. 

The data from which 
more correctly the 
Forest is virtually 

FIS totally inadequate, as it is deficient in its 
requirements of the NPWS Director's letter in the 

Mr Webster draws his conclusions on the impact (or 
lack of it) of logging on the fauna Mistake State 
non-existent. 

Binns (1988) spent four days in Mistake SF, visiting only 4 
compartments where he undertook four spotlight surveys over three 
nights, recording 10 Greater Gliders, 1 Yellow-bellied Glider, 2 
Mountain Possums and 1 Ring-tailed Possum in total. He gave 
opportunistic recordings of 10 species of reptiles and amphibians and 
one of Wompoo Pigeons. This was the total result of his fauna survey 
work. He spent most of the four days on flora work, 

Milledge (1988) spent nine days in Mistake SF but only investigated 
three sites all of which were located in rainforest and spent most of 
his time in rainforest. 

Webster (1992) spent three days in Mistake SF. He calls it a survey yet 
admits it "consisted of opportunistic sightings throughout Mistake SF" 
and that windy weather on the middle day and night: "made location of 
fauna difficult" [FIS p2]. And that is the sum total of the information 
given about methodology of his survey. Was it replicated as required? 
No trap numbers or configurations were given as required nor map of 
sites or explanation of their selection as sampling a range of 
different vegetation types, altitude and geology as required. He even 
states that with all three studies combined (16 days) "most forest 
types within the forest have been visited, not all as required. He 
seems to admit to not doing a comprehensive fauna survey in accordance 
with accepted EIS methodology by saying it will be done in the future 
as part of the Urunga ElS process. His conclusions concerning the 
impacts of logging on endangered species are frankly unbelievable, 
given the scanty knowledge of them in Mistake State Forest. 

His mitigating requirement, of leaving three habitat trees per hectare, 
treats each hollow-dependent animal in isolation as if it was the only 
one using them. It does not take into consideration the territorial 
nature of most animals, especially birds, and in particular the Greater 
Glider. Referring to the species list in the FiS, (which is incomplete 
in our opinion) there are 11 species of hollow-dependent birds and 
mammals (excluding bats) and another 17 species of bats - most of which 
are hollow-dependent also. 

P age 1 



These, are all expected to be satisfied by three habitat trees per 
hectare. Could any ecologist honestly say that this is suffidient? 

One glaHng omission on the species list is the Powerful Owl - Ninox 
strenua - which is almost certain to be present in Mistake SF. It has 
been sighted in the nearby Nambucca SF. The i.nterdependence of one 
species on another is not taken into consideration in predicting the 
impacts of logging. For example, the reduction of 'a prey species would 
have an impact on the predator over and above the direct impact on it 
from logging. 

Webster's treatment of the'effect of feral animals onnative species 
was superficial in the extreme. To say that beôause no permanent roads 
would be made,' but only temporary logging tradks "the spread of feral 
animals in Mistake SF is unlikely to increase" is almost a criminal 
•statement given, the publièity feral animals are receiving lately. I 
have walked along 20-year-old •snig tracks with relative ease. A dog or 
fox would have no trouble on even a heavily overgrown one. These tracks 
are compacted and/or.subject to erosion, which inhibits regeneration, 
and since the Forestry .Commission does, not regenerate them they ne.ver 
return, to forest. These tracks therefore remain as access r.oads for 
feral ,animals for 'many decades. ' 

No mention is made in the  FIS of the impact of foxes,, dogs or 'cats on 
the populations of the Long-nosed Potoroo and Parma Wallaby, let alone 
all the other ámall ground-dwelling mammals, birds, reptiles and 
amphibians,  

His treatment of wilderness is nothing short of breath-taking. Since 
there are no present Wilderness Nominations over the area then 
according to Mr Webster, there is no wilderness there! Is it not his 
requirement to give an ecologist's opinion of the situation? 

There are other glaring deficiencies in this FIS, but these alone are 
adequate, in our opinion, to judge this FIS at totally inadequate, and 
useless' for the purpose for which it was produced. 

Before the FCs licence is renewed,. a comprehensive fauna survey •must 
be done to establish what species are actually present and in what 
numbers. This would enable realistic assessments.of the impact of 
logging to be done by a competent and independent ecologist. A 
moratorium on all logging in Mistake SF should take place until this 
survey and assessment is completed. 	- 

I hope.you will take notice of our comments, and take the appropriate 
action to protect the native wildlife of Mistake State Forest. For too 
long, the fauna of our state'forests has been treated as dispensable. 
Until strong measures are taken to protect whit' is left, it is certain. 
that we will c.ontinue to see the extihction of more and more species. 

Voyfs sincerely, 

tCR Lyn Orrego 
Vice President NCE9 
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Receipt is acknowledged of your submission in regard to the 
abovementioned Fauna Impact Statement. 

Please be assured that your views will be considered before a 
decision on this matter is made. 

Yours faithfully 

W J Gillooly 
Director 

Mr J Tedder 
Hon Secretary 
North Coast Environment Council 
Pavans Road 
GRASSY HEAD VIA STUART'S POINT 2441 
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Dear Mr Tedder 

GLEN INNES FOREST MANAGEMENT AREA - 
FAUNA IMPACT'TATEMENT. 

Ausrralian-made 100% recycled paper 
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Australia 

P0 Box 1967 
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TheManager 
Environmental Assessments 
Forestry Commission 
Locked Bag 23 
Pennant Hills 2120 

Submission on EIS for GLEN INNES Management Area 

The North Coast Environment Council Inc. is an umbrella group 
for forty conservation organisations between the Tweed and 
Newcastle and east of the New England Highway. The Council 
was established sixteenyears ago for,among other purposes 
to seek better management of the native forests. 

The draft EIS for the Glen Innes Management Area does not 
contribute in any major way to setting better standards for 
improving management and conservation of the diminishing 
resource of native forests. 

There have been several notable develoments over the past p 
few years in the study of Australia,s forests and timber 
needs and how these can be met. The EIS for Glen Innes 
appears to pay scant attention to these reports or to the 
changing attitudes of the community towards timber use and 
the other yalues of the native forests. Various inquiries 
have highlighted changes in the timber industry both in the

g  supply and demand sides. 	There is an increasin role to be 
played by plantation timber in the supply of both hardwood 
and softwood . The role of tourism has not been mentioned. 

Changes are occurring throughout industry and the community 
and values are changing. As the population becomes more 
urbanised and the forests more intensively used for wood 
production so the pressure mounts for reserving what remains 
of old growth forest and wilderness areas. The EIS fails to 
acknowledge these changes and in the opinion of this Council 
the document is quite inadequate and should be rejected. 

In December 1992 the Australian Governments except for 
Tasmania signed the National Forest Policy Statement. This 
obligates the signatories to implement as a matter of 
priority , the policies in the Statement for the benefit of 
present and future generations. 

One of these policies is that the Governments have agreed to 
a strategy designed to conserve and manage old growth 
forests and wilderness as part of the reserve system. The 
Statement(pages 11 and 12 ) goes on to explain how this will 
be achieved. Even though the Statement had not been signed 
before the EIS was issued the Forestry Commission must have 
been aware that the issue of old growth forests and 
wilderness was on the agenda. 	 - 

The EIS for Glen Innes fails to make provision for the 
protection of the old growth forests and has ignored 
wilderness values.In fact it targets some of what may be some 
of the most valuable old growth forest in the areas of 
Curramore west of Washpooi National Park ; Gibralter Range 
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COUNCIL REJECTS GOVERNMENT' S $1 MILLION GREEN POINT OFFER 

Lake Macquarie Council had cost the reglon its chance of a 
180 hectare regional bushland park by refusing to accept a 
$1 million offer from the Government to acquire an area of 
the Green Point Estate, the Minister for Planning and 
Housing, Robert Hebster, said today. 

Mr SIebstersaid the Government was now forced to ulthdrau 	- 
the offer following Council's decision to renege on a 
previous agreement to accept the money which it had made in 
January, 1991. 

Sept 18 

COURT REJECTS LEICHHARDT'S PLANNING OBJECTIONS 

The Minister for Planning and Housing, Robert Webster, said 
he was delighted with today's court decision quashing 
Lelchhardt Council's objections to the State Government's 
urban consolidation plans. 

The decision by Justice Pearlman, Chief Judge of the Land 
and Environment Court, was in response to a recent challenge 
by Leichhardt Council over the rezoning for medium dënsity 
housing of four industrial sites in Balmain. 

"Today's decision is a victory for urban consolidation and 
the Government's right to slow the extent of the urban 
sprawl," Mr Webster said. 

Sept 18 
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and in the London Bidge area . The fact that there are 
wilderness proposals for some of the area covered by the EIS 
has been ignored 

There needs to be proper socio-economic studies to determine 
the 	1. costs of timber extaçtionfrom some of the areas 
proposed as compared to obtaining timber supplies from other 
sources 

the cost/benefits of providing employment in other 
forest activities such as more intensive management of re-
growth forests and plantation establishment 

the value of tourism through the provision of 
wilderness areas and more national parks. eg  the Einghi area 
is noted for its rare and endangered flora and as such has 
possibly a greater value as a reserve than in timber 
production. 

There needs to be at the very least an embargo on logging of 
any compartment ihiçh may have old growth characteristics or 
which may come within a proposed wilderness area until a 
proper assessment is made under the terms of the National 
Forestry Policy. 

This EtS is cast in the same vein as previous studies.It is 
incomplete it is inaccurate ; it views the forests solel 
from a timber production viewpoint ; and it is in light of  
the National Forest Policy,very out of date anä contrary to 
the NSW Government policy set by the signing of the 
Statement. 

Therefore this Council urges the Department to reject the EIS 
as inadequate for decision making as to the future of the 
forests of the Do Management area, and counter to the 
intentions of Government. 

James L.O.Tedder 
Hon. Sec. 



news . . . 2 

The Commissioners have recommended that the western half of 
the site be exempted from mining to protect areas of 
significant conservation value, including wetlands. They 
have recommended that the previously mined and disturbed 
eastern part of the site could be mined, then rehabilitated 
usihg modern techniques to a higher standard than its 
present condition. 

Sept 10 

** 	* ** **** * * * * 
1t 

PLANNING BOOST FROW STATE BUDGET 

The Department of Planning has been allocated $40.2 million 
in the NSW Budget, the Minlster for Planning and Housing, 
Robert Webster, said today. 

The Budget allocation includes $6.7 million for funding of 
the Area Asslstance Schemes. This is in addition to the $1.2 
million "pick up "  funding announced by the Mlnlster which 
assures the future of high need projects. 

The Budget also includes $3.5 million for the acquisttion of 
coastal land, reserved in the Coastal Land Protection 
Scheme. 

In addition to the $40.2 million allocatIon the Department 
will administer $19.4 million from the Sydney Reglon 
Development Fund and $2.7 million from the Heritage 
Conservation Fund. 	 - 

Sept 15 

******************** 

GRAFTOU HAITI STREET CO-ORDINATOR APPOINTED 

The Minister for Planning and Housing, Robert Webster, 
announced today that iell known local identity, Lynette 
Clarke, has been appointed Grafton's Main Street Co-
ordinator. 

Hr Webster said Ms Clarke's appointment would greatly 
benefit Grafton's program. 

"Ms Clarke has lived in Grafton all her life and is keen to 
see the Main Street Progrim succeed. Her experience and 
enthusiasm will provide the committee and the community with 
a strong leader," Mr Webster said. 

Sept 16. 



Richard Jones• 
Member of the Legislative Council 

Parliament House, Macquark St, SYDNEY, NSW, 2000. ph. (02) 230 2858 

25th May 1994. 

Mr James LO Tedder 
Honorary Secretary 
NORTH COAST ENVIRONMENT COUNCIL INC 
Pavan's Road 
Grassy Head 
YARRAHAPPINI 
VIA STUART'S POINT NSW 	2441 

Dear Jim, 

Many thanks for the North Coast Environment Council submission on 
the EPA Discussion Paper. I'll have a good look at this. 

Many thanks for keeping me up to date. 

Best wishes, 

Yours sincerely, 

Printed on 00% Recycled Non dc-inked Paper. Save Native Forests. 

Australian Democrats - Caring for You and Your Environment 
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Bureaucratic. 
ConservatiOn,, 

(rants to peak environmental or- 	the grants would service the grass roots 
ganisations, initiated by the Whitlani 	movement. 
Government, were seen as a measure 

	
'But in 1993 the offices are becoming 

which would, partly redress the im-  sclf-serving. Sums once beyond the 
balance of the resources available to movement's dreams are swallowed up in 
them, as compared with those of office costs, ovcrheads and academic ex-
development interests. The grants may, ercises like ESD. 
however, have initiated bureaucratic 

	
'The professional fundraisers advising 

growth rather than enhanced the cam-  the peak groups harp on the need for 
paigning effectieness of the favoured 

	
'profile' to keep the money flowing. 

organiations. In the Feh.May issue of 
	

'Maximising individual group 
thoTotal Environment Centre's Newslet- 	protiles inhibits collaboration between 
ter, Milo D,unphy writes: 	 groups and hence the tnobilisation of the 

'Perhaps 	the 	Government whole movement and the voting power it 
deparunentf st'bstitutic,n of a soft en- 	represents. 
vironment agenda for hard issues has 

	
'There is a tendency by paid' staff in 

finally captured the public mind. Tree 
	

the peak groups to' regard grass xts 
pianting,, landcare, ES!) are much safer orgunsations and membership as milch 
polical topics than slopping the beach-  cows. A member's task is to cough up - 
miners at Shoalwatcr, the woodchippers perhaps six times a year. 
at Eden orcancelling the proposed niuni- 	'Understandingly the grass roots 
tions depot at Jervis Bay. 	 societies and members think the full time 

'Are the economic rationalists right? 
	

offices of the peak groups can hzuitlle the 
Arejobs and the economy tar more im-  politicians and the big issues. 
portant than the environment? Or is it the 

	
'The few htmndred lull-time paid stall 

fault in the environment movement it-  of the major environmental groups 
self? 
	

around Australia are frantically increas- 
'When \Vhitlam was elected in 1972 

	
ing their output of documents, submis- 

there was an obvious case for sinaI! 
	

sions to inquiries and meetings with 
Federal grants to.one or two major, en-  ministers and departmental officers. 
vironment groups in each stale. The 

	
'But the politicians are watching the 

grants enabled the societies to translate 	growing gap in the movement's or- 
from part-time voluntary groups to full-  ganisation. They know a few hundred 
time professional/voluntary orgariisa-  stall members can't win the resources 
tioiis. The Government's idea was that struggle of Australia, by themselves.' 

Donations 
We gratefully acknowledge donations 
from the following supporters during 

the half year ended Jtine 30th. J.T. 
Aiken, J. Ambler, V. Attenbrow, L. 
Berkeley, G. Bolton, D.J. Bowman 
M.P., C.O. Boyd, P.E. Boyd, I.W. 
Brown, I.D. Bryant, The Budawang 
Committee, C. Cadzow, R.O. Chal-
mers, E.A. Chapman Wade, Coast and 
Mountain Walkers, M. Coliess, A.G. 
Colley, A. Coote, D.M.R. Coward, E. 
Cunningham, J. Dillon, A.E. Dixon, 
R.A. Duncan, M. Ellwood, H. Gold, 
L.AJ. Hamill, E. Hanvin, P.B. Haydon, 
G.E. Heinsohn, M. Hillstnith, J. Holly, 

M.J. Holmes, D.C. Johnson, L. Jones, 
G.F. Kallir, A.J. Keen, H.A. Kilby, P.G. 
Kodela, G.W. Lawrence, C.J. Lubbers, 
J.G. Marsden, J. O'Reilly, M. Phillips, 
J.H. Pratt, J.L. Rentoul, R. Rickert, M. 
Rodd, J. Scarsbrook, G. Sefton, F.E. 
Smith, P. Tale, Upper Blue Mountains 
Conservation Society, M.J. White, J. 
Williamson, S.D. Wrigley, 

In addition the following have made 
donations to the Australian Conserva-
tion Foundation enabling the ACF to 
make grants toourorganisation, or have 
donated to the National Parks Associa-
tion of NSW's Colong Foundation 
Project: Mr. & Mrs. C. Austin, J. Bar-
nard, J. Beck, C.G. Benjamin, J.W. 
Blanche, D. Butler, M. Cawte, R.J. 
Conaghan, G. Cox, J. Howell, P.G. 
Laird, J. Lawler, J. Mayer, B. Meek, P. 
Millard, G. On-, M. Plumridge, J. 
Simnons, S. Stevens, L. Sullivan, Si. 
Veevers. 

continued frrnn last page 

cial question of principle - why should 
the public be made to pay for the use of 
its own land? The answer might be that 
the public should be required to pay for 
the management of its land, an answer 
which invokes a double standard. There 
is no charge for the use of urban parks, 
though they represent Sbillions in real 
estate value and a vast nianagement out-
lay. National Parks fulfil the same func-
tion o making open space available to 
the public, a very desirable amenity for 
those who cannot afford'to own any open 
space. The Government's program for 
making money in parks accords with its 
policy of cashing in on public assets. 

Paying Loggers To TWeck Forests 
The Forestry Commission has geherated a nearly $2 million 
debt between 1985 and 1991 by its subsidisation of private 
logging in the Narooma Management Area (which incorporates 
the eastern part of the Deua), according to 1992 research by 
Macquarie University economist Dr John Formby. 
The Forestry Commission is selling off our forests to the loggers at 
such low prices that they're not even covering costs. 
This cheap wood is a direct subsidy to the industry, on top of the 
subsidy in the form of logging roads and inadequate supervision by 
the Commission. 
The bottom line is that we pay the loggers to wreck our forests. This 
situation has been documented independently by the Resource 
Assessment Commission. 

The Wilderness Society, quotecfin the NPA (ACT) Bulletin June 1993. 
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Making Moniev,  
In Parks,..  1. 

Blue Mountains 
i National Park 

Extensions 
by George Thre$fo 

D'uring 1988, Blue Mountains City 

CounciL (BMCC) supported the concept 

of translthing various Crown Reserves 
under its care, control and management 

td the Blue Mountains National Park. A 

jdini study was done by BMCC; the Na-
uôn:d Parks and Wildlife Service and the 

Lands Department. Local enviroumen-

udists did not have.. prominent role in 

discussions, nevertheless they agreed 

with the areas listed (limited as they 
were). The lands in question stretch from 

Mt Wiiso,i, l3lackheath and Katoomba 

down to Glcnbrook. 
The subsequent report was buried for 

the next four years by the State Govern-

atent. Upon leaving the Blue Mountaibs 
Nadonal Park Advisory Comniittcc 

finally was able to obtain a copy of the 

report. The report has now been pi'ovided 

to the State Opposition Leader, the Hon. 

Bpb Can, who publicly endorsed it 

rtkently at a meeting in Katootnba. 

The éurrent ideal member, Mr Barry 
Mdrth crhicised Mr Can's action. tie 

has &en aware ofthe report for some 
time and his Party has obviously ignored 

It. 
We shhuld publicly encourage in-

dividuals and groups to nominate other 
areas for inclusion in the National Park, 

as the report omits large areas (e.g. Sas-

safras Creek and Florabella Pass). Those 

areas already identified are either Reser-

ves or fragments of Crown Land adjacent 

to the Park. 
I ant preparing a ease for the inclusion 

of various Crown Reserves, Crown lands 
and limited private lands along the East-

ern Escarpment between The Bluff (at 

(jlenbrook) and llawkesburv Lookout 

(at Wintnalee). This is being done in 

co-operation with the local member for 

Pemirith Ms Faye Lo Po. 

Meeting Dates: 
Meetings will be held on July 
29th, August 12th and 26th 
and.Sepzernber 9th and 

The 199 1-2 report of the National Parks 

and \Vildlife Service describes the mis: 

sion of the Service as being to 'conserve, 

protect and manage the State's natural 
and cultural heritage'. Management 

should therefore be for the purpose of 

conservation. Not so. Management is to 

be for profit. The NPWS is seeking a 
business team to advise it on th& develop-

ment of business opportunity, to secure 

the best cotnjnercial races of returti for its 

service. 
Several attempts have already been 

made to market the Service's real estate. 

One was the pioposed $1.5 million 100 
seat restaurant and viewing platform to 

be &uili at the top of Fitzroy Falls, a 

proposal fortunately vetoed by Tim 
Moore. One of the most blatant commer-

cial development.s was the leasing of a 

prime site on the waterline of Middle 

Harbour in Garigal National Park. Tim 

Moore approved a 100 seat function 

centre, boat and bike hire facilities, a 

caretaker's residence and an information 

outlet. All but two of these activities 
(public toilets and information centre) 

are unrelated to the purpose of national 

parks. The building is now nearly coin-
pleté and is the only substatOial intrusion 

on an otherwise unspoiled section of 

Middle Harbour. When the Willoughby 
City and Kuringai Municipals took the 

matter to the Land and Environment 

Court with the aim of stopping the 

project, all work was halted until a proper 

environment assessment had been done. 

In his judgment Justice Stein found that: 

'Both the Davidson SRATrust 
(responsible for the area when the lease 

was approved) and the then Minister Tim 

Moore did tiot fully consider the environ-
mental eflècts of the development. Both 

were in breach of the Environmental 

Planning and Assessment Act. The use of 
the land for private catered functions 

(such as wedditigs) would exclude the 

public. This is cOntrary to the National 

Parks and Wildlife Act wthich requires 

that the land he used for public recreation 

and enjoyment' 

Juslice Stein also commented that 
'Erosions (of the dominant purpose of 

national parks), however small they may 

seem individually, have the capacity on 

a cumulative basis to drift imperceptibly 

towards commercialisation of activities 

within parks, and this may have the ia-

evitable effect of limiting the enjoyment 

and recreation of the public at large... na-
tional parks are held by the Suite for the 

enjoyment of citizen, including future 

generations'. 

Another development has now sur-
faced aftersecret negotiations (as was the 

case with Garigal) extending over the last 

two years. his for the lease of Bantry Bay 
to the Sydney Church of England Girls 

Grammar School for a sea school with 

overnight accommodation. The lessees 
have indicated their willingness to invest 

some $2 million for a lease. The term of 

the lease has not yet been determined, but 

if the Akuna Bay precedent is followed it 

would be for 20 years. The area would be 
closed to the public for only 361 days of 

the year, leaving four days for th&r en-

joyment of the park. 
The commercial development of 

NPWS policy was expressed by Acting 

Director Alastair Howard who said: 
'NPWS is committed to investigate its 

commercial potential to increase funding 

for its natural and cultural heritage ac-

tivities.' (Financial Review 20/5/98). Mr 

Howard's statement accords with recom-

rnendation S of he Public Accounts 

Committee Report which is 'that the 

NPWS adopt a strategy of basing the 

growth of its commercial function on 

established programs such as conces-

sions and leasing corporate sponsorship, 

NPWS shops and collection of park use 

fees, whilstallowing fornew commercial 

programs which may prove to be en-
vironmentally and financially sound'. 

There is no way in which buildings in 

parks can be environmentally sound, as 

the development of Kosciuko NP 
proves. Nor did the PAC address a cm- 

continued on next page... 
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AUSTRALIAN HERITAGE 
COMMISSION 

TWO NEW 
AUSTRALIAN 

HERITAGE 
COMMISSION 

BIBLIOGRAPHIES 

THE FORESTS 
OF SOUTH-WEST 

WESTERN AUSTRALIA 
(containing 781 annotated 

references) 

THE FORESTS 
OF THE CENTRAL 

HIGHLANDS 
AND 

EAST GIPPSLAND, 
VICTORIA 

(containing 580 annotate4 
references)  

C TheAustrallan HeritageCommision 
is assessing three important native 
forest regions - South-west Western 
Australia, and the Central Highlands 

4? 	 and East Gippsland in Victoria . for 
their Nationat Estate values. 

In association with this work the 
Commission b?s produced two new 
bibliographic. 

The bibliographies provide useful 
summaries of references to the 
cultural and natural values of the 
forests and provide a better under-
standing of why these places should 
be documented and conserved. 
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SUMMARY OF SUBMISSIONS AND HEARINGS 

RURAL ENVIRONMENTAL STUDY AS EXHIBITED BY THE COUNCIL CE THE SHIRE OF NAMBUCCA 

Submission 	Person Making Submission/ 	 Details of Submission 	 Council's 

Iiunmt)er 	Representation, Name and 	 Land Description - 	 . 	 Consideration 

Address 	 Submission and Reasons 	 and Decision 

PRIVATE 1146 King & Campbell Pty. Ltd 32.0 VILLAGE EXPANSION (continued) 

mentioned above have superseded portions 7 and 88 as a result of subdivision 
activity over the years. 

Broadly, te study recommends that those i,arts of the property below the I in 100 
yearS flood level be subjected to an environmental protection zone. That a 
buffer, presumably an open space buffer from between 100 and 250 metres wide be 
created above the 1 in 100 year flood level. The residue of the property' not 
affected by flooding or the buffer is proppsed for village expansion. 

It is further recommended by the study that the land proposed for 
village expansion not be subjected to any rezoning in the immed- 
iàte future and that development corsents within this area be withheld 
until sewerage is available to the jroperty. 

In addition to the ab.ovementioned recommendations, the study details 
existing and likely future populations of the Valla Beach Village. 

Whilst our Client Company does not object to the broad thrust of the 
study recommendations, they do however question some of the detailed 
implications of the recommendations. We therefore, on their behalf, 
make the following commehts and requests with regard to the study 

1. 	Figure 32.4 of the study report indicates' that Portion 132 be 
entirely excluded from village expansion and that in fact it be 
given over completely to an environmental protection zone and a 
bUffer zone. 

The ivaj or components of the Valla Park tourist resort a'e located 
on Portion 132 as shown in the attached plan marked 'B'.. The 
study report itself acknowledges that the resort is one  of the 
largest of its type in the State however the abovementioned 
proposals would seem to completely overlook this. Whilst we agree 
that Council should be mindful of development on land sjibject to 
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SUMMARY OF SUBMISSIONS AND HIARINGS 

RURAL eNVIRONMENTAL STUDY AS EXHIBITED BY TUE COUNCIL OF THE SHIRE OF NAtIBUCCA 

Submission 	Person Making Submission/ 
Nuuiber 	Representation, Name and 

Address 

Details of Submission 
Land Description - 
Submission and Reasons 

Council '8 

Consideration 
and Deci8iofl 

PRIVATE 1,115 W.R. & F.B. Hughes 32.0 VILLAGE EXPANSION (continued) 

The small land area for example in Lot 141,  D.P. 6190 147, is not conducive to any 
economically viable agricultural pursuit. 

That portion of lot 141 which is free of the 1:100 flood encumbrance is we believe 
ideally suited to a continuance of the ribbon style development already allowed 
adjacent to Wilson Road. 

Why does the proposed eastern boundary of the areas marked for potential village 
expansion not extend back to the Wilson Road? 

Why does it not for example, follow the boundaries of the marked road on lot 166 
with a southern boundary at the southern end of portton 29. 

Turning now to the map on page 132 it would appear from our view of the location 
of lot 141 in this presentaiton that given our land is pocketed and surrounded by 
areas allowing for small and medium lot rural residential areas. The delineation 
of "proposed agricultural protection" zones in proximity and including lot 141  is 

we believe discriminatory of our position and not based on logical, economic, 
agricultural or environmental factors. 	 I 

PRIVATE 146 Messrs. King & Campbell Pty. 
Ltd., 

P.O. Box 2113, 
Port Macquarie. 2444. 

We protest the proposed potential boundaries for village expansion of Bowraville 
and the propo3ed zoning of lot 141 in D.P. 619047. 

Subject: Urban Expansion - Valla Beach. 

Re': Land Owned by Australian Recreation Limited at Valla Beach. 

We act for Australian Recreation Limited who are currently the regi,stered 
proprietors of lots 1 and 2 in deposited plan 5817914, lot 3 in depsited 
plan 512170, lots 1-314, 36-1414, 4687, 90-1014 inclusive in deposited plan 
228703, lot I in deposited plan 529828 and Portion 132 in the Parish of Valley 
Valley, County of Raleigh. The abovementioned sty' generally refrs to the 
land as Portions 7 and 132 and part of portion 88. The various deposited plans 
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0. 3/5/94 [JEC li:\NCEC\l.1C2P01L;TxT] draft two 3/5/I99 	(jrc:ii\ncac\iic2poflepa 	- 

C on NORTh coAst E74VlROrft4p COUNCIL 1etterEsa,J 0, SDNMARY (next draftr) It: 
3ubsiiisions - Forestry Licences, 

- 

ENTRODUCI'XON 	iUJS 	ikfl 0 Enir,Thent Protection Authority, 
atth-a and Catcbments Branch, Tha North Coast Environment Council Inc is the regional umbrella / 

' 
CCked Bag 1502, organisation for the north coast, of MSW. 	Established for 	12 
BANXSTO 	NSW 2200 years, the Council, or NCEC as it's sometimes known, has over 401 L,ocal j'jsber conservation and environaent groups. 

ar3 nnluf 
on C$Jiecco,gratulates EPA for recognising that 	sojl erosion caused 

from fotesryoperations can be -a significant source of water 

N.S.W, EVIRONNT PROTECTION Atfl'HORIfl 	EPA 	DL5CUSS:c PAPER 
pollution' 	and for addressing this important issue through the 
release of a discusraice paper - of a proposed -liceucinq frasaework. 

N 
"Ti-IC 	I S SUC oF' -fle-Cem=i-1 Is pleased that EPA has recognised and acted upon the 

r0n c. -r.yr IoN 	corqpor.. 	t. x cin'rcs - 
historic opportunity for the issue of pollution control iicences 
for forestry - 	 - operatLons, which was provided early in 1992 by the 

-yJ 
To s'rAr 	P'OflCSTS OF' tTS%AJ' 

- notification of pollution due to Logging and roading in the Cakes 
SF, in the upper reaches of the Bellinger River catchsent. 

Corrrs .The-t.4eee,,t- . wishes to thank EPA fo'. - 
. 	a- 

convening several 
reetiuigs with public interest environnent and conservation groups - - on this topic: the issue of water pollution control Licencing for 

1WRODUCTION 
a.  state forests; and for responding to our member groups concerns. - 	 - 2._' 	 - 	 - 

— NCEC reguests written -  answers be provided to questions posed to 2. CZNERAL REMARXS 	
' 2 a- - 	EPA in its letter of 13/4/1994 	signed by Ms On-ego. 

-- 	 - 
- The 	Council 	welcomes 	the 	opportunity 	to 	cowjaent 	on 	EPA's 

j 3 Discussion Paper on 'The Issue of Pollution Control 	cences to U 
F- 

T 
Stats Forests of N.S.W. 	. NCEC's Subs,issior, offers the following 

U) - general remarks, 	more detailed comments. 	furthc.r ostinnc i.np 
- d aerLes 01 	recopunendations. 	 -- 	 - 

5. 	AREAs TO BE COVED BY A STRATEGY
- 7' Council seeks a writtmi response from EPA to is subission whic:. 

- 6 	MAfl 	 ri EPE syzoy 	gsr ADDRESS 3 
answers the questions, addresses the various recommendations and /7/' advises bow NCEC's stission has been taken into account by EPA. 

7. 	DUAL PURPOSE OF S'ECY 
-- 	 .-. -------- --- 	 - 11 - 

Very significant further work - is required to adequataiy..davelop 
S. 	SITE SPECIFIC CO.DrrIows the proposed licertcing tramework into an operational process, and 1' A Comicil is concerned that rapid progress heeds to be made if the 

. 	£!PEFCXSE IN PREPARATION OF STRAtEGY AND CONflflo$$ 
- 

13 
licencing framewoc-si is to be operational by the date of next 
FQJSI4 (SF) licence renewal - 	 applicatiai. on August 7 1994. 

O 
- 

IC. 	SCOPE OF LICFNCES 	
- ' Further Council requests that ,EPA convene another aeeting with 

11. 	WATER OIJALITY MONflORING 
- 15 environment 	and 	conservation 	groups 	to 	discuss 	the 	EPA's 

ref irieiment of the proposed framework for 
- 	 - 17. 	RE 	rjc op po&u'rioi 

water pollution Control 
Licencing-, soon after EPA has digested the various subaissions, - 	 and prior toany licnce renewals. 	 - 

13. 	POLLUTION Mm COHPL4TS REGISTER 
Council reconsends this aieetiiig iclude all piirties interested 

L4 	LIST OF RE 	nfnmATIONS 	 - 	 y. 
4-V  An the 	final 	framework's design including PCRS'4 (SF), 	timber Lnalstfl-.  consultants 	Department of C&tM, Water Resources. 

-- 	 - 
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2. GENERAC REMARXS 
NCEC suôports the approach taken by EPA to date in. seeking to 
achieve water quality protection through the requirement that 
best management practices be observeth To date those 'best 
management practices have included the W(C's and more lately 
the 1992/93 SEttGt's. - 

RoMever, council believes that despite their recognition as 
emergent 'be.s t managesent practices', because the SEMGLJ S are 

U acknowledged as still needing scientific. validation on their 
adequacy to prevent water pollution, there' is scope for the use 
of prescriptions of discharge limits to in achieveing water 

ON 	quality standards. These- discharge limits must be set at zero - - 
(14 	 permitting no pollution. 
LTI 
It 	 While COunCil 1  5 happy enough to have 'the opportunity' to comment 

on the framework for lice:cing Forestry Commission of NSW (SF's), 
Council is concerned that each pollution control Licence' ought 
itself to be the subject of a public -participation processes. 
&CZC reconmer.ds- that each 'pollution control licence' be the 
subject of a public participation processes 

%tt (,c. Slbü;sioroD EPA l5,cnn,eo P4er VI 'tnt Iicae : !oIlat:: (zjtrt Menacel to SP'FC} Page3 

• 	'protocols approved 'by the EPA' for water quality 
monitoring; 	. 	 . 	-. 

* 	the proposed 'standardised format' for the periodic 
reporting of water quatit,' monitoring 'results'; 

- EPA's investigation and reporting resources and procedures; 

The omnission of these important conporients does not represent 
a conAtment to an open, transparent regulatory process. 

The Council seeks the opoflwiity to -comment on these components 
in' due course as they are furtSer developed, prior to their 
formal adoption. - 

Council is also disappointed that in discussing the EPA's 
licencing powers no discussion, Let alone reference, is-made to 
the trigger for such a rapid recognition of the applicability of 
the Clean Waters Act - to forestry operattons - i.e. the massive 
pollution event which was detected and rePorted by North East 
Forest Alliance in the headwaters of the Bellinger River in the 
Oakes SF.  

- 	 - EPA's discussion - paper ignores the role that the community played The appropriateness of seeking further public participation is in alerting EPA to that breach and' in providing the notivatiog - underscored by the the facts that: - 	- 	- to commence a licencing process for forestry operations. * 	the 	soil 	and 	water 	likely 	to 	be 	affected 	are 	public 	- This osneission is' unfortunate since the discussion paper fails resources, as is the, timber proposed, tob 	harvested, to 	identify 	the 	very consrt5erpt,Jp 	'-jnh)r 	int,,rnct 	in 	and 
W. . - 	- 	- 	- 	. 	 - 

• 	proposed works are on public land, 	allegedly under the conlaunity concern about the maintenance of the highest possible 
water, quality.  

supervision of a -  public authority;  

Regrettably, no further role for the public is indicated by the • 	P'orestry Cogunision's operation of their statutpry powers  
nas Deen -appalling in most areas or its responsibilities; 

• 	public interest in forest management, soil conservatir, md 
z 	 the maintenance of high water quality have been cratt 	,f 

considerable pub! Sc interest as der'onstrated via -rt 
0 	 actions, niedia reports, protest ac 	as, et at.' 
'7 

council - notes the invitation to submit public - cocant an 
components of the framework, but is concerned that many ennatt 'Cs 
relevant to the effectiveness of-the proposed 'icencing f'raios' k 
are not able to be cooented upon because the' ' 'components 
underdeveloped and not presently publicly available. 

Coinnonents which the Council would have prefeired to be abLe to 
review publicly include: 
* 	the 'general operating conditions' 	 - 
• soil erosion and water pollution control strategies, 

especially any guidelines for the preparation of these 
sttatgies; 

* 	the qualifications and experience required In order to be 
trained in soil erosion assessment and management in the 
forestry context; 

• 	the processes by which ?PA will approve a person as being 
trained and 'approved 	this purpose';  

by public interest groups to date,, 

The forth Coast Environment Courtcl is keen to challenge an 
appan atly tundamentel assunprion being made by EPA in its draft 
ticennug framework. This assumptxon is the repeated assertion 
that the clean Water'i Lct permxts EPA to only consider the 
impacts-on water -quality winch iight be caused'by 'pollution which' - 
may arise from the proposed ±otestry operations. 

EPA 4houLd accept that it has'a responsibility under-s.171)(4)(a) 
ni tna- Pollution Control Act 1970 (as amended) to have regard to 
'the impact of that pollution on the environment'. 

In order to do this. EPA must firstly )clow what constitutes 'the 
environment which is, or is likely to be, affected by poLlution. 
In order to know the environment at risk of pollution, regard 
should be had for the the' whole environment and various 
discernible components of the envi4ronment including: streambed 
features, invertebrate co.m,nities, Macro vertebrates such as 
platypus, fish, birds and certain bats, and tare fish such as 
Zasten Cod and rare enisteacea such as the Spiny Crayfish. - 
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The proposal for a-pollution control Iicencr to be issued for 
each of 5 forestry regions is not Lipported. 	 - 

The central notion of a broad area 'head' licence subject to 'acre 
detailed approval processes and more site-specific conditions is 
supported but under no circumstances could forestry region.s be 
accepted as being the approriate boundaries for such Licences. 

Each Thad' licence must apply to no greater area.than a total 
river catchment area such as the Clarence River, though it may 
be appropraite to limit the 'head' licence area to a sub-
catciugent area such as the Nysthoida River catchment (as a major 
tributary of the Clarence R. - 

This cat-chnènt area focus is needed and much overdue, since the 
target of the licencing process is the protection of identifiable 
watat quality standards inwatercourseg. In the past Forestry 
Co,rsissiou has demonstrated - repeated ignorance of and/or 
confusion on the catchment"olues of SF's and possihip downstream 
impacts. Licensing on the basis of catebment areas would focus 
managemnt activities on the functional systems under reanageitent. 

Issue of I icences on - -a catchrtent. or sub-catchxnent basis would 
also assist accountability and auditing processes since all 
)acesces and subsidiary conditions and, approvals for any major 
;att cnnrsp wnh'l ,4  hn I m,na,i, m+ ',f,R.-.,,-4t 4 

NC -rejects the use of Forestry Commission (SF's) regional 
aoundaraes since these are arbitrary, administrative units which 
are sub)ect to periodic adjusteent (last changed 2 years acol and 

e. 

op ElI Discossij 1Lper no 'Tho 1ssa n ldh. Contool Lictncps u 

It is essential that in reviewing any soil erosion and water 
pollution control strategies that this broader understanding of 
tue EPA'S responsibilities be accepted and operated. - 

fr- 
HCEC recoim.ends that EPA respond to this iporta'it point in its 
fl.vised framework for water pollution conl/ -ol- licencing. 

Coancfl isdisappointdd in the pfesentation of the discussiou 
p per in that no pages, headings or paragraplts are numbered, 
tint reicrence to relevant sections difficuit. So research is 

-, - 	to nor are other relevant publications referenced, 

P 1. 	C-NTS Ott MEW FEATURk 	- 	- 	 - 

Q m cc r 	teattires of 	 - 
o . 	 isi for setting site specific conditions; and 

jj 	

• 	.-sents to monitor water quality 
'S t9' DY 	ar( flLcy supported, subject to specific comments made in the 

\C-T ( 	 re-va,t L n.tioss of this submission below, - 

V dditional features which the Environment Council would have 
liked to see included in the framework include: - 
* 	nr esses of consultation with relevant state agcnces such - 

ØY9 .9 	- G 	'Fisnérzs, Water Resources, water supply authorities. 
o- S 	iocaa cowcz1s etc; 	 - 

Q ,-7 J' 	• 	public participation processes for each 'head' licence and 
pis erosiOfl gnu water.poiiut-ion contrci stra-teg-ies: 

• 	-a complete description of the baseline studies required 
before any strategy for any operation can be commenced, 
including methodologies for describing' son types, 

• 	 ---&- 	 4LL¼flI. 	ue CL 	LflbW regaOnaL 
administrative boundaries would continue confusion in the field, 

-e'ent easy identification of which watercourses were subject 
licences and subsidiary approvals and would perpetuate the - 
)idance of recc,gnttion of catchmant values. 

agrees that new general operating r'onditions (GOC) swuld_  
be enforceabm; -  but' is disappointed that the CCC are not 
specified or given in ezanipie in the Discussion Paper, 

and topogz - phic conditions, etc. 	 - 
the involu. nt It an independent-scientific advisory body 
in oversee. :ater quality monitoring siethadology design, 
implelaent -Ition, reporting and review;, 
an evaluation of the effectiveness of the newly released 

- 	'Codes of Logging P-ctice' (or cj.nilar) 	- 

As it.presently stands, the proposed Itcencing framework- does not 
appear to be an open, accountable, transparent, pross, 

ft is encounaging to see the claim that "many of the 
iscrettonary aspects of the SEMGI, have been removed for this 
-urpose to create entorcerhle conditions' but because the draft 
20C's are not avilable there .s no evidence to support the claim. 

the Council advises EPA that it has substantial concerns about 
the nature-, scope and erationi effectivenesstsEMcj,' s. These 
oncerns are present) 1  beinq documented to the Depdrbneat of 
'onservatjoi, and Land Management. A copy of this document will 

provided to -the EPA for inforaatidri shortly. 

oce of ou. conc, 	about the SEMOL's may be able to be dealt 
:iti, by way of redrted CCC, but other concerns mawneed greate± 

.3iduration. 	 - 

4. COMME)t9 ON BROAD FRhMEWORX 	- 
?ECEC generally supports the proppsee] framework, though it does 
no conditionally and with considerable reservation, 

hile it appears that the proposed framework vay be practical and 
capable of being operated, its effectiveness and accomititbility 
remain under - serious question since relevant £nforinatil 
-ippropriate to these issues is not available to the public. 

A great many relevant matters, itenised above, ought to have been 
.ncluded in the discussion -paper to enable greater than 
:autiously conditiona] support to be-espressad. - - 
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it is NC's strong recnenoaton ttat the strate 	and 
conditions zust aim to prevent all pollution, and must riotbe -- 	 d 	— 	

: 	 allowed to degenerate into' a lower standard of minimising 
& 

	

	 - 	
'. / 	

pollution or 	 levels of pollution. The ojonission of this re9áreflent is dksappoini- - 
7 	

No goal except the prevention of pouti 	is acceptable since 

	

EC - also. recomaep/s that each strategy be required to 	
aaintaining or recovering high w, 	'ualit-y is a priority specifically address'tatcnt cmi;,, and hydrology, 'stability 	

4 objectie Further, ,,t 	 ustainabi3ity Implies 
of bills)opet - 	"ream banks, 	&m sed:ment sinks and any 	 thn, 	retry_ which requires a 	 - rjaissible level 01 

- 	
- 	 ol1utan canno4  cli to be ecolo, 	ustainable. EPA -ist 

activities which are not 	'pealy sustainabla The 1nciuson of an "outline" of the practical measures etc is 
 not considered appropriare, 4n 'n-il 	 flL not 	u 	

The'peuionary approach set out in- the National Strate on -- 	 atisfactoriy detailed for an effectfve strategy. Rather than 	
Ecologically S\jstain,able Develoonent (NSE.55) and In the Inter- en 'outline', -a trategy-ougbt to include a full description of 	
overrj,,ntal Agreement on the Environa-ent (IGAS) is partIcularly the "practical measures' etc. 	
relevin' 	setting the primary aim of the licencing procpss. It 

-c -- ctlnd by tm elsewhere that pollution control in CaLp 	uL 	irdappropratess of any 	 tur :t 	terations is a n: rlatorj area, -where not a great reliance on FCJSW (SF's) discretion in interpretation is also 	
cnown about effective uitigation wasures -potential 'ntinent lz' considering the appucation of the term 'practical" 	

' 	t. and their conseuencas - 	 - :n association with measures etc. 	 - 

01-11113  

or: 

Additionally,. '4CEC reconbtris that a strategy must include a 
/ water.quality profiLe of the xea proposed to be harvested, 

compiled prior to the comaaenr:enent of thy works, - to provide 
baseline information upon which to measure future water quality 
stanrian' 	 -- 

- 6. COMMEVJM ON YaflEp STRATEGY MUST AEDRESS 
This section is generally supported though conceit i/expressed 
that there Is no specifcatjon of bow accepted 
methodologies) descriptions will be made, or hazsr$s identified. 

Council reconnniends that EPA include as par! of the final 
licensing frameworlc aji 
achieving 	reliable erosion 
pollution control strate;r' ter  

- 	 V 
Obviously it is lucre practical to completely avoid areas which 
could only be Jogged subject, to rigorous and exhaustive 
coTiditions, than it it is to go throogla the lengthy and 
complicated process cc ng an approval for a controversial and vulnerable area. 

The Council, is concerned 	-'nnr It internal Contradiction 
in this sect Ion. it is firc' pr 	3 tn': practical measures be 
outlined for conditions which "uuoi± water pollution which 
could be caused by soil erosion', and 'et later a strategy usist 
be capable of PLOtec ting from water pollution the whole of the 

forestry area"... 	- 

Wi 

Cl 
'-4 

p 
w 

It is recomj,Ienda that EPA specify what matters could be nnside -red. In deciding 'practicality'. No discretion should be  .:-1ordee3 FCXSW it tnronatter;'Howove'r bet oe adopting such 	
- - 

 
--pproach EPA ought to consult widely across pract&tioners S 
-.oil conservation and water pollution control to discover new, 
fective innovative practical measures which are currently in 

;;Be or under developaent  

t is . -ictical to - - ,id forestry operations on slopes over 25 I -oret. end in hiq, 	nservotion value old growth forests and &ilderness areas. 

4owever, P015w will cla., t.ua-t,' given its alleged commitments to 
te timber industry, or the local Np's predilection to laintain 
ixnsustáftleble levels of timber industry employment, it is NOT 
nrac-tzcal to avoid operations in these areas. Now will EPA assess 
t;hrther measures proposed are "practical" or whether there are 
'practiud:' measures available which - ,., been oonljtted7 - 

kow r 4Jh to 	 Maswo 

;iven this imprecise knowledge, in an emergent technical tild; 
4ieat care must be exercised by EPA and- FCNSW in their proosaas 
t-or OperatIons and approvals. 

relation to "practical measures' NCEC subisits that for the 
"rests of the north east of NSW it is practical to limit; 

logging to slopes below 25 degrees; - 	 - 
road construction to grades of 6 degrees; 
snig tracks to slopes of 25 4(legrees or below; 
handfr ire hurtling to slopes of not greater than 25 degrees. 

It nbcl 	incumbent upon FCNSW (SF's) to establish beyond 
reason-'" doubt, Consistent with the principles of ecological 
susta, ''e development (including the precautionary principle), 
that - practical to exceed these recozlr.ended limits 

iiven the c*-;rth of a quantifiable body of research or verifIable 
,ata demon -ing the effectiveness of any condxtions being 
"ppl led tc c.trations. let alone operations in excess of these 
units, and the uncertainty inherent in any operations over these 
lmts expressed by various researchers scientists and field 



U 
- 
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practitxoners, the FCNSWs satisfactory dejionstration of 
practicality of exceeding these limits seems unlikely. 

In the 	ce of such demonstrable practicality EPA will 
no oPtiontto refuse to accept proposals for operations 
exceed these Units. 

V 

NCEC is aware of research relevant tc 	';e limits as 
I logging on slopes not to exces'f igrees: Dr 3 

fl.IJNE Conference 'SustAinable 7orestrj in Austral,. 
Directions' 1993; 

* 	road construction grades not to exceed 6 degr 
N 	 Harewood 1994;. 	 I 

A 	snig tracks t to -exceed 25 degrees: Bill Kert 
1993; 	 •- 	'7 

* 2landflre burair,' to occur on slopes gree: 
degrees: Cheney,  ,.. akd & Knight 1992 for, Natina1 
Research Unit-  

lows: 
ar ty, 
Future 

N.S. 

CSI.RO 

than 25 
Buslif ire 

KCEC is not confident that PC?JS 'SF) is capable f identifying 
whether any additional watr*r qual.zy monitoring sb uld be carried 
Out, Council has gravc 	'1cp''2 about the CHSW's current 
trethodologies-  for i-later 	t1' 	dtoring. Gir 	tese concerns 
XCEC recommends that 	 ? rely on FCNSW to tdetify 
-ihether. or areas whez 	I oria monitoringsnuuld take 	re- 

Portlier, 'Council is cc': 	4ed that notwEtir 	ag the early 
assertion that the SE?']GL's were, being developt 	.0 enforceable 
standards through the expunging, of discretionary aspects, the 

on a 
	

basis) the' SENOL. 

It is not expLained why this reference to, S1GL 	,. 'a] 
operating conditions) Continues, Our is it explairIL by 

tao strategy would 	take into account" 'the "releva, ut 
lagging practice prepared by State Forests (if 	app're. h2n 

- ear)jey 	j,t - 	 stated 	that ,cmptian. .witb. .tbe. 	rrnt 
(unspecified) code of logging prtice will be required. 

Council 'recommends that these matters be explained. 

There is no reference in the Discussion Paper to a -timetable for 
the preparation of soil erosion and water po,tution control 
':rategies 

NC recommends that a timetable of proposed strategies  be 
ubudtted to EPA by FCN'SW (SF) with the pollution co'rol licence 
M)plication or within 7 days after its 'lodges.erit 

'{:Ec recompnends that s,ch a timetable of st ,te6 	'duction 
aught to be prepared ci he basis that strata,. 	. 	e first 
prepared for areas of no or low conservation 	 and 
last for areas of higbest conseryation vaiue. 	 - ' 

7 
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In considering particularly the first of these proposed 
strategies. and conditions NCEC submits that the EPA, in 
satisfying itself of the suitability of the strategy and - 
conditions, must exercise the precauttonary approach and err on 
the side of caution in issuing approvals.Little is yet known on 
the reliablity of certain prescriplions, because post-
implementation monitoring of the effectiveness of -prior appli 
conditions (SENC • s and Sa4GL's) is - presently rud 	t imenary qãd 
underdeveloped. 

 
NCEC considers the adoption of such a precautionary approach 
essential for EPA's and its' licencing process' credibility. 

NC regrets that EPA did not include in the Discussion Paper, 
or Sfer to, a detailed 'list of the methodologies which must be 
applied to produce an acceptable strategy. The short and general 
List of matters- to be addressed does not provide this level of 
information. 	- 	 - 	 - 	 - 	- 

Council recorwzids that EPA include in- the final licencing 
franework a 	-ailed list of the methodologies which must be 
applied to 11 - ce an acceptale. strategy.. - 

3. CQr'ThWN'r: 	EAS TO BE COVE?ED BY 
NCEC recomnEt. that the EPA :noose an  

Page6 -, 

Why remove "many" discretionary aspects to create enforceable 
conditions but not rerve ALL discretionary aspects? 
That aspects remain discretionary? Why are these unchanged? 

Council recomsiends that EPA convene a working group with C&IJI and 
SF-to address concerns with SE2(GL's and to further develop the 
proposed General - Opexatilny Conditions. 

Reference is made to the relevant codes of practice" prepared 
by FCNSW (SF's) and other conditions included in the current 
licences' but these are not specifie& 

What is the relevant Code? 

What other conditions continue ti -nm parlier tc .ubseguent 
licences? Will all rlevant water t OALUtiOfl control, licence 
documentation, such as licences, conditIons, and strategies, 
still be required to be publicly ava,ilanle at FCNSW (SF) offices? 

'tithat steps has EPA taken itselF to evaulate the appropriateness 
and effectiveness of the relevant cores of practice"? 	- 

Es the EPA aware - that-- the recez'tt - "relevant codes of practice'-
prepared by FCWSW (Srts) were devCope-d prim to ttw adoption of 
sational standards f or such codes of kogging pract ice? 

aLCC, Lsle suD)ec 01 a strategy, to prevent FCNSW 'tryTh5-' 	 Is the EPA aware thfl a joint Commonwealth/State Government W 	- 	it on again' by clelibera -cely choosing avery large area and 	 discussion paper 'Setting Saseflne Standards for F entry J 	 preparing a strategy which cannot provide the necessary level of 	 Operations (check corect title) is being,developed for the (new 
detail and site specificity. Left to themselves FCL'SW cannot be 	 name for Australian Forestry CouncllI. 	 - 	 - - - trne,tra tn ntnrrrt 	g" 1 'tory rorenentn In a 	 - 

o 	 nanner 	- 	 - 	- 	 Will EPA overhaul FCNSW (SF's) Codes of Practice once these - 	- 	 - 	
- 	 national standards are adopted to ensure that the "relevant w 	 Too many examples nist, parttcularly in icFstry EIS's, ot'FCNSW 	 codes" meet the national standards? 	- 	- 	 - 

Z 	 attempting to thwart regulatory requirements by adopting obtuse. 	- 	 - - 	- 	- 
administratively cc,nvenient or 'creative' interpretations of 
legal obligations, for this discretion in determining the sit- 

-- 	of -a strategy are&- to -be- a-I }c%'et to -be -operated vdthout --  dite 
guidance. 	 - 	 - 

If EPA fails to direct or otherwise specify the upper limit for 	- 
a strategy's area, it can be reasonably predicted that this 
issue: size of strategy area; will become-a netter of contention 
in due Course. - 

Council recommends --that EPA undertale a re','iew of the 'relevant 
odes of logging practice" immediately following the adoption of 
iy ratonal.standardCor guidel ines by the rArC- reruaaned71'and - -- 
ior to considering further applications for renewal of annual 

I icences, 	 - 	 - - 

The proposal to prevent forestry operations until a soil erosion 
and water pollution control strategy and site-specific conditions 
have been considered and approved is endorsed. - 

The statement of how the size of the forestry area to be covered 
by a strategy is to be ascertained is not well expressed. Given 
that many compartments, particularly nmaaning old growth forest 
areas, have, - in a compa - - of aver size 250-300ha, a broad 
range of topographic, climatic and geuoyic variation, how will 
an area generallyunir j relation ts the conditions needing 
to be applied be identi,f,ed? 	 - 

Will this approach mean iiat some- colap-artments nay' require the 
preparation and approval of more than one stiategy? 	- 

NCEC believes that any Ilotice to. permit commencement of 
operations ought to be made public at the time of the Notice's 
issue arid be available as part of the licence docuaentat'an. 

The Environment Council recommends that both the soil ore on and 
uater- pal intion control strategies and site-specific conditions 
be the subject of public partir'.ipation processes that would allow 
the public to cement to FCNSW (SF's) on their proposed 
strategies and conditions prior to.FCNSW forwarding thai, to the 
EPA for consideration for approval. - 
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EPA shou'<efuse to accept a strate for lo9ip% high 
conseny<tion value forests, old growth forests or ,  wilderness 
areas (until and unless all other areas (witit no or low otr  

S 

conservation significance)' of possible forestry Operations within 
the .head' ticence area have strategLes prepared for them. 

Council 	recommends that 	all 	final 	soil 	erQs:on and water 
pntlutiori 	control strategies 	mis: 	be 	binding; and 

:caetionary 	They ernst 	be 	publicLy 	available as 	licence 	i It 
m.~, itation 	in 	the 	same way 	as 	the 	heed' 	I icences were 	 -31 

mvous1y required to be publicly available 
ON 

I. COMMENTS, ON DUAL . 	 . PURPOSE OF STRJtTEC[ . - 

The dual purpose of a strategy, to meet requirements of both the 
PA and the Minister for PLanning, is supported. I 

't is recoEmended that EPA and C&tri =011sult on and co-ordfnate 
their respective legal rrguirements for strategies, to achieve 
the greatest degree of :rjtual satisfaction, in order that the 
extent. of strategies p'':'-red for dual purposes cat be maxicr.i sad. 

the preparation of a stz --tegy for EPA's purposes. Zor areas where 
a strategy is not required by the !4inister for Planning is aLso 
snpported.  

The Eavironment.Cour.cii is concerned that there is no erpI.-r ition 
of how the Department of Conservation and Land Management'b roLes 
intersect with the po'aers and duties operated by the EPA 

Council recommends that as a further n? neat of the licencing 
framework EPA clarify and document the oles C&LM will play in 
I inalising the General Operating Conditions, In preparing or 
reviewing soil erosion a-ad water FoliutzoD control strategies or 
site-specific conditions.  

Further, NCEC recor,nds that C&LIVs role in investigating 
rolLution control incidents, recommending remediation measures 
or asisting in any prosecution of a breach of licence be 
explained. 

Additionally, the' conceôt of 	dual purpose' could bear 	 alby  
exploration at the level of site-specific conditions. Harvesting 
Plans required to-be prepared under the Forestry Act are,required 
to iDclude additional site specific conclitins *hich will be 
aplied within the compartment proposed to be harvested. 

t arvesting Plans have not been ref erred to in the Discussion] 	
IF 	pfl 

Paz despite the fact that - they currently provLde the 
operational- f,rame:-.ork under the Forestry ACt. 

W .-

A

-  

puponu apIJLUaCIX OeeUS•CdreIUI Scrutiny. 
purported 	dual 	purpose 	strategy 	nay 	address 	EPA's tca:er CEC recommends that the EPA explore the possible 'dual purpose' 

pollution control requirements but not fulfill them. of site-specflic conditions 	to meet 	EPA 	and 	FCNSW 	(SF') 	own 
requirements.  

- *0) 
rirrnnl-Iy S i 	 b et, con FC)WU ,...d *1 
the appropriate jnethodolog',1, for the description of soil trues. 
soil 	landscape 	mapping, 	the 	detivation 	of 	soil 	nrodibtlity i 

,. CoxENtSONSrTE.SPECIFICCOIWETLONS 
indices and the application of the Universal Soil Loss Equati on  w This brief section is wholly unsatisfactory as it is presently 
(OSLE)_ . . z ezpresed in the 3iscussion Paper. 

- 	 - 	
- 

EPA 	cannot allow 	FCNSW or 	their Consultants 	to 	attent 	to 
t 	U LThile 	it is eareed that an 	additional- layer of site-specific 

reDoduc_sucp.3ispuze. 	Tr --the- 	olhit±on - conti-or -  !iccncfng - - 
- 

conáitLons' .as..requ±ced.,,heyonth the- GOC's. 	nd.aofl 	erosion -and- 	- -- -- 

?rocess, by claiming'that an appro'ed strategy by the Minster wate 	pollution - control 	strategies, 	t 	is 	root 	considered 
for flar 	ing., using disputed methodologies, 	is satisfactory as apprc 	- ate to Leave the objective of additLonal site-specific 
a dual purpose strategy for EPA's purposes. 	- 	 - 	 - 	 - U) corsdi Lions óefiued in such broad terms as 	"prevent; control, 

-- abate or mitigate water pollution'. 

/ 
EPA must rSolve what it considers as satisfactory 	thodologis 	- 
for soil type id 

't 	- 

- 

ounc i1 	recoc-nends that EPA direct 	FCNSW, 	in 	preparing site tifrcati / slapping, applicability of the,USLE 
'e and 	rodibility indices as a matter of priority. , 

I  
 specific conditions, to devise effective practical measures which - 

• 	 • 

jj  
will prevent pollution. it is unacceptaffle to NCEC that FCIiSW 

NCEC reconm*ends that EPA resolve these technical concerns about- could be permitted to devise measures whose objective might be 

J appropriate methodologies 	through scientific 	peer 	review of I  to simply 	control, abate or mitigate" pollution. No pollution 
Proposed methodoLogies. 	• LaSfCJ.AEc_ 

• 	
1 J.-wzas is the goal. 	 " 

- 

Consequently; NCEC recommends that 'PA uadertake an e,thatrctve 
• 

 An additional discussion point for the licencing framework might 
4nd saparate consideration of thec ___Tr:_—J 4soi1 

> be the inclusion of a requirement for either FGTSW or EPA  to 
erosion and water polLution controa strategy. Such consideration I 	Z  

develop an 'expen system 	for site specific conditions. This, 
hould coranence froni a realistic -. 	 qnxtion of FCNSW's repeated I would be a hank oZ site-specific conditions wMch have been 
tailure or inability to willing 1 	dy with outside regulatory t indede,tiv validated as being effective for specified site ,i

conditions. cequirements. 	 • 	
- 

• 	 — 

I 	- 

I 
I  

I 

• 	 - 

. 	

• 	 - 
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0.  

What will be the relationship between a pollution control licence 
issued to. FCNSW (SF's-) and timber industry personnel working 
witkin an area for which a licorice, general operating conditions, 
a soil erosion and water pollution control strategy and site-
spetific conditions have been approved by EPA? - 

NCEC reco.nmends that EPA include licencing of timber industry 
personnel 	within 	the 	framework for 	issuing 	water 	pollution  C. 
control licences to FCNSW (SF).  It 

11. CONNEXTS ON ('ATER puAlJr( MONI'TORINC 
 

Council supports the requirement fr- P015W (Sr) to investigate 
' 

the -impacts of logging on water .iálity by nonitoring water 
quality in areas selected in consultation with EPA. , 	 It 

A critical pre-requisi -te t 	ost-implemeratation monitoring 
is the recording of a water 	/ profile of the area prior to 
the cool encesent of any works.Pins water quality profile should 
be a central component of thay soil erosion and water pollution 
control strategy.  

It is essential that EPA play an active role in selecting these 
sites since NCEC has no confidence in FCNSIQ's capacity to 

flT-$W's identification Of sites for its ELS vegetation and 
wildlife survey & study plots has been shown to have suffered 
from serious site selection flaws which were not reported by ' (0 

devices, 'FCNSW may riot nalce si.iilar errors in Identifying water 
quality monitoring sites. 	 . 	

. 

NCEC agrees that undisturbed Core-- s and Forests currently bales 
logged should he monitored for w& 	quality, but Council is not  co 
satisfied 	that, wuter 	qur'ty 	Loring, wifl 	only 	address eire's'entstIve sites 'log 

. 1 in t'i', 	last"3 yeirs.  

Dr Martin Thorns, consultant fluvio-ge000rpnologist, advises that 
US 	studies 	(Coweeta) 	show 	that 	despite 	the 	regrowth' 	of 
vegetation, suspended sediment concentratIons can still remain 
elevated during storm events, ,for eon than 	20 years 	after 
)nitial logging, and up to SC) % of eroded Soil can reiw,in -  within 
stream channels 2-3 years liter In' - rig finishes. 	

- 

-- Ld-  

NCEC recommends that EPA include it, the representative areas to 
be monitored for water quality, sites which have been logged in 
the l.afl 7-9 years. 	 . 	 . 

North Coast Environment Council inc has grave concerns about the 
scientific 	validity qf methodologies used by 	FCNSW 	(SF) 	in , 	ci 
monitoring water quality. 	. 	 . E 

10. COt*IENTS ON SCOPE OF L1Cfl(CES 
CEC notes with approval that the scope of the proposed ticences 

is narrower than the -1992 licenses which permitted pollution by 
substances other than soil. 

Council reconunends that the proposed licences and related 
strategies and site-specific conditions address measures to 
prevent water pollution from vegetation and ash or other debris 
from burning activities. - - 

Council believes that the Discussion Paper should have referred 
to pollution from materials other than soil • rock and vegetation.  

JCEC is aware -sf. the potential for pollution from fluids 
associated with various types of machinery used in forestry: 
bulldozers, 4WDs, chainsaws. snigging tractos. [fuel; diesel, 
petrol; engine, transmission and hydraulic oils; brake fluids, 
radiator coolants or anti-freeze, at al  

It does not require a great deal of speculation to imagine a 
situation wherri a bulldozer's diesel fuel tender, usually hauled 
deep into the crcpartment .beflig worked, is either damaged in the 
forest, poory -n-untamed or carelessly unloaded such that diesel 
fuel is spiltri, possibly'in significant quantities, occasioning 

Additionally, - litter can substantially pollute water and 
watercourses, constituting major visual pollution of otherwise 
natural areas. Further, it possible that chemicals (such as 

purposes could pose a potential water pollution hazard. 

is it proposed that pollution of waters from these sources will 
not be subject to Ucences and conditions2 	 - 

Eow - zil1 EE'A respond to ccnnpaints of pollution from thesr 
sources? 	 - 	 - 	 - 	 -- 

Does the 'relevant code of logging practice' satisfactorily 
address these concerns? 	- 	 - - 

Further, the Discu:-,sion PapIr is aimed at Forestry Conmission 
(SF) but makes no reference, to the need for timber industry 
personnel to be licenced. - 

The onsmissibro of discussion of the issue of pollution control 
ticences to individuals who are members of the private timber 
inriustry is curious since the 1992 licences pointed to the need 
for separate itcences for timber industry workers and FCNSW 
referred to- industry as being 'to blame' for pollution of the 
Belliteger River, in proceedings before -the Cof Is Harbour Local 
Court when prosecuted by EPA over pollution In the Oukes SF. 

Is it proposed to issue poLlution control licences to timber  
industry workers? 	 j-. - Z.a..tep,s racs.un  

• L-.a h ' 	 or panvkcJect' jctt.'dS, ±0 	 . 	 . 	 . . 

t i a2ccCt soc'wo4 Ects±, On ba k'elw-~ed k 	ao.cP73 	
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obtained by '1 9>'j 	. 
otors, since 	jr 	 consequently, NCEC recommends that rather than require FCNSW to 

r A 	imolv maintain its research catchments EPA should .e.bark on 

CL 

Specifically. Watt rejects the reliance on 
regular periodic monitoring of water quality 
t;uch data understates actual turbidity 1 
Eel lowing normal and peak discharge events. 

Council believes that water qality monitoring shc,üld not be 
averaged out over arbitrary periods, thus reducing overall levels, 
of turbidity. 

4
ICEC recommends that water quality.indicators (including total 
rlissolved solids, sediment load. particle aim distribution. 
qutrient distrtrution etc.) should be measured immediately after, 
iischarge evans and for regular periods thereafter to record 
actual levels of water quality at and mediately after the time 
of a discharge event. 

Purther, concern is expressed at FCNSW's-practice in someEls's 
of undertating stream loads and turbidity levels by reporting 
the concentration of suspended sediment or solute rather than 
reporting totals loads. Very high loads may be masked by high 
stonuf lows diluting the total volume of sediment transported. 

For these reasons F4CEC supports the requLremeflt that FCNSW (SF's) 
undertake this monitoring in accordance with protocos approved 
byEPA. - 

• proram of critically evaluating the usefulness of the existing 
research' catchments and their methodologies - as baseline 
;tudies, and testing the validity of any claims as to the broad 
pplication of results to other catchments. 

CEC supports the requirflt taint FC$S1O provide a copy of any 
zub)ication generated as a result, of research conducted in 
"nearch catchsnentS, but believes that this requirement ray 
Y.:!dur rather than accelerate publication of research, which may 
n çotentially adverse to the interests of the FC}JSW.ur timber 
.,,.Sustry.  

The uncil supports the nott,.,t that water quality monitoring and 
research programs are aimed primarily at inorovingmaiiayement 
practices and' refining management prescnptions. 

Council is adaisant however that the tntention of such improvement 
and refinement must be to prevent ,  any impact from logging on 
waterquality, NOT simply rei minImise the poll,utior, to the 
greatest extent practically possible. 

• N 
• 	a' 

	

NCEC' recowen&s that in developing such protocols, the protocols 	
The Morta Coast Environlueflt Lounci suppomLo :JL requ.Lreluent LBdt - - - 

	

be subject, to a period of peer review by academic and other 	
FCNSW (SF's) notify the EPA within 24 hours of bsccrning aware of 

	

raracti,tioners ' ir, water' quality monitoring., Further, NCEC' 	 pollution of waters which may 'have bean caused by logging 

	

t'hnt tnmP nrotocols'be available for public comment 	 operations. 

Council does not support the proposed monitoring reporting eathod 
where results would be summarised by FCNSW. NCEC recommends that 
all data be reported as raw data in addition to any analysis or 
summaries- Council recothmends that this raw data and all data 
summaries or analyse,s nust be reviewed and re-evaluated by EPA 
or independently elsewhere, 'rather than be 'accepted' oh' face 
yalue. 

Council recommends that,the standardised format for the making 

of reports on water quality'mnonitOring be the subject of external 
scientific peer review before it is adopted by Efl and applied. 

Council recommends that the Uata, 'results and all summaries and 
standardsised- reports on FCNSW water quality monitoring be 
publicly available as licence documentation. 

Council is concerned at:the lack of scientific validationof the 
design and operation' of PCNSW'g research catchments. Council is 
aware of considerable criticism of the research catchments in the 
state's south east and holds serious reservations about the 
transferability or' applIcability, to other catchauantS In the 
:ute's north east forests, of any' research results derived from 
tu Karuah River research catchmants.  

l J 
fr- 
(I) 

I  KI- 
:° 
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Council opposes the additional caveat to toe oat inszj,on or 
pollution incidents which are required to be reported viz: "and 
h,.ch makes or ma those waters noxious or, poisonous or 

harmful or 'potentially harotlul t "1' 	inc 	wildlife oE 
vegetation. 	'  

Council belt*ves.an.aadittOna2 q 'L_o..-'.a .unnecess j a 

it undermines from the strict liability which applies tc 	n4cot 
pollution incidents, and reserves to FCtSW's discretion 	i 
assessment of whether the 'pollution "makes or may make ... 'etc. 

It has been repeatedly shown that the FCNSt( is not capable of 
uroperly operating any discretionary powers and will use such 	- 
31acretion it the narrowest' sense, rather- than broadly.'  

Council recommends that the terms of ' the pollution control 	' 
tAcence require FCNSW.tO notify EPA within 24 hours of becoming 
aware of polluton of waters which may have been caused by 	' 
logging operations, without further qualification or caveat. 

UCEC supports the idea that EPt may request a written report of 
the pollution, and recojmiaexids that' in every pollution incidence 
EPA require the written notIfication of pollution, in a 
standardised format. ' - ' 
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qzEC recommends tl.t a format for reporting pollution incidents 
.nclode: 
* a precise location of the poll tion event, 
A an accurate identification of t 	zatchinent value 	w-tp.rs 
a,olluted (or potentially polluted), 	 - 	 - 
* the substance causing pollution. 
* its mass or volume, 
• the time FCF{SW (SF's) became ;ware of the pcllution. 
• how FCNSW became ,,ware o thp 
* the names of the 	nrvisind FC. taft 
• the names of an> 	'vat industr' or FCNSW staff involved. -. 
any other ideas ± ox the report?) 	ftA4nJt taJt 

SCEC is disappointed that ' its framework for licencing EPA has 	TO 1(4 

ot referred to the Authority'S processes for investigation of 
nd public reporting on,any notification of a pollution incidest. 

J UiA'a-t CAMtOI\ 

The Environment Council believes that it is important to document 
N __ " op 

ne a part of the framework, EPA's powers to intervene in work 	'  

&herc pollution may have been, notified, to apply a -'Stop-- 	rv-V 
ork'order or to issue a gotice etc. 

NCEC reconunends and reguests that EPA set out its staff resources 
md management decision making processes for investigating and 

-- 	 .-.--C.-____  

NCEC recommends that EPA develop public education and ccmflinity 
training programs to explain the forestry pollution conti'ol 
iicencing frantwork (states pollution laws), the rights and 
responsibilities- of FCNSW (SFs). EPA & other governnt 
agencies, the tinber industry, and the publicS Such prbgrams 

*-ould assist in the diligent enforcement of licences and the 
'revention or early detectiOn of any breacb of law, 'eading to 
the swiftest action possible on any appropriate renediatlot and 
yrosecutiofl. 

+& t--' 
tt is recommended that these pubiti;atlOn and communityt.,dlc_ 
rogranis -could form additional, components of the EPA licencing 
framework. 	 - 

:3, COMt'EXTS ON POLLUtION AND CotpLkr,rrs REGtTERS 
WATER POLLJ'FION 1WCIDENT REG1S'ltR 

The Discussion Paper does not explain whether it is proposed that 
only one water pollution incident register will be kept hy-FQZSW 
(SF'S). prenunably at !4ead Office in Pennant Hills. recording all 
ncidents of pollution by FCNSW across the state. 

':czc recommends that each region or catobment for which a • head' 
licence is issued be requIred to publicly nominate an office at 
-thth it will keep a water pollution incident register. 

puO.L2CLY L5&ULLALS 'J'i A l'-" - - 

 --- - --  ------------ - 	-- - - 
incidents as additional components of the jinal licencing 	

t10EC recom,TiCnCS mat eacH Wat.t,- -  --------------------------- 

framework for FCNSW ( SF) to demonstrate f its commitment to fl 	
record the same information reported to the EPA. 

open transparent process. - 	. 	- 	 - XCEC recoueods that each water pollution incident regLster be 
- - - - 	- 	- ------------------ 	nnra 1 nfficpj hears. 

Further it is recomm-uied that 	A require FCI-m 	iit' sJ ji to set out 
z.n its Genera) Oper,tn; Conditions, its processes of responding 
'.o a pollut A)0 tv 	 it has notified. 	- 	 - 
4 j 1 • L FCNSZ autina 1 efy stop work? 

'Th'. znvirob,(Council is aware that the Authority is concerned 
thot--exces&iu-e ttm&and,. razourr.es may be diverted from its range --
of functions, in investigating and reporting on unfounded or 
vexatious comp)aints. 	 - - 	-- 

The Council-is also aware.that the authority. coul4 be greatly 
ssisted if members of the conwinunity are trained in the standards 
of reporting and gathering of prima facie' evidence which might 
be collected to support a serious, founded conplaint. 

NCEC acknowledges that ouch relevant inlotmation, such as copies 
,fllcences and conditions t',ill be required to be made publicly 
vai I able. . 

onetheLess, runny of the Council's neither organisations, being 
,osuaunity based environment centres, would appreciate ready 
information to make available to a potential complainant to 
assist them to test. and, if appropriate, formalism their 
coplaint. This might-  include a complaint 'form' or 'checklist'- 

NCEC reconiaend-5 that VCNSW be required to enter thedetails of 
any pollution incident into the regional - or catchsP,nt water 
pcll'ation incident reg:stet within 24 hours of becoming awa - re of 
he-ncLdent, as it is required to notfy EPA. . -  

trIe Discussion Paper does not explain whether it is proposed that 
only one complaints register will be kept by FCHSW (SrS). 
presumably at Head Office in Pennant Hills, recording all 
complaints of incidents of water pollution in state forests 
ttcross the state. 

CEC recommends tat each mgi on or catobteot for which a • head 
_icence is issued be required to publicly nominate an office at 
,hich it will keepa pollution complaints register. 

t'EC recommends that .FCNSW be required to enter the details of 
I' complaint of a pollution incident into the regional or 

-4.tchment complaints register immediately a complaint is 
received. . - 
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UCEC recoaeuids tt.t , t . I tat - 4r. 	CCL  p.. .at'.. 	e,qist.t 	rE 	It 

tIb 	ID1IOWIJI9 jntcr..t 

* the date and tit 	t fr- 
* a precise tocat . 	t 

* the waters said !o 5. 
t I,(Mtn tLoü LflCldaflt 

pcfli'- atiafly :.t.ttd (cr 	-er -  

* the substance . it 

• its mass or vol, 
ttie nnie of the 	-j.I • -t t her 	Ofltntt 	crFir 

• the nane of the 	t ' 	nq to- 
t 

,1aint. 

*actiootObetttit :uV.4' 

(other suggestiol.- 	J 

NCC 	recommends 	- - -. 	Lii t. 	r 	: r 	£ 

publicly accesSl 	• '.&Oa 	citY r 	accjs 
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Nambucca cOunciiiOr.joins 
Forestry policy coinnitte.e 

Nambucca Valley 
Conservation Associa-
lion vice4resi dent and 
Nambucca Councillor 
Lyn Orrego (pictured) 
has been included on 
the new State Forestry 
Policy Advisory Com-
mittee. 

Cr Orrego is one 
of 14 people appointed 
to the committee, 
which will be chaired 
by the Department of 
Conservation and 
Land Management 
(CaLM) Director-
General Warwick 
Watkins. 

She said she had 
received -a letter in-
forming her of her 
success and was wait-
ing on an informa-
tion pack for details 
of the committee. 

Although she did 

not know much about 
the committee, she said 
it was a public consul-
tation committee which 
was designed to advise 
forestry on a State 
level -on new policies 
and management of 
State Forests- 

am pleased to be 
able to represent the 
environment movement 
on this committee," Cr 
On-ego said. 

9 am appealing to 
anyone, on both sides 
[of the environment 
debate), to let me know 
if they have any issues 
they would like -to 
bring forward to the 
committee." 

She said the com-
inittee would be a good 
forum to present all 
the goals and aims of 
the environment move- 

Cr Lyn Oriego 

ment, where theywould 
be creaching - the top 
for considerations- 

Members of. the 
committee include the 
Nature Conservation 
Council's Sid Walker, 
North East Forest Alli-
ance's Dailan Pugh, 
South East ForestAlli-
ante's Stephen .Jagoe, 
Forestry Industry rep- 

resentative Cohn 
Dorber, Union repre-
sentative Gavin Hillier, 
Local Government 
representative coun-
cillor Ian Chaffey, 
Ministerial Committee 
on Land and Water 
Conservation Chairman 
Peter Cochran NP, 
Forest Protection So-
ciety NSW Co-ordinator 
Rhondda O'Neil, State 
Forests of NSW Man-
aging Director Dr Hans 
Drielsma, Department 
of Planning's Rex 
Bowen, NSW National 

Parks and Wildlife 
Service's David Papps 
and CaLM Forestry 
Policy Unit Director 
-John Halkett. 

NSW Land and Wa-
ter Conservation Min-
ister George Souris said 
members were ap-
pointed on the basis of 
their ability to contrib-
ute to the committee's 
work. 

He said they were 
widely respected within 
the groups they repre-
sented and brought a 
range of views and  

experience to the corn-
inittee. 

The appointment 
of the committee is one 
rof a number of initia-
tives the government 
has taken to improve 
the management of NSW 
forests, Mr Souris said. 

These included the 
creation of a Forestry 
Policy Unit in the 
Department of CaLM 
and-the establishment 
dan independent Board 
of Management for State 
Forest of NSW. 

9'he advisory corn- 

-mittee will provide a 
process for involving 
conservationists, the 

-community, industry 
and government in 

-the formulation of 
forest policy, Mr 
Souris said. 

9t will assist the 
community and gov-
ernment reach a balk 
ance between the 
conservation of our 
forests and their use, 
and the achievement 
of a viable and Bus- .  
tamable forest indus-
try .  

A —  
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THE HONORARY SECRETARY: o RTH 	 Mr James LO Tedder,. 
Pavai's Road, Grassy Head, 

OAST 	 Yarxahappini. via Stuart's Point. 2441. 
Ph and Fax 065 690 802 

NVIRONMENT 

OUNCIL 	it'4c-. 

3;. Th 

6. May 1994 
Dear (I jt,n.. 

Please find enclosed, for your information, _copf the North 
Coast Environment Council's submission on the recently exhibited 
EPA Discussion Paperon the 'Issue of Pollution Control Licences 
to State Forests of NSW'. 

NCEC is very cautiously supportive of the broad framework but is 
quite critical if the level of information presented and the 
limited opportunitieth for ongoing public participation in the 
licencing of State Forests or other public authorities. 

Fell free to use this submission as appropriate to further the 
interests.of protecting our precious water, both quality and 
quantity, and preventing all foreseeable, avoidable pollution. 

We request that you acknowledge and reference the Council's 
submission if you quote from or referred to it in any 
publication. Thank you! 

Please note'that. the Environient Council is of the view that 
forestry which reduces water quality and volume, and which 
routinely pollutes waters cannot be ecologically sustainable. 

For more information please contact John Corkill @ Big Scrub 
Envirpnment Centre Inc. 149 Keen St, Lismore. 2480. 

Yours sincerely, 

James LO Tedder, 
Hon. Secretary. 

cc.. bo. 

SM 

f?e'b4. gj?1ouJ 
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I) 	 PARLIAMENT OF AUSTRALIA 

• 	
"'-n 	HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

GARRY NEHL, M.P. 
MEMBER FOR COWPER 
DEPUTY CHAIRMAN OF COMMITFEES 
NATIONAL PARTY DEPUTY WHIP 

SIX ELBOW STREET, 

(P.O. BOX 1446) 

COFFS HARBOUR NSW 2450 

TEL. (066) 52 6233 

(008) 800 217 TOLL FREE 

FAX.: (066) 51 4346 

Mr J. Tedder 
North Coast Environment Council 
Pavans Rd 
Grassy Head 
via Stuarts Point 2441 

Dear Mr Tedder, 

Thank you for your letter of November 21, 1993, in relation to the timber industry. 

For your information, I have enclosed a copy of my recent speech on the timber 
industry. 

Yours sincerely, 

Garry NehI, MP 
MEMBER FOR COWPER 
GBN:CM 
December 21. 1993. 

PARLIAMENT HOUSE, CANBERRA ACT 2600 TEL: (06) 2774826 FAX: (06) 2772056 
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FOREST INDUSTRIES RESEARCH LEVY BILL 1993 
FOREST INDUSTRIES RESEARCH EXPORT CHARGE BILL 1993 
FOREST INDUSTRIES RESEARCH IMPORT CHARGE BILL 1993 

Second Reading 

Mr NEIJTh (Cowper) (11.10 p.m.)--Before I 
talk about the Forest Industries Research 
Levy Bill and cognate bills I want to reiterate 
something I say very often; that is, that the 
'p' in politice stands for people. Tonight, in 
talking about the Australian forest industry, I 
want to talk about the people concerned--
because forests are very like people; they are 
renewable resources. Sometimes we tend to 
lose sight of that, particularly in terms of 
forests--but they are a renewable resource. 

I know that, because I had the opportunity 
of living in a forest area for some years in a 
little village called Timmsvale up on the 
eastern Dorrigo plateau, in the hills behind 
Coffs Harbour. It is a forestry area with 
families who have been involved in forestry 
operations for generations. Right at the start I 
want to pay tribute to those people who work 
extremely hard in the forests, in a very 
dangerous industry. I could not possibly begin 
to count the number of my friends in the 
forest industry who have fingers, thumbs, 
hands or arms off; whether cut by saw blades 
or crushed by falling logs. it is a very 
dangei'ous, but important, job. 

I think back to the families in the area 
where I lived; the Timms, the Mulhearns and 
the Seccombes. While I never met him, I recall 
the memory of old Tommy Timms who in 
1906 walked, carrying the corrugated iron for 
his first hut on his back, all the way from 
thong to Timmsvale. This man was a pioneer 
and an innovator. He built the first water-
powered sawmill in Australia--a very 
significant development. Others included Paul 
and Paula Lindsay. it is not only men who 
work in the forest industries, the sawmills, but 
women as well--and they make a tremendous 
contribution. John Rhodes and his lath 
brother, Bill, operated a little bush sawmill 
and worked extremely hard. 

All these people love forests and trees. Lyle 
Timms, the son of Tommy Timms, is a 
sawmiller who hates to cut down trees. This is 
so widespread throughout the forest industry. 
I think of places such as Bostobrick, Dorrigo, 

Megan, Cascade, thong, Timmsvale, Lowanna--
all of the forest areas of the Nambucca Valley, 
the Bellinger and the Macleay. I mention 
Briggsvale in particular because earlier this 
year the mill at Briggsvale burnt down, with 
the subsequent loss of 40 jobs. 

Mr McGauran--Forty jobs. 

Mr NEHLr-As the honourable member for 
Gippsland says, 40 jobs were lost--a very 
significant number in a small community. 
That had an impact right across the Dorrigo 
and eastern Dorrigo plateaus. This gets us to 
the nub of the forest industry argument--the 
loss of resource security. The Briggs fap)il 
was operating the mill at Briggsvale. Jewel 
Briggs is a very efficient woman. How can e 
family reinvest millions of dollars in a new 
mill, after one has been burnt down, without 
some form of resource security? No people in 
their right minds could possibly do that. 

Mr Vaile--The bank would not lend them 
the money. 

Mr NEHL--It would not. I wanted to start 
by paying tribute to those people, because they 
are extraordinarily important. It is not just 
those who are working in the sawmills; it is 
the logging contractors, the bush workers, the 
haulage contractors and those employed by 
the fuel outlets, the tyre companies, the 
machinery workshops and so on. Up and down 
the north coast--Mr Deputy Speaker, you are 
aware of this--we have seen a tremendous loss 
of jobs in the logging industry for a variety of 
reasons, mainly because of extreme 
environmental activity, but also because of the 
lack of resource security. 

I want to dwell on that because I think it is 
very important. Australia should realise that if 
we are going to develop forestry as it should 
be developed--and have the investment--there 
must be resource security. In passing, alluding 
to the fire that burnt out the Briggsvale mill, 
the social effects are very difficult to identify. 
I had the privilege of attending a 
multidenominational memorial service held in 
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what was left of the mill. It was a very 
moving experience. 

The communities in that area are still 
under considerable stress. It is one of those 
things that people do not pay sufficient 
attention to. The coalition has always 
supported the need for forest and wood 
product research and a development 
corporation along the lines of other primary 
industries. We need to have accurate and 
factual information about the timber industry. 
There is a great dearth of factual information. 

here is a lot of emotion and a lot of garbage 
talked about the timber industry. Sadly, the 
fanatical, extreme preservationists have been 

ndying about propaganda which has been 
ery hurtful to the timber industry. 

I believe this is a time when we have to 
come together. We have to stop the 
confrontation. We have to stop those fools 

(f putting up tripods in the forests and digging 
f holes in the roads and putting themselves 

down them and we have to get together and 
talk as rational, reasonable, sensible human 
beings. There is an answer. I come back to 
point. I made first,. which was: that forests are 
a renewable resource and this is the way we 
iEiflfl?&rching this matter. There 
should be a commonsense approach right 
around Australia so that we can see sufficient 
investment, so that we can go ahead and 
renew those forests and keep our timber 
industry going for a considerable time. 

concentrated on the domestic market. We still 
only provide two-thirds of Australia's needs 
and we import more than $2.4 billion worth of 
product--much of it high value pulp and paper w 
products. We should be value adding in this 
area in Australia. it is absolute economic 
madness not to do that. 

We export $775 million worth of forest 
products. This leaves us with a trading deficit 
of $1.66 billion. That is stupid. We are not 
using the land mass we have in Australia. 
What we need from the federal government is 
not just more research but sensible taxation 
policies which will enhance the possibility of 
people putting in more forests and making it 
profitable to do so. We can reduce the imports 
of timber products by value adding. This is 
absolutely essential if the industry is able to be 
competitive and capitalise on the resources we 
have. 

A Forests and Wood Products Research and 
Development Corporation would be a body 
corporate with day-to-day autonomy and the 
flexibility to operate similarly to commercial 
operations. It can identify national research 
priorities and assess research gaps. We need to 
commission, administer and evaluate research 
into a broad range of areas relating to wood 
production, extraction, processing, economics 
and marketing. Once that corporation is 
established, it will have a high range of 
industry involvement and accountability. 

All the major reports on the forest industry, 
including those of the Resource Assessment 
Commission's 1992 forest and timber inquiry, 
the National Plantations Advisory Committee 
and the ESD working group on forest use 
have echoed the urgent need for an enhanced, 
better coordinated and properly focused 
research program. More research is essential if 
Australia is to increase productivity and value 
adding processing in forest and wood product 
industries and to manage forests in an 
ecologically sustainable way. 

That is the key to it. We must manage our 
• forests in an ecologically sustainable way. 
That does not mean locking them up forever. 
It does not mean leaving them in their so- 

Ls,4
il called pristine beauty to die. It is a strange 

thing but trees are plants; they are living 
organism and they die. So what we need to do 
is to manage forests sensibly and rationally. 

The timber industry has an enormous 
growth potential. Until now, we have largely 

There has been a very big focus on the 
conservation of our environment in recent 
years. Quite frankly I welcome this. Anybody 
who thinks that we can neglect and rape our 
environment is absolutely crazy. Everyone in 
this country has to be conscious of the need to 
look after what we have got. 

Timber is a renewable resource but other 
things are not. it is the responsibility of every 
Australian--whether they be in this parliament 
or whether they be a schoolchild--to be 
conscious of the need to conserve and look 
after our environment. That comes back to 
the need for rational, reasonable and balanced 
management of our forest resources. 

There needs to be a balance between 
keeping people in jobs in the forest and timber 
industries and keeping our environment to be 
enjoyed for future generations of Australians. 
Those two objectives are not incompatible. 
With goodwill and commonsense we can 
continue not just to log our existing forests, ' 
but enlarge our forests--as we have been doing 
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and as we must continue to do. 

As I said, those two objectives are not 
incompatible. We can continue to provide jobs 
in the forests and we can continue, as we 
must continue, to protect that environment 
for future generations. I come back to the 
point I made before: it is vital for the timber 
industry to have resource security. The 
government, quite frankly, has been lax on 
this issue and there has been very little 
happening in the federal sphere. The lack of 
resource security means that many mills will 
not invest in new machinery or take on new 
employees. 

Mr DEPUTY SPEAKER (Mr Newell).-
Order! The time allotted for the remaining 
stages of the bill has expired. The question is 
that the bill be now read a second time. 

Question resolved in the affirmative. 

Bill read a second time. 

3 
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Carry Nehl MP 
Member for Cowper 
20 Box 1446 
Coffs Harbour 2450 

Dear Mr.Nehl, 

Thank you for the copy of your recent speech on the timber 
industry. 

We would make the following comments 

-on what evidence do you baseyour c4im hat"there has been 
a tremendous loss of jobs in the logging industry .....mainly 
because of extreme environmental activity" 7 From records of the State Forests of both Kempsey and Macksville Management 
areas,where there have been no significant areas of timber 
land placed in National Parks for some years,there has over 
cutting of up to 43% in 87/88 and even up to 11% in 91/92 in 
the Macksville area. Couple that with overestimation of the 
yields -up to 45% in eg.the Carrai and it is obvious that 
some thing is wrong in the management of these public forests 
The worry is that some of this overcutting has occurred in 
the second cycle areas which means an even lower output for 
the years to come. Meanwhile the export of woodchips is 
increasing and you will be aware that throughout Australia 
the increase of wood production(including woodchzps) has 
resulted in a cut of some 45% in the persons employed and the 
export of potential jobs overseas. 

- "sadly the fanatical extremepreservationists have been 
bandying about gropaganãa which has been very hurtful to the 
timber industry We would be interested to know what this 
propaganda is and from whom it is coming. Much of the 
information that I have sent you has come from an analysis of 
the State Forest records 

- "stop these fools putting up tripods " 	You will I am sure remember that these tactics held the action so that the 
conservation movements could prove they were right in the 
Courts. It was proved that not only were the State Forests 
breaking the laws but even a Minister of the Crown was not 
acting in law when he failed to use the Heritage Act. You 
will recall the case in the forests above Belliqgen where the 
State Forests had constructed a road which the ' tools with 
tripods" brought to the attention of the Government and the 
public and wjlere the State Forests dçcided to settle out of 
Court. These' fools" had been upholding the laws. 

- "it does not mean leaving them in their pristine state to die" 	For thousands of years these forests have done very 
nicely in just such a situation. Why not keep some of these 
areas without human interference ? We are not asking that 
there be no logging in the native forests but if you look at 
the economics ot constructing roads into the remaining old 
growth areas and pulling out the logs on ,in most areas very 
steep terrain then the costs of plantations becomes far more 
realistic. But it requires a very long term commitment to 
forestry and most companies,understandably want a quick 
return and therefore choose to log the last tree out of the 
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native forests. But surely this is not the way to run a re-
newable resource ? 

We are pleased that you support the concept of value adding 
but the export of woodchips is certainly not the way to go. 

In our letter of 21 November we raised a number of points 
about the timber supply and the industry in general and in 
Tarticular the decreasing role of the local independant ogger and miller. We would welcome your considered opinion 
of these issues and how you may help. 

Perhaps we could meet with you at some date suitable for your 
busy schedule ? 

Yours sincerely 	+ 

ameslro. Tedder Hon. Sec. 
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54 Skyline Crescent 
Crescent Head 
N.S.W. 2440 
29.4.93  

Mr. J.L.O. Tedder 
"VJAINONI" 
Pavans Rd. 
Grassy Read 
Via Stuarts Point 
N.S.W. 2441 

Dear Jim, 
- 	The recent article sent to me by you claims that small 

Sawmills in the Kempsey Area are closing due to overcommitment 
of resources to BORAL. This is not strictly correct, however 
what has constantly worried me is the useage by the Commission 
of these small millers for short term gain. 

What most people do not realise is that the Kempsey 
sawlog allocations are made up of two components. 

LIQUIDATION CUT 

"Old Growth, or more correctly forests that have not been 
significantly harvested in the past, are slowly declining 
in total merchantable volume availability due to senescence. 
This is occuring as growth increment is matched by death and 
increasing defect. 

Thus the volume that may be cut annualy from these forests 
is given by the following formula: 

Total Assessed Merchantable Volume 
Annual Cut = 

LIQUIDATION PERIOD 

It is usual to calculate the LIQUIDATION PERIOD such that at the 
end of the period, the annual yield can be replaced by the 
annual net merchantable growth on the regrowth forests. 

SUSTAINED YIELD 

The sustained yield of a regrowth forest is theoreticaly equal 
to the annual net merchantable increment of the forest. 

THIS ASSUMES THAT THE FOREST HAS A NORMAL" DISTRIBUTION OF 
SIZE CLASSES. 

(Normal means a deLiocort or inverse J distribution) 

This is where Kempsey comes unstuck. 

1 



REASONS 

The Liquidation period was shortened, so as to allow industry 
a "Phasing in" Period. 

(This qeneraly means industry will shut mills a little later) 

The Assessed Total Merchantable Volume of the uncut forests 
was overestimated due to areas not being economicaly, or 
environmentaly accessable. 

To Maximise revenue many additional sleeper cutters were 
allowed entry onto Crown Timber Lands. 

These Sleeper cutters were allowed to cut timber species 
which in all other Forestry Districts are considered 
Quota Sawlog species. 

The sleeper cutters were allowed to cut regrowth trees 

down to one or two sleepers in cross section. 

As the great majoritypf the coast and foothill regrowth 
forests are of the dryhardwood type that cuts durable 

sleepers, these forests were stripped of the size classes 
required to sustain the yield immediately following the 
liquidation period. 

The problem in the reçjrowth forests has been exaccerbated 
by three further actions. 

Blackbutt forests are being thinned for pulpwood, 
with merchantable sawlogs not capable of further 

net merchantable growth being felled and removed 
with the intent of transfer-fling increment to the 

retained sawlogs and just undersized sawlogs. 
As these forests must now be the first to be 

harvested, there is insufficient time available 

for this growth to transfer, let alone make up 
for the removed volume. 

Flooded Gum forests have been harvested for veneer 
Timbers. 

Pole operations proceed without annual limitation 

to the extent that this industry has now 
all but ceased. 

In essence the yield cannot be sustained, even at the proposed 
lower level , as the regrowth forests of the Kempsey area have 
been made depauperate in those size classes which will be 

required for harvesting in the short term, following the 
liquidation period. 

I hope this assists you in understanding the position of yields 
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Director 	 - 	4''-i 
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Environmental prptectioTh1fl I.. 	t. 

Locked Bag 1502  
Bankstown -2200  

.1 	 -- •T-tc..,J % 4t. 

bicences to Poilut&ThiUed4tthJi 'ocstrrümhussion 
-. 

Dear Director,  

Ourcouncil 	 iast year to the 
Forest.rrCgmtflrSsrOfltO 41.10w thE(torntnifli9PtP pollute 
waterways in NSW are due for reuewal.within a few weeks. 

- 	* 	C 	- 

Before these licences are renewed we would urge the Agency to 
approach the matter in a more refined manner than the issue 
of the original licences. 

It is suggested that all licences for renewal together with 
thec9nttions which are to be imposed be placçd on public 
exhibition and comments sc,ught from the community, before the 
licences are actually issued. 

Secondly the conditi ons that apply should be closely tied in 
with the physical attributes ot the area for which the 
licence app4ys. Ther 	re areas which we consider should not 
have conditions applied and others where perhaps no licence 
should issue. 

Finally the Agency should consult closely with otheç 
Government agencies particularly the Soil Conservation, Water 
Resources , and the National Park Service before preparing 
conditions for the licences. 

Yours faithfully 

V 

James L.O.Tedder 
Hon . Sec. 
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V 	 BANKSIA INST ITUE 
RED RCEK, N.S.W., 2460. 

NEW "COMAION OJ1NERSHIP" GUIDELINES 

FOR RURAL PROPERTIES 

From Nimbin News, October 1979 

AT LAST - P.E.C. P0LICYNOUNCED 

Those readers and others who have been following the progress of H.B.A. 
negotiations will know that Council, although urged by the Planning and 
Environment Commission to state its policy re Hamlet Zoning, and to suggest 
amendments to the Interim Development Order, have insisted that it would 
do nothing until the Government had declared its policy. 	Now this has 
been done, and the P.E.C. has adopted a policy, endorsed by the Minister, 
embracing a range of possible life-style situations including commune 
living and clustered dwellings on farms. 	The policy is as follows:- 

MULT IPLE TCUPANCY OF FAR;AS& mrrERIM POLICY 

"The commission supports: the single or multiple occupancy of a building 
or buildings, in groups or otherwise, on rural properties in "common 
ownership", as an appropriate concept for rural areas subject to compliance 
with the following requirements. 

a) 	the land to be suitable for the purpose, having regard to its character, 
area, location, capacity to accommodate additional population, and to 
its relationship to community facilities and services and existing and 
future land uses in the locality;. 1. 

 the development will na1ntain or. entaiice the environmental quality of 
the land. 

 future subdivision of the land to be'kohibited (to be implemented by 
way of covenant or title); 

 the development to have reasonable all weather access, adequate water 
supply and wast disposal facilities, and not to unreasonably increase 
the demand for. community facilities and services. 

the development not to pose undue fire risks to occupants or to ad- 
jeining properties;. 	 . 

the land •to have a qeneraf minimum area of. 40 ha, with an absolute 
minimum of 20 hawhere such is the ,prevailing subdivision lot size in 
the locality; 

prier advertising of the proposed development locality, together with 
due consideration Of ahyteresentafions received.particularly with 
regard to the implications for adjoining property owners; 

at least one of the buildjnqs to be occupied by an-owner(s)." 

The policy stateqient continues with two further points: 

"In order to reduce Commission involvement in dealing with sub-
sequent multiple occupancy applications in the same local government 
area, an enabling clause applying to the whole area should be used 
with the administration of the policy being left to Council. The 
Legal Branch has been requested to prepare a standard clause 
embracing matters (a)  to (h) above. 

. . 
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A () f 	Australian Consci -yation Foundation (A.tIA3.N.u07400487) 
lst Floor. OA George Strost, SyUriuy NSW 2000 
Toiophone: (02) 247 4285 Fax: (02) 247 120b 

27/7/93 

Mrfleorge Satins 
Minister for Water and Land Conservation 
Level 3 
State Office Block 
Phillip Street 
SYDNEY NSW 2000 

Dear Mr Souris 

RR: Meeting with Australian Conservation Foundation 

The Australian Conservatioti Foundation would like to place the following matters on the agenda 
for our meeting with you on Tuesday 24th August at 3pm: 

	

$ 	Implementation of the National Forest Strategy including price reform and accounting and 
a moratorium on old growth logging. 

	

* 	
Regional Assessment Process in NSW and progress on addition of wilderness, high 
conservaijon value forest areas to reserve system. 

	

* 	
Protection of watcr yield and water quality values in folested catchmcnis (including 
Doriigo) 

* . 	Research in Forest hydrology. 

	

* 	
Feasibility siudy for Hardwood Plantation estabLishment in NSW. 

	

* 	
Victoian Auditor General's Report on Victorian Timber Industry Strategy. 

	

+ 	
Progress on Public Accounts Coijimittee Review of NSW Forestry Commission. 

	

* 	
Institutional Arrangements for Management of Water Resources in NSW. 

	

* 	
Cubbie Station proposal for 10) 000 ML private dam and implications for NSW. 

	

* 	
South Australia's call for moratorium an water allocation, 

	

* 	ACI campaign directions. 

:onvei)or 
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LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY 	 - 	 37 Elbow Street 
PARLIAMENT OF NEW SOUTH WALES 	 Electorate Office 

West Kempsey 2440 
MEMBER FOR OXLEY 

P.O. Box 120 
West Kempsey NSW 2440 

- 	 Tel: (065) 626190 
Fax: (065) 63 1355 

4th August, 1993 

Mr. James L.O. Tedder, 
Hon. Secretary, 
North Coast Environment Council Inc., 
Pavans Road, 
Grassy Head, 
VIA STUARTS POINT. 2441 

Dear Mr. Tedder, 

I acknowledge receipt of your letter dated 30th July, 1993 
seeking a meeting with the Minister for Land and Water 
Conservation, The Hon. George Souris, M.P. It is noted your 
association is supportive of a viable forest industry. 

Please be advised that I have made representations to the 
Minister, on behalf of your organisation, advising that a 
delegation is prepared to travel to Sydney at his convenience. 

As soon as I have the Minister's response I will contact you. 

Yours sincerely, 

Bruce Jeffey , M.P., 
Member for Oxley. 

BJ:mb 
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MINES'I:ER FOR 

I AND AND WATER COrqSflRVATION 

Mr James L 0 Tedder 
Honorary Secretary 
North Coast Environmental Council 
Pevans Road 
GRASSY HEAD 
via STUARTS POINT 2441 

Dear Mr Todder, 

I refer to your letter of the 1 July 1993 concerning logging on freehold lands and 
the level of participation by goverment regulatory bodies. 

The Department of Conservation and Land Management (CaLM) becomes involved 
with private property logging on lands that have been mapped as 'protected land' 
under the Soil Conservation Act, 1938. Those landholders require approval prior to 
the removal of trees from such lands. CaLM will normally attach a set of conditions 
with the Authority to remove trees from protected lands which will ensure 
operations pay special attention to the mitigation of erosion on roads and log 
extraction tracks. They, if required, will include "exclusion zones" whereby 
rainforest assoéiations and "special troes have logging prescriptions imposed In 
order to avoid disturbance in such zones. 

Prior to logging commencing, the proponents of the proposed logging operation will 
have to meet statutory requirements administered by government departments not 
within my portfolio. This may include obtaining a Pollution Control Licence in 
accordance with the requirements of the Clean Waters Act and adhering to any 
special conditions imposed by the Environmental Protection Authority. The 
proponents will also need to satisfy the requirements of the Endangered Fauna 
(Interim Protection) Act administered by the t1Jational Parks and Wildlife Service. 

The logging of private property may also require the lodgement and approval of a 
Development Application with the Local Goverment administrators. That Council 
may impose additional conditions on fogging if it considers necessary. The Council 
may also request that additional environmental' assessment is undertaken by the 
proponents in the form of an Environmental Impact Assessment. 

I.evel 1 Suite Ofilee Block Macqu'iric Street Sydney NS\V 20(10 
Ptionn (( 17) 228 3698i-nv UI2 228 W)1 



SENT BY:GEORGE SOLJRIS MI' 	;30- 7-93 ;11:31AM MINISTER LAND&WATER- 	 ;# 1/ 2 

2- 

The NSW Forest Products Association, Forestry Commission of NSW and CaLM 
have jointly developed a draft document which aims to guarantee a high standard 
of forest operations on private lands. The document, Private Property Logging 
Protocol (PPLP), contains many components which will assist both Logging 
Contractors and t.arid Owners maintain and improve environmental and operational 
performance on private property. The PPLP will include a Code of Practice for 
Private Property Logging Operations, a guide to the preperation of Timber 
Harvesting Plans and a guide to Endangered Fauna Assessment, 

The Government also plans to establish a Forest Policy Unit in CaLM which will be 
responsble for the development and review of legislative proposals affecting 
forestry and ensure consistency of codes of forest practices across Forestry 
Commission and private sector interests. The Unit will consult widely to ensure 
policies are relevant to the community, industry and the Government. 

Yours sincerely 

9Argsuris. MP 

)Vvttt d&I(wi4 - 
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MINISTER FOR 
LAND AND WATER CONSERVATION 

30 J U L 1993 

Mr James L 0 Tedder 	- 
Honorary Secretary 
North Coast Environmental Council 
Pevans Road 
GRASSY HEAD 
via STUARTS POINT 2441 

Dear Mr Tedder, 

I refer to your letter of the 1 July 1993 concerning logging on freehold lands and 
the level of participation by goverment regulatory bodies. 

The Department of Conservation and Land Management (CaLM) becomes involved 
with private property logging on lands that have been mapped as 'protected land' 
under the Soil Conservation Act, 1938. Those landholders require approval prior to 
the removal of trees from such lands. CaLM will normally attach a set of conditions 
with the Authority to remove trees from protected lands which will. ensure 
operations pay special attention to the mitigation of erosion on roads and log 
extraction tracks. They, if required, will include "exclusion zones" whereby 
rainforest associations and "special trees" have logging prescriptions imposed in 
order to avoid disturbance in such zones. 

Prior to logging commencing, the proponents of the proposed logging operation will 
have to meet statutory requirements administered by government departments not 
within my portfolio. This may include obtaining a Pollution Control Licence in 
accordance with the requirements of the Clean Waters Act and adhering to any 
special conditions imposed by the Environmental Protection Authority. The 
proponents will also need to satisfy the requirements of the Endangered Fauna 
(Interim Protection) Act administered by the National Parks and Wildlife Service. 

The logging of private property may also require the lodgement and approval of a 
Development Application with the Local Goverment administrators. That Cotjncil 
may impose additional conditions on logging if it considers necessary. The Council 
may also request that additional environmental assessment is undertaken by the 
proponents in the form of an Environmental Impact Assessment. 

Level 3 Slate Office Block Macquarie Streel Sydney 14SW 2000 
Phone (02) 228 3688 Fax (02) 228 3801 
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The NSW Forest Products Association, Forestry Commission of NSW and CaLM 
have jointly developeda draft document which aims to guarantee a high standard 
of forest operations on private lands. The document, Private Property Logging 
Protocol (PPLP), contains many components which will assist both Logging 
Contractors and Land Owners maintain and improve environmental and operational 
performance on private property. The PPLP will include a Code of Practice for 
Private Property Logging Operations, a guide to the preperation of Timber 
Harvesting Plans and a guide to Endangered Fauna Assessment. 

The Government also plans to establish a Forest Policy Unit in CaLM which will be 
responsble for the development and review of legislative proposals affecting 
forestry and ensure consistency of codes of forest practices across Forestry 
Commission and private sector interests. The Unit will consult widely to ensure 
policies are relevant to the community, industry and the Government. 

Yours sincerely 

a 

George Souris, MP 
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Forestry Commission of N.S.W. 

Forestry Office 

Northern Region 
P0 Box J19 
Coffs Harbour 

Your reference: 

Our reference: RU 639 

Attention J Tedder 
Honorary Secretary 
North Coast Environment Council Inc. 
Pavans Road 
Grassy Head 
Via Stuarts Point NSW 2441 

M -r1,-  
A 

NSW 2450 

	

Telephone: 	066 526900 
066 512909 

Fax. 

Contact Officer: Mr S Hutson 

13. 04. 1993 

Dear James, 

Thank you for your letter of the 15th March 1993. 

We recognise just as you do, the need to resolve contentious issues 
associated with the management of State Forests in Northern Region and 
establishment of meaningful dialogue with interest groups. 

To enable further consideration of your proposal it would be appreciated 
if you could comment or advise on the following points: 

the proposed size of the consultative committee and make up? 

to enable a more balanced representation of principal interest 
groups 	will 	NP&WS, 	CALM, 	Environmental Planning Authority, 
graziers, bush fire committees, Chamber of Commerce be invited to 
participate? 

objectives of the committee? Is it an advisory/consultative 
/decision making forum? 

anticipated frequency of meetings. 

an indication of the scope/areas the committee intends to consider. 

I would welcome the opportunity to discuss the matter further with you. 

Yours sincerely 

for 	MIKE ROWLAND 
Planning Manager 
Northern Region 



15/3/93. 

Mr Grahane King, 
Northern Regional Manager, 
Forestry Comtiissiori of NSW, 
Coffs harw'ur. 

Dear Sir, 

The North Coast Environment Council sees it as essential to adopt 
prOcesses in northern NSW that can begin to reSolve the conflicts 
that have characterised forest issues in recent years. 

To this end HCEC requests that a consultative connittee be established 
for the Forestry Comnjssjontg Northern Region. It is considered 
essential that this committee have a balanced representation 
of the principle interest groups and strive to reach consensus 
whore possible to ensure no group feels that they are over ridden 
by the process. 

It is considered necessary to start with a sinpie structure for 
the committee to give the process a sound footing from which a 
broader consultation process can evolvc. 

It is thus suggested that the initial composition of the proposed 
consultative committee be 2-3 representatives from each oi the 
forestry Cozi:qiasion, National Parks and Wildlife Service, North 
Coast Environment Council, timber industry inc1uding the Forest 
Products Association to represent quota sa.uiliers and a 
representative of non quota sawuiliers) and an independent 
facilitator acceptable to all parties. 

The purpose of the proposed connittee uould he to commence 
dialogue between the principle interest groups and discu3s a 
variety of issues as necessary to see if &Qncensus can be reached 
on action to be taken in respect to specific issues. For the 
praoces to work it is essential that all pertinent information be 
made freely available to the corfinittec. 

Agendas for the committee should be up to thd cmnittee to 
decide, though issues we woulj 111cc to se addrEssed include: 
meaningful public involveMRR, oldgfowth foiest 3  rainforest, 
logging prescriptions, ecologically sustdirmble forestry, timber 
allocation and future options. 

We hope that you may be interested in this ptposal to establish 
some meaningful dialogue and develop means of resolving some of 
the many contentious issues associated with northeast forests. 

Yours sincerely, 
V. 

J.L.O.Tedder. Hon.Sec. 
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LOCAL GOVERNMENT 
ASSOCIATION OF NSW 
Local Government Centre 215 Clarence St Sydney 

PHONE (02) 299 7711 FAX (02) 262 1049 E S H I R E S 
ASSOCIATION OF NSW 
P0 BOX 364 CLARENCE St NSW 2000 

DX 1346 SYDNEY 

Our ref: R94/0030 
Further contact: John McSullea 

8 April, 1994 

SPECIAL CIRCULAR 

To: 	Ai1\GeneraI Managers/Mayors 
Subject: Lord\Mayor's Bush Fire Relief Fund 

In January this year the Lord Mayor of Sydney invited submissions from councils for 
funding from the Lord ' 4ayor's Relief Fund. Seventy (70) submissions were received 
seeking about $5M. Howe*çr, not all councils responded and some submissions required 

\ 	 - 
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NEW SOUTH WALES 

MINISTER FOR CONSERVATION 
AND LAND MANAGEMENT 

AND 
MINISTER FOR ENERGY 

7065G 

Ms Lyn Orrego 
P0 Box 123 
BOWRAVILLE NSW 2449 

30 OCT 1992 

pear Ms Orrego 

Thank you for your letter dated 23 September 1992 urging the Forestry 
Commission to support your proposed assessment of old growth within Wild 
Cattle Creek State Forests. 

It is my understanding that the Forestry Commission has responded to your 
invitation in their letter dated 12 October 1992. 

I am satisfied that the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) programme 
underway in the Dorrigo Management Area involves an appropriate level of 
flora and fauna assessment of old growth forest to describe the impact of forest 
management on all forest values. I do not agree that additional studies as 
described by you are required at this stage. 

However, the NCEC will have the opportunity to comment on the Forestry 
Commissions EIS assessments when it goes on public exhibition. 

Yours sincerely 

1 4ca 

Oarry West, MP 
INIST4I'FOR CONSERVATiON AND LAND MANAGEMENT 

AND MINISTER FOR ENERGY 

r Level 2, 151 Macquarie StreeL. Sydney Australia, 2000 

L Telephone: (02) 251 8498 Facsimile: (02) 251 1442 



Greens ioin forestry outcry w  
LENORE TAYLOR 

CONSERVATIONISTS have 
idthed the forestry industry to 
condemn a recent list of forests 
proposed by the Minister for the 

-Environment, Mrs Kelly, for 
jfbtection under an agreement 
lietween the Federal Govern-
ement and the States. 
ni ?frs Kelly recently angered the 
timber industry and ALP can-

'<dldates in marginal seats by 
1Wttting to State governments 
•proposing logging temporarily 
sp in a long list of forests while 
't'new permanent national re- 

system was finalised. 

She was later forced to write to 
Labor candidates in several 
marginal timber seats explain-
ing the list had been intended 
only as a starting point for the 
negotiations on the new reserve 
system, and saying it was un-
fortunate' it had caused "com-
munity concern". 

But yesterday the co-ordinator 
of the North East Forestry Alli-
ance, Mr John Corkill, a lobbyist 
concerned with forestry in two 
of the northern NSW seats 
where the list has caused in-
dustry concern, said he agreed 
with the timber industry the list 
was 'an ambit claim far In ex- 

cess of what is required for 
protection". 

"I can fully understand why 
the Industry is so upset because 
those lists have no credibility, 
they nominate whole forests 
which have been logged for 
years and which are not of high 
conservation value," Mr Corkill 
said. 

"I can tell you that the ALP's 
credibility on logging and on the 
environment will be huge issues 
in (the northern NSW elector-
ates of) Page and Richmond and 
her list Is Just not credible." 

Mr Corkill was also angered 
because, in her letter to the can- 

didates backing away from the 
original letter to the State 
Governments Mrs Kelly said the 
Commonwealth had no inten-
tion of forcing the protection of 
the forests. 
He believes the Common-

wealth should be prepared to en-
force the protection of more lim-
ited areas of high-conservation 
value forests. 

A spokeswoman for The wil-
derness Society, Ms Karenne 
Jurd, said the organisation had 
supplied lists of forests to Mrs 
Kelly for inclusion in the letter. 
Mrs Kelly's department had 

asked for the advice but she was  

unaware whether it had been 
followed, she said. 
The minister had been "en-

tirely correct" to write to State 
governments proposing the pro-
tection of the forests while a na-
tional reserve system was set In 
place. 
The National Association of 

Forest Industries has written to 
the Prime Minister, Mr Keating, 
complaining about the lists and 
asking for clarification. 
The association said the lists 

were "so wide-ranging they 
would lead to the closure of the 
industry in large parts of 
Australia". 



des. reopen book on our natural heritage7:_  

from north 
)N BULLARD 

told The Weekend Australian. 
But when the researchers 

analysed their chromosome 
makeup they found they were 
a distinct species. Interbreed-
ing trials confirmed this. The 
wallabies have been officially 
named and described in the 
latest Issue of the Australian 
Journal of Zoology. The new 
species are: 

Petrogale coenensis, or the 
Cape York rock wallaby, a 
rare species known only from 
nine specimens from three 10-
calitles and apparently 
restricted to a small area of 
eastern Cape York near Coen. 

Petrogale mareeba, the Ma-
reeba rock wallaby. confined 
to small areas of the Atherton 

of  

and named after Macquarie 
University professor of biol-
ogy Geoff Shannan, who 
pioneered the genetic study of 
rock wallabies. 

Dr Lldridge said researchers 
had for some time suspected 
the wallabies were distinct, 
but so similar were they In 
size, fur colour and skull 
shape to other wallabies It 
had not been possible to prove 
their distinctiveness until the 
use of genetic molecular 
analysis. 
This revealed they were 

cryptic species and quite sepa-
rate, despite their strong 
physical resemblance. They 
had differences both in the 
number and shape of their 
chromosomes from those of  

wallabies and found the 
hybrid male offspring were 
sterile and the female off-
spring either sterile or repro-
ductively impaired. This is 
generally regarded by scient-
ists as evidence animals are 
from distinct species. 

"As humans, we tend to as-
sume that everything sees the 
world as we do, because we 
operate on strong visual 
cues," Dr Eldridge said. 

"But animals mostly operate 
on olfactory cues, which 
means they are probably well 
aware they are from different 
species although to us they 
look the same. 

"This raises the Intriguing 
probability that there are 
quite a few more undiscov- 

more obvious that there are 
quite a lot of cryptic species 
and discoveries will continue." 

Dr Eldrldge said the know]-
edge an animal was from a 
distinct species, as opposed to 
a race of a more common spe-
cies, was Important to its 
preservation, 

"It is vital to know where 
they are. If they are confined 
to a small area, one major de-
velopment could knock out an 
entire population," he said. 

More than 10,000ha had 
been cleared by a single land 
developer In an area very 
close to where the Mareeba 
rock wallaby was found, 
which underlined the vulner-
ability of cryptic species, 

"Regrettably, it also means a 
lot of- 

Meanwhile. Queensland 
partment of Primary Indus:' 
tries scientists yesterday 'àîØ 
nounced the discovery of 
new species of golden petth" 
or yellowbelly, a freshwater ' 
native fish. 
Dr dive Keenan and Mr :1 Mike Musyl used genetic testâ' 

to show that golden perch in 
the Lake Lyre has in centrar' 
Australia were a distinct sp' 
des from those In the'e 
Murray-Darling system. 
They had also establlsh1ç 3  

that golden perch from thE 
Fitzroy River in QueensIandw 
were a subspecies. 
The work showed the Lakeaj 

Lyre and Murray-Darljjfg 
1 perch species became sepa. 



ORTH 	/ 	 Sec: Mr Jim Tedder 
Pavaans Rd OAST 	 Grassy Head via 
Stuarts Point 2441 

NVIRONMENT 	
Reply to: the undersigned 

OUNCIL 	
September 23, 1992 

Mr. Hans Drielsma 
Chief Executive & Commissioner for Forests, 
Forestry Commission of NSW, 
Building 2, 423 Pennant Hills Rd., 
Pennant Hills NSW 2120 

URGENT 

Dear Sir, 

re: Invitation to support scientific assessment of old 
growth forests within Wild Cattle Creek State Forest 

I write on behalf of our council to urge your open consideration 
and acceptance of the invitation from the North East Forest 
Alliance, supported by NCEC, for the Forestry Commission to support 
and participate in a scientific assessment of old growth forest 
within Wild Cattle Creek State Forest (see attached copy). 

Despite logging continuing in compartment 546, we feel the study is 
still crucial. We understand a scientific methodology for 
identifying old growth forests has been agreed to by scientists and 
comunity groups yet the Forestry Commission has not applied this 
nor do they assess areas before logging proceeds. Until this is 
done the conflict in the forests will continue. Wild Cattle Creek 
State Forest offers an opportunity to pioneer this type of 
assessment. If worked out successfully it will be able to be 
applied in other areas and will be like handing over decisions on 
controversial areas to the scientific umpire. 

We understand the Forestry Commission has available to it the 
scientific expertise, knowledge and experience of the Victorian 
methodology to enable these assessments to go ahead. If the 
Comission says no to the invitation to work with NEFA and others 
on this project they will be seen by the community as rejecting a 
viable solution to the longstanding and costly conflict over the 
forests. 

As NEFA, supported by NCEC, are intending to commission this 
assessment in any case, the Commission will find themselves 
presented with an independent, scientific report which they will 
have to take into account anyway. Surely the best option is to 
co-operate through the whole process by doing it jointly, 
developing trust, and thus all parties having faith in the outcome. 

We urge you to let us know of your willingness to accept the 
invitation as soon as possible. We view this whole project as 
vital regardless of the logging program the Forestry Commission is 
pursuing. Of course, the sooner it is completed'the betters so that 
the information can be taken into account in deciding the future 



logging program. 

Our call for thisassessment to be done is based on the 	- 	- 
Commonwealth Resource Assessment Commission (RAC)'s Final Report 
(March - 1992) recommendation for the preparation of comprehensive 
regional management plans:that identify and rank old growth forests 
in terms of their range of values and the protedtion of sufficient 
old growth areas within conservation reserves. RAC says that future 
possible aid growth logging should only occur after this has been 
done and where no alternative resources exist. (RAC Vol 14 p.  21) 

As-the Commonwealth Government is recommending these assessments be 
done and should the NSW Forestry Commission agree we suggest the FC 
could have a valid claim on the Federal government for funds to 
carry out the recomendation. - It should be noted that the 	- 
assessment process pioneered in Victoria maps -all forests by growth 
stages and thus will also serve to assess and locate timber 
resources. 	 - 

Thank you for considering our comments and request-. It i-s our 
sincere attempt to resolve this conf.lict for the benefit of all 
parties and our unique Australian heritage, our old growth forests. 
We await your considered response. 	 - 	- - 

Si ncerely, 

Ly 	rrego 
Vice President 

Reply to: Lyn Orrego -. - 
P.O. Box 123 

- 	Bowraville 2449 NSW 

& 



tPyt Chairman. Ladies and Gentlemen, as part 

of the strategic planning process, the Board has 

adopted a policy of globalisation and encouraged man-

agement to have a very focused approach on customer 

service and productivity in every business and in every 

country in which Boral operates. Capital investments 

and acquisitions are all aimed at enhancing shareholder 

wealth through growth and developing competitive 

advantage. 
In the Company's long term interests, we have deter-

mined that around 75% or more of earnings should 

continue to be derived from Australia. In line with this 

strategy, we are continuing to develop our presence in 

North America, Europe and Asia as well as Australia 

and seek out opportunities for growth within those 

regions. At the present time, opportunities are arising 

for industry rationalistion and for acquisitions which 

will enhance the value of our existing assets. Since year 
end, we have continued to invest and I am pleased to 

summarise these latest developments in your Company. 

In Australia, we have been seeking opportunities to 

expand our timber operations in an environmentally 

sound way for some time. The decision by Pacific 
Dunlop to divest the Petersville Sleigh timber opera-

tions presented such an opportunity. The operations 

which we acquired comprise hardwood processing in 

northern NSW and Tasmania, softwood processing in 
southern NSW and hardwood woodchip exporting 

from Tasmania and the price paid values the assets of 
those operations at $158 million. As with Boral's exist-

ing operations, no timber is taken from rainforest areas 

and all logging is carried out to standards set by the 



State Forestry Commissions and within the limits of 

environmental impact statements and licences based on 

them. In short, we adopt the world's best practices to 
achieve sustainable yields of commercial timber whilst 

protecting the environment. In Tasmania, we maintain 

a substantial forestry research unit and nursery and we 

plant far more trees each year than we harvest. 

We have also further enhanced our windows busi-

ness by acquiring from Comalco the Wunderlich 

aluminium window and door businesses in NSW, 

Queensland and Tasmania. At the same time, Comalco 
have purchased our excess extrusion capacity in 

Sydney. Ma result, our South Australian extrusion and 

finishing plant will now be fully utilised to service the 
expanded window fabrication business. 

Growth through acquisition is, however, not pursued 

to the detriment of expenditure on our existing opera-
tions. In the western region of Sydney, a new $40 mil-

lion clay brickworks is expected to be completed in 

1993 and a $15 million concrete products plant is also 
being constructed to replace existing facilities. These 

two new facilities will ensure that we have the most 

flexible and lowest cost operations to underwrite our 

competitive advantage over the next decade. 

In Europe, we have acquired a modern concrete 

masonry plant near Manchester in England which will 

allow us to close down two older and smaller plants in 
the region. This rationalisation is complemented by the 

upgrading and expansion of another plant in Derbyshire 
which was commissioned recently. 

On the Continent, we have in recent weeks pur-

chased four sand and gravel quarries near Berlin, 



Recycling levy 
Pubk' 

A public meeting~
gle  
w s recently held by Lismore 

City Council to  public feedback about the 
introduction of $2.50 garbage levy to fund 
recycling. 
There was w despread publicity for the meeting 
in all form of the media, but the turn out was 
somewhat issappointing. Only 41 people actu-
ally atte ded the meeting, and of those only a 
few we 'recyclers'pr 'greenies'. 
Not su risingly, the issue oft 	e y was hot- 
ly de ated. It was interestin o no e that more 
peop e seemed concerned out po ntial chang-
es t their wheelie bins n they id to the intro-
du tion of the levy -, nd the eeting voted fa-
v urably for Co uqcil to apply o the government 
f r the levy to introduce 
I must admi s a represe ative of the environ- 

ent ce e I felt that w should have had more 
at this meecin o show council that their 

is strong community upport for the introduction 
of recycling. 
ASide from that 	decision to go with the levy 
shows the obvio s community support for recy-
cling in the ar . Whilst no decision has been 
made about ow Lismore will recycle - the 
Waste Man gement Ad ory ommittee 
(WIvIAC) wit continu o consider options and 
investigate po i •es. 
Other issues the WMAC has been orking on 
include composting, worms, chemical issues, 
isposabIe nappies and information exchanges. 
-or any more information about the committee 

ease feel free to contact me (sam) at the centre. 

Bôral : plundering our 
heritage and destroy- 

ing Aussie jobs 
*Boral Market Domination 

*Borals takeover of Duncans holdings has given Boral 
domination of the North Coast timber market. 
tBoral now controls 62% of sawlog quotas in Coffs Har-
bour forestry region & >80% in the neighbouring Port 
Macqüarie Region. 
*Boral controls 78% of the Grafton sawlog quota 

*Boral , a history of anti competitive 
practices 

The Royal commission into the NSW building industry 
concluded that Boral had engaged in anti competitive prac-
tices in two significant markets for building materials, Boral 
is now set to extend this monopolistic grip into a third sec-
tor. 
*Resource Security + Market Domination 

= Monopoly over public forest estate 
The NSW governments proposed resource security legisla-
tion combined with Borals timber monopoly would have 
the effect of permanently locking up the publics forests for 
the almost exclusive benefit of one multinational company, 
It has all the signs of being a 'sweetheart deal" between 
Boral and the NSW coalition government. 

NEFA refers Boral monopoly to Trade 
Practices Commission 

Nefa referred the matter to the Federal TPC which despite 
the clear evidence has failed to continue with investigating 
our complaint. Now its back to direct action and public edu-
cation. 

Boral , woodchipping our heritage 
Boral has a monopoly over export woodchipping on the 
North Coast. Woodchips account for more than half of 
Borals timber based profits, Boral converts more sawlog 
quality timbers to woodchips than any other miller on the 
North Coast. Woodchipping is a highly environmentally 
destructive, low employment generating and a low value 
added form of timber usage. 

Boral The Japanese connection 
Boral exports woodchips to Japan, and a significant portion 
of Boral is Japanese owned. 

Effects on employment 
Boral has not denied that it's takeoVer of Duncans will in-
volve "rationalisation' of mills. This means that mills will 
close and jobs will be lost. The Forest Products Association 
and Forest Protection Society are quick to fabricate job loss 
claims over environmental issues, but when it comes to a 
real threat to jobs from Boral it is left up to environmental-
ists to protect the jobs of Australian workers. Borals timber 
extraction sector is non unionised and is characterised by 
low pay long work hours and inadequate safety precau-
dons. 



I Worms worm worms I 
As you can see by the insert in this newsletter, 
the issue of worms will be hitting Lismore in a 
big way on October 27. 
Earthworms are used for a variety of reasons. 
Fishermen, gardeners and farmers use them, as 
well as enthusiastic home composters who value 
the 'vermicompost' they produce. The advantag-
es of earthworms in soils are manifold, particular-
ly in regards to improving soil fertility and break-
ing down organic matter. 
If your interest is to breed worms as a method of 
diverting all surplus organic materials you gener 
ate (often called household garbage) into a viable, 
safe plant nutrient, there are a number of factors 
to look for. 
Firstly you should look at how much kitchen 
waste you will generate in a week. This will give 
you an idea of how many worms you need and 
what the size of you bin should be. The number 
of worms initially required can be based on two 
factors: a) the average amount of food waste to 
be buried per day, and 2) the size of the bin. 
Since the size of you bin will be based on how 
much 'garbage' you expect to bury, the amount 
you will be burying is the crucial factor.A "worm 
garbage ratio" of 2: 1, based upon the initial 
weight of worms and the average daily amount of 
garbage to be buriedis suggested. 
Next you should decide which .worms to use to 
create your 'vermicompost'. Tiger worms and 
red worms are the most commonly used, and the 
most suitable to household compost. Both red 
and tiger worms are available from worm farms 
around the north coast. 
Once you have decided on these basics other con-
siderations necessary include locating the site, 
deciding upon the size and type of container to be 
used, and providing some bedding material. 
There are as many bed sizes, shapes and posi-
tions as one can imagine their circumstances dic-
tating. All designs need to consider drainage, 
moisture and temperature. A bed can be kept out-
side anywhere where it is protected from direct 
sun, frosts and preferabLy from rain. - 
Choosing a container is where a lot of the deci-
sion making and postulating takes place. There 
are several different alternatives - different sizes, 
shapes and so on. Contajners should be matched 
to the size of your propose4 operation. There are 
some especially designed containers on the mar-
ket, or you can make your own. 
The major task remaining is to set up your worm 
bin with appropriate bedding. A worm's body 
be moist in order for the worm to 'breathe'. Bed-
ding therefore should have a high water content. 
Cow and sheep manures are the best materials. 

CARRA! PLATEAU 
Appalling fauna management by 

Forestry Commission. 
The Eastern Quo!l was presumed extinct for twenty five 
years throughout mainland Australia until several reliable 
sightings in the past two years rekindled hope that a pop-
ulation may remain in the Carrai and Petroi plateau areas 
west of Kempsey. 

Ongoing logging operations in old growth forest on the 
Carrai Plateau are potentially destroying the last habitat of 
the Eastern QuotE, as well as a host of other endangered 
species. 
Two months ago NEFA activists successfully blockaded 
logging operations by Boral in the Carrai plateau. A bull-
dozer was captured and used as a bargaining chip until the 
Forestry Commission agreed to stop work. Eventually the 
Commission agreed to conduct surveys for the Eastern 
Quo!! and logging was stopped at least until October this 
year whilst surveys were conducted. 
The Commission inevitably conducted the most minimal 
surveys possible, failing to even employ the methodology 
recommended by their own wildlife consultants and re-

fusing to do night surveys or even wait for the result of 
hair tube analysis. Nevertheless the surveys did confirm 
the Carrai Plateau as an area of critical importance to a 
range of endangered species. 
On 8 October the Commission recommenced logging on 
the plateau in contravention of guidelines contained in the 
Fauna Licence issued in respect of the area.24 hr police 
protection was immediately applied to the site to prevent 
blockade estblishment. The Commission also moved two 
dozen into the area so that destruction could be completed 
as quickly as possible. Despite the police presence block-
aders successfully closed the road and stopped work for 
two days.Eventually after23 arrests and more police in 
the area, work recommenced. 
Late on Friday Oct 16 the Director of the NPWS moved 
to vary the conditions of the fauna licence to make the 
conditions more specific so they would be legally enfor -
cable. This has had the effect of stopping work by requir-
ing that the Commission undertake the required surveys 
for Yellow Bellied Gliders and Sooty Owls. 
The situation is now very much touch and go, with the 
NPWS under severe pressure from National Party cabinet 
ministers over the decision. 
NEFA is currently preparing an information package 
which reveals the extent of mismanagement in the Kemp-
sey area, in which the Forestry Commission has overesti-
mated timber resources for many years and even after dis-
covering their own error have failed to insist on quota 
reductions needed toachieve sustainable yield, 
NEFA is calling for a parliamentary inquiry into misman-
agement by the Forestry Commission and has referred the 
matter to the Ombudsmans office.Lack of resource in 
Kempsey was blamed on endangered fauna legislation 
during the debate over the Timber Industry (Interim Pro-
tection) Act earlier this year, it now appears the Forestry 
Commission misled the parliament on that occassion. 

2- 



MT ROYAL MANAGEMENT AREA, FORESTRY COMMISSION OF N. S. Ii. ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT 14'-
STATEMENT (€13) and FAUNA IMPACT STATEMENT (P13). 

SLJM111flV or' 0B3ECWIONS 
NOTE: Send objections to the EIS/FIS to the Forestry Commission, Locked Bag 23, 
Pennant Hills, NSW 2120, to be received byNovember 17th. Submissions should be 
clearly labelled Mount Ràyal EIS/FIS', and should demand that the Minister for 
Planning not allow the logging to proceed and the Director of National Parks and 
Wildlife Service should not issue Fauna Licences for the operations. The remaining 
Mt Royal old growth forests should be incorporated into the Barrington Tops National 
Park which adjoins. The Forestry Commission will forward copies of letters and 
submissions received to the Department of Planning and the NPWS. 

New legislation now' requires the Forestry Commission to prepare -a FIS regarding 
impacts on fauna of logging operations in order to obtain a-Fauna Licence from the 
NPWS with respect to proposed operations. The FIS is. included in the EIS. The €15 
and FIS are not independent studies, but are undertaken and prepared by the Forestry-
Commission themselves. Consequently they are not objective assessments of likely 
environmental impacts and they always conclude that the proposed logging-should 
proceed,. regardless of the evidence. The lack of honesty and objectivity and proper 
scientific rigour of these- assessments is -responsible for their most basic errors 
and deficiencies, and is a major basis of objection to the €18 and the FIS. 

The LIS and P15 state-that the lack of pie-logging data, including even adequate 
data on past logging methods, and "substantial differences between major 
environmental features'of previously- logged and unlogged areas" in the Management 
Area, •eans that it is not possible to assess the i.pactà of the proposed operations 
on flora or •fauna. In other words, the EIS and P13 admit there is insufficient data 
to support their conclusions that impacts of the proposed operations are not likely 
to be significant!  

The EIS misrepresents the proposed operations as "selective logging",, and does 
not- discuss or attempt to assess the impacts of the proposed intensive, integrated 
sawlog/puiplog harvesting. Consequently, insofar as impacts of 'logging operations 
are considered' in the €15, the assessment and conclusions do not apply to the 
proposed operations. 	- 	- 	- . 	 .. 	 - 

Apparent errors and anomolies in the site selection upon which the flora and 
fauna survey plots were based cause the difference between the comparative value as 
fauna habitat of logged and unlogged forest in the area to be significantly.-' 
understated. Consequently conclusions drawn in the €15 and P15 concerning the likely 
impacts of logging on-certain species of- fauna, most notably arboreal mammals, are 
unsound. This is perhaps the. most fundamental source of error in the. survey. 
methodology, which invalidateà conclusions drawn in the P15 and the EIS. 

Even without correcting for these errors, the Fauna Survey. Census found that BOX 
of the Yellow-bellied Gliders, all the Koalas, 60% of the Greater Gliders and 80% of 
the Brushtail Possums recorded in the survey were in the unlogged forest plotsi 
Consequently the finding of the €15 that logging impacts arenot likely to be 
significant is not even consistent with the data in the fauna survey with regard to 
thesespecies. 	- --. 	. 	, - t 	, 	 . 

If this is so it would appear that the impacts of logging on other Species, such 
as Owls, is also likely to be significant. - 

The €15 and the FIS make a' number of false and .isleading clai.s about measures 
proposed to conserve flora and fauna: - 	 - 	 - 

the EIS -suggests a significant area has been excluded from logging, as part of 
special "safeguard measures" to conserve species. In fact the difference between the 
area-excluded from harvesting by the routine prescriptions in the Management Plan 
and the area now proposed to.bé excluded is negligible.. 

the "reserves" are in fact temporary Preferred Management Priority 
classifications which do not provide the -legal protection afforded, for example, to 
Flora Reserves. It is -misleading to call them 'fauna reserves". 	 - 

the "safeguard measures" are clearly and demonstrably inadequate to conserve 
species of fauna. The "reserves" are absurdly small and the "corridors" are merely 
rainforest filter strips .unsuitable for -many species - it is misleading 'to 
call them "wildlife corridors". 	 - 	- 



'I 

the £15 omits to state explicitly that logging is permitted in filter strips; 
since much emphasis is placed on.the value of these strips as refuge and corridor, 
this is a significant andmisleading omission. 

the Fauna Impact Statement (FIS) is unjustifiably complacent about likely 
logging impacts and routinely draws inadequately supported conclusions -. for 
example: "Food resources-for this species (Glossy Black Cockatoo) are expected to be 
either unchanged or enhanced by logging"; "the mosaic of logged and unlogged areas 
and reserved areas should ensure its (Tiger Quoll's) survival t1 ; " the-development of 
a grassy understorey under a more open canopywould be expected to' favour this 
species (Rufous Bettong); "In the long term, disturbance due to logging and fire is 
thought to increase habitat for grazers and browsers by increasing the productivity 
of the understorey layer. After logging, as thicker -regrowth replaces grassy 
undertorey, a number of grazers such as Red-necked Wallabies may decline relative to 
browsers, such as Swamp Wallabies"; "The fact that it-is found in logged areas 
suggests that forestry pratices may not place (Hastings River Mouse) at risk. Its 
preferred habitat, near creek banks, will not be disturbed by logging machinery;" 
"The, Mount Royal area has, been subject to the same fire regime as is scheduled by 
the'Forestry Commission for at least 100 years. Therefore, the -impact of prescribed 
burning in the area is thought to be small"; "nO species will be eliminated or 
severelyreduced in populaton size over the entire area. . and-where there is an - 
indication that resources from uold trees are required,-i management plans have been-
formulated to retain these resources;" "in conjunction with nearby reserves, the 
overall effect of forestry operations will not result- in permanent-reduction in the 
distribution' of any endangered wildlife species." 	- 

(f -) There is insufficient evidence presented to support these conclusions; material 
'presented is -inconsistent (for example, it is asserted that logging, will produce a 

- grassy understorey, then that it will lead to the replacement-of grassyunderstorey 
by 'thibker regrowth); and research studies of the impacts of logging on fauna 	- 
contradict these conclusions. The FIB is-, quite simply, a-dishonest and biassed 
- attempt to justify logging. 	- 	 - 

- 	-,- 	
.'• 	 t! 	- 

• 8. The £18 -claim that standard erosion mitigation prescriptions will ameliorate 
impacts on erosion and water quality is not supported by evidence and it would 
appear that such impacts have been and will be highly significant. - 

The impacts of frequent burning and grazing are not adequately assessed; studies 
and other evidence suggest the impacts-of these to be significant. 

The EIS does not attempt to address the cumulative impacts of successive cutting 
cycles, and therefore is inadequate as an assessment of likely medium to long-term 
environmental impacts.  

Only two-studies using pre- and post-logging survey datahave been undertaken to 
assess the impacts -  of -logging in NSW foreàts. Both studies -  found significant 

- impacts, and consequently the £18 makes no reference whatsover to theAe studies. 
Since the major purpose of the £15 -  is to assess environmental impacts, this is a 
major deficiency. 	- 	 - 

A growing body of literature exists reporting studies into i.pacts of logging 
operations and aspects of management such as burning and grazing' on forest 
ecosystems, flora and especially fauna. There is scarcely a-studyfrom this 

- literature reporting adverse  impacts cited in' the -EIS. -Most' are not mentioned at 
all, or even cited in the EIS Bibliography or the FIB references. This is further 
evidence of lack of objectivity and proper scientific -diligence. 

For further information write or phone: North East Forest Alliance, Hunter Region 
P.O. Box 9 Singleton 2330-; Phone-: (065) 77.3105 Donations towards legal and campaign 
expenses are needed and much appreciated; - 	 , - 	 - 
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MISMANAGEMENT OF HUNTER REGION STATE FORESTS. 

• 	SUSTAINED YIELD 
In 1981 the then NSW Commissioner for Forests Dr Gentle told senior 

Commission officers: 
"The statistics that come out of the Management Planning Division indicate 
without a doubt that our big management areas are being over-cut... What you 
should be doing on the quota side is definitely to pull things back towards 
the sustained yield principle which is really the corner-stone of all forestry 
at the field management level." (Public Accounts Committee Report, Dec.1990). 
Nevertheless overcutting continued throughout the eighties, as conceded by 
then Minister Ian Causely in 1989. The PAC Committee noted "the Commission's 
continuing failure in 1990 to fully address the need to reduce quotas. In the 
Committee's view, the entire issue of sustainability and the future of the 
native forest resource raises very grave doubts about the Commission's ability 
to plan for the future". (PAC, 1990) .... 

The Commission routinely overcut native forests in operations showing a 
net financial loss. Currently whilst the Commission talks about "ecological 
sustainability" and a"sustainable yield strategy", forests are stiil being 
cut at grossly unsustainable levels, and at a loss. The policy seems to be to 
keep quotas high and cut the old growth as fast as possible, and then reduce 
quotas towards more sustainable levels from the regrowth. 

MOUNT ROYAL MANAGEMENT AREA 
The Mount Royal State Forest has been subjected to gross mismanagement by 

the Forestry Commission in past decades. The Commission's own regulations and 
guidelines requires: (Quotes are from the Mount Royal Management Plan 1988) 

* harvesting yield from forests to be "adjusted to the sustainable capacity of 
the forest" and operations shall minimise damage to the forest environment; 
and filter strips along watercourses and sensitive exclusion areas to be 
observed and erosion mitgation measures implemented; 

* that the forest resource be studied and inventoried for its values and 
characteristics and operations conducted in such manner as to "retain the 
range of forest types and their ecological viability"; and to "maintain a 
diverse habitat for viable populations of indigenous wildlife"; 

*.the Commission to "maintain any significant or rare ecological, floral, 
faunal or other scientific values"; and to "retain trees of value for 
wildlife habitat" and establish reserves to conserve representative samples of 
flora and plots to monitor growth rates; 

* that measures be taken to "minimise the loss of forest values resulting from 
wildfire" and "conserve catchment values", and to monitor harvesting 
operations and market forest products to "maximise financial return to the 
State" and ensure "harvesting for the highest economic use"; and to "retain a 
scenic forest environment". Rainforests are to be conserved, harvesting being 
restricted to "mature trees for specialty use, at an intensity low enough to 
maintain canopy and rainforest structure and composition". 

The Commission is also required to maintain regular records, such as 
harvesting plans and logging history maps, compartment history maps, fire 
plans, management plans, annual management and financial reports. 

In all these respects, without exception, the Commission has failed to 
fulfill its obligations in its management of public forests in the Mount Royal 
area, as in most other management areas. 



Prior to legal action by NEFA in 1990 to compel the Commission to comply 
with the law regarding preparation of an Environmental Impact Statement, the 
Commission had not surveyed the flora and fauna of Mount Royal State Forest, 
assessed habitat requirements, or displayed any regard for forest values other 
than timber resources. There are no forest preservation reserves in the M.A. 
There were no fauna or flora inventories apart from the Commission's 
classification of broad forest types; consequently knowledge of the forest 
environment being subjected to such massive impacts was scant. Operations 
proceeded without regard for known likely effects of overcutting on wildlife 
habitat, species composition and diversity, effects on soil (including 
compaction, erosion, loss of structure, nutrient levels and increased 
temperature); turbidity and sedimentation of streams. Prescriptions such as 20 
metre filter strips (within which selective logging is permitted practice), 
erosion mitigation measures, retention of habitat trees and "50% canopy 
retention" were applied, if at all, without assessment of their effectiveness 
and despite criticism by experts. Often even these inadequate prescriptions 
were ignored and supervision of operations was minimal or non-existent. Areas 
of rainforest were destroyed by roading, logging and burning to be replaced by 
regeneration of commercially favoured species. The forest has been subjected 
to decades of grazing and frequent burning with no assessment of the effects 
of these practices. 

Harvesting yields from the Mt Royal Management Area (MA) during the 
thirty-year period from 1950 to 1980 averaged 50,000 cubic metres per decade - 
5000 annually. In January 1985 the quota mill closed down, and by 1988 annual 
yield had fallen virtually to nil. 

Commission operations for the period 1982 to 1988 showed a loss, despite 
considerable subsidies from the public purse. Financial records for the period 
1988 to 1992 have not yet been made available, but would show a significant 
loss, without including the value of subsidies. 

Records and monitoring of operations in the M.A. have been woefully 
inadequate or non-existent over these decades. There was no Management Plan in 
existence over the period when most harvesting took place (the first draft was 
prepared in 1984, and the Plan was not finalised until 1988), supervision and 
monitoring were inadequate, records were lamentable. A perusal of annual 
management reports for the eighties reveals continuing deficiencies. Commenting 
on the lack of harvesting plans and controls, the report for 1985-86 states: 
"The Mount Royal Management Area is a difficult area to afford adequate 
supervision considering its distant location within the district." 

The same Report states that: 
"Compartment histories have not been adequately maintained. Permanent Growth 
Plots have suffered as a result of staff transfers. No measuring or 
maintenance in established PGPs took place in 1983-4 or 1984-5. During 1985-6 
no measuring or maintenance or establishment of POPs occurred. Priority has 
been given to Cessnock LA." 

Reports for 1986-87 and 1987-88, 88-89, 89-90 repeat that compartment 
histories have not been maintained and no work done on Permanent Growth Plots. 
Despite very little activity in the M.A. the Report for 1988-89 says of growth 
information: "Lack of time and resources prevented any work being undertaken". 

The Reports for the past three financial years (dated in August, August 
and January the following year respectively) state that "a financial report 
will be provided at a later date". 



NO MORE LOGS 
The Mt Royal Management Plan says that: 

"In the 47 years to 1988 total production has been 200,000 cubic metres net 
including 190,000 of hardwood sawlogs, at an average rate of 4,266 cubic 
metres net per annum including 4,035 cubic metres hardwood sawlogs." 
In the 30 years from 1950 to 1980 total production was 150,000 cubic metres, 
and in the sixties annual production averaged 5,700 cubic metres. The result 
of this overcutting is that the only mature sawlogs available for harvesting 
in the M.A. until about year 2040 are in the 654 hectares (net productive 
areaS) of old growth currently in dispute, of which 532 ha are in the Davis 
Creek Section. This is all the old growth remaining in the M.A., and at the 
conclusion of the proposed cutting cycle in the old growth, about year 2002, 
there will be no mature sawlogs until 2040. It is obvious then that harvesting 
has been well above sustainable levels. 

The position is even worse, however, since there is a shortfall in 
availability even of small sawlogs from thinning, as the Management Plan 
explains: 

"There are no appreciable quantities of advanced regrowth trees now in the 40-
100cm dbhob size ranges. Regeneration stands of sizes generally well below 
40cm dbhob are present on some 940 ha logged and culled since 1963 and could 
not be expected to develop sufficiently to sustain a commercial thinning for 
small sawlogs for at least 10 years, i.e. until about year 2000. A further 
1,400 ha has been completely logged and regeneration is well-developed, but at 
least 20 years away from development to a sufficient size to sustain 
commercial thinning for small sawlogs, assuming average tree increment to be 
less than 2cm dbhob per year, i.e. not available until about year 2010. A 
further 40 years is expected to be required for these stands to reach 
harvestable maturity for mature sawlogs, i.e. years 2040 (940 ha) and 2050 
(1,400 ha)." 

The Management Plan then looks at the longer term prospects and estimates 
that after this period of shortage to year 2040, the 4,400 ha available for 
long-term production should "give a sustained yield of quota sawlogs of 
something in the order of 2,000 to 2,500 cubic metres per annum." This is 
based, as with other estimates in the Plan, on yield figures obtained in 
Chichester Management Area. 

Worth noting also is discussion in several Annual Management Reports for 
the Chichester M.A. of an option to use the remaining old growth in Mt Royal 
M.A. to alleviate the critical shortage of sawlogs in the overcut Chichester 
forests. 

CHICHESTER MANAGEMENT AREA 
In a 1982 Report on the Chichester Management Plan, Paul Scobie wrote: 

"The Dungog region has been, and is being, heavily overcut with a serious 
decline in sawlog availability. The Timber Industry's own planning conference, 
Forward, estimated in 1974 that sawlog availability in the Dungog region 
would decline 75% (135,0000) in the 25 years between 1975 and 2000. (Forward 
Panel Report 2, p.50) ... 

It is clear from the Plan that a hiatus is expected 
in sawlog supply from the area and the Forestry Commission figures show sawlog 
availability will decline to almost nothing by 2023... 

"The volume of timber available from Chichester forests was re-assessed in 
1975/76 and it was determined that the sustained yield quota for sawlogs was 
15,800m3 net per annum. (Plan, p.25). From 1975 to 1980 the Commission allowed 



sawlog yields to increase 45%, in full knowledge that the quota was 36% above 
sustained yield levels, and ex-quota cut was 28% on top of this irresponsibly 
high quota. The Plan states (p.24): 

The critical consideration, however, is that sufficient area of regrowth 
stands will NOT have reached maturity by the time the cutting cycle is 
completed about 2023/24. (My emphasis) ... 

The Chichester Management Plan states (p.41): 
Harvesting of hardwood forest shall aim at the sale of ALL trees 
considered to be merchantable." 

This very heavy logging of the 90% of the hardwood forests for sawlogs amounts 
to clearfelling when integrated sawlog/pulpwood logging takes place. The Plan 
states harvesting of pulpwood may include: 

trees of any species, size or maturity encountered in timber harvesting 
operations already described in this plan, which are judged to have no 
present or potential value as sawlogs, poles or piles. (p.43). (Paul 

Scobie 1982.) 
Scobie in 1982 saw that 
"The clear intention of the NSW Forestry Commission is to develop an integrated 
sawlog/pulpwood operation in this area, as stated on page 20: 

The virgin forest areas of the ChichesterManagement Area cotitain a 
significant component of overmature, highly defective stems which are 
totally unsuitable for sawmilling purposes. Following logging much of 
this material is currently wasted in silvicultural practices such as 
culling and clearing and consequently would be available profitably 
to help support a woodchip project without prejudicing sawmill 
industry committments.. 

These logging practices are so intensive that forest values other than wood 
production receive only token consideration." (Paul Scobie, 1982) 

And indeed integrated logging was introduced in 1983/84, and the 
following year "saw full integration of sawlog and pulpwood operations being 
achieved" (Annual Report). Sales of pulpwood, chiefly to Sawmiller's Exports 
P/L, totalled over 800,000 tonnes during 1983/84 to 1987/88. 

The move to integrated sawlog/pulpwood harvesting in Chichester has 
brought an acceleration of the loss of oldgrowth forest and a significant 
increase in environmental impact. 

Yield analysis of completed compartments shows that between 1976 and 1983 
9,604 m3 was cut from 5 recut compartments and 49,065 m3 from 11 virgin 
compartments. In 1983/84 23,258 m3 of the year's total of 24,337 m3 of quota 
sawlogs were cut from 298 ha of virgin forests. More recent Management Reports 
do not give proportions of recut to virgin compartments logged. 

The Annual Report for 1982/83 stated that: 
Previous Management reports have expressed some concern with the 1980 Plan's 

requirement to maintan a suitable overall mix of virgin and previously logged 
areas. The 1975/76 assessment recognised a resource of 110,000m3 gross of 
previously logged areas generally available for relogging. The 1982 assessment 
estimated there was 25,000m3 of this resource available at the commencement of 
1982/83." 

In that year (1982/83) 52% of the of the area logged was virgin forest, 
yielding 16911m3 net from 217 ha as against 4460m3 net from 200 ha of 
previously logged forest. 

Throughout the eighties the sawlog quota remained at about double the 
sustainable figure, so that by 1988 assessed yield indicated that "if the 



balance is to last until 2039, quota would be 5,818m3 per annum from 1990, 
i.e. 27.1% of current quota" (Annual Report). As the District Forester said in 
his bitter Report for 1986/87, "the future holds no ray of hope". Nevertheless 
the quota remained unchanged for 1988/89. Instead of reducing quotas, various 
proposals including taking supplies from neighbouring Gloucester & Mount Royal 
Management Areas, even more intensive integrated logging, and greater 
concentration of logging in virgin areas, were considered. 

Despite continued high volumes and increases of 44 - 48% in royalties in 
1983/84, the Management Area lost $717,909 for the four-year period 1982/83 to 
1985/86, the only period for which this writer has figures - an average of 
about $180,000 per annum. (This net loss figure does not include the asset 
write-off resulting from the Rainforest Decision). 

The Chichester Management Plan was due for revision in 1985, extended to 
1988, and the new Plan has still not been published. 

GLOUCESTER MANAGEMENT AREA. 
A similar situation has existed in Gloucester M.A., which includes 

Barrington Tops and Stewarts Brook State Forests. Net  average sawlog 
production between 1977 and 1984 was 28;884 cubic metres per annum, whereas 
the sustainable yield figure is 10,000 cubic metres. In addition to this there 
was a further average net ex-quota cut of 8,566 cubic metres per annum. Thus 
sawlog production from the M.A. has been many times the sustainable yield. The 
Management Plan (1984) states that "Sustainable yield could not be expected to 
be available until towards the end of next century (2070-2090). (p.41) 

The Forestry Commission admits that harvesting at this level can only 
continue until 2005, but the current Gloucester Management Plan (1984) makes 
no definite plans to reduce production to a sustainable level, and yields were 
not significantly reduced until 1990/91, and remain well above the sustainable 
level. 

The Commission has continued a policy of grossly unsustainable logging in 
this Management Area. In 1986/87 quota sawlog yield was 22,838 cubic metres 
net; in that year Allen Taylor & Company agreed to accept a quota cut-back 
from 19,380 cubic metres to 16,000 cubic metres, with further reductions 
planned. The Commission rejected this. In his Annual Report the District 
Forester commented: "This District is at a loss to why the offer was rejected 
by Head Office and why further opportunities (for reductions) have gone by the 
way." In 1987/88 total quota was 22,000 cubic metres, and the Annual Report 
for the year states that "In order to achieve a yield towards sustainable 
(10,000 cubic metres p.a. net) annual quotas will need to be reduced 
substantially, from 1989 onwards. This fact is accepted by local industrt and 
it is expected the 1989 quotas will be ... 14,200 net... It can be seen that 
to eke out the remaining resource until 2020 (when regrowth will contribute 
about 50% of yield) an annual cut of about 11,300 cubic metres is required 
from 1989 onward." 

Despite this, current figures from the Gloucester Office indicate that 
approximately 24,500 cubic metres of sawlogs and about 20,000 cubic metres of 
other logs were cut last year (1991-92); the Commission says this is about 
half the previous levels (District Office pers. comm.) - although the figures 
indicate otherwise. 

Current Management Accounts for the Management Area have not been made 
available to date; the Accounts for 1986/87 and 1987/88 show losses of 
$218,000 and $172,000 respectively. The Report for 1988 says that a dramatic 
increase in Head Office overheads contributed significantly to the result. 

- Barrie Griffiths, September 1992. 



ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENTS ON EXHIBITION FOR PUBLIC COMMENT 

Remnant old growth forests in Mt Royal, Gloucester and Chichester State 
Forests are all scheduled for logging in the near future. Roading and logging 
operations in many old growth areas of north-eastern N.S.W. were halted 
following legal actions by the North East Forest Alliance to compel the 
Commission to undertake Environmental Impact Statements (EIS) as required by 
law. The first of these EIS5 have now been published, for Wingham and Mt Royal 
Management Areas, with EISs for Dorrigo and Glen Innes due later this month 
and those for Gloucester and Chichester next year. 

Surveys undertaken in Mt Royal and Wingham Management Areas for the 
Environmental Impact Statements just published reveal highly significant fauna 
and flora species and associations and confirm assessments undertaken by the 
North East Forest Alliance (NEFA) in 1989 which concluded the remnant old 
growth forests in these areas should be given high priority for conservation 
reserve status. 

The EIS5 however argues that proposed logging operations will have minimal 
impact on the environments and should proceed. 

This is an outrageous and dishonest conclusion. Our knowledge of forest 
ecology and species' habitat requirements is limited, but studies of the 
effects of logging operations, particularly the intensive integrated 
harvesting operations proposed for these old growth forests, confirm 
commonsense expectations of serious effects on flora and fauna and fundamental 
transformation of the forest environment by such operations. 

These EISs ignore the results of such studies; moreover, they even 
decline to consider the relevance of studies undertaken by Forestry Commission 
Wildlife Reseach Officers which remained suppressed as unpublished internal 
Commission documents until obtained by NEFA in the course of the Chaelundi 
court hearings. These highly relevant studies are not mentioned in these 
EISa and do not appear at all in the listed references. In addition, the LISs 
and the Fauna Impact Statements distort the results of the Fauna and Flora 
Surveys upon which their assessments are supposed to be based, and deliberate 
deficiencies and blatantly misleading errors further invalidate the Surveys 
themselves. 

NEFA urges all who are concerned about the threatened loss of the few 
areas of quality old growth remaining in NSW and the many vulnerable and rare 
species dependent upon them, to lodge objections to these disgraceful EIS5. 
Closing date for responses to the Wingham EIS is October 26th and for Mt 
Royal, November 17th. 

GROUNI)S FOR OBJECflON: THE MT ROYAL EIS 

FLORA 
The Surveys reveal an astonishing variety within the small area of Old 

Growth in the Davis and Cross Creeks section of the State Forest. Within an 
area of 993 hectares, an altitudinal range from 600 to 1400 metres and 
differences in soil and aspect and other factors not well understood because 
of our inadequate knowledge of natural ecosystems, produce a range of 
communities from the rare dry old growth through untouched moist sclerophyll 
forests to pristine cool temperate, temperate, gallery and subtropical 
rainforests and pure stands of antarctic beech (at its southern and western 
limit. ) High diversity of flora and fauna at Mt Royal is a direct and obvious 
consequence of the presence of these remnant unlogged areas. Logging 
simplifies floristic structure and consequently potentially fauna also, with 
risk of local loss of entire species and a decline in number of some species. 



Other factors associated with logging and forestry management are also 
known to have major impacts on many species of flora and fauna - for example, 
cattle grazing, post logging top disposal burning, frequent fuel reduction 
burns and broadscale burns, roads and snigging tracks. 

The EIS fails to adequately assess these impacts on the unique flora of 
the area. 

The survey found rare flora species and associations including old growth 
dry sclerophyll Eucalyptus canaliculata (a Grey Gum) with Eucalyptus 
eugenoides association with extremely limited occurrence, preferred habitat 
for the Yellow-bellied Glider. The Flora Survey notes a number of other forest 
associations regarded by Benson (1989) as inadequately conserved. 

The proposed temporary reservation of an area of Eucalyptus canaliculata 
pending consideration of its conservation status is quite inadequate. No doubt 
the Commission intends to find a stand in unloggable country elsewhere to 
declare as Flora Reserve, and proceed to log the high quality Mt Royal area. 

FAUNA 
* The EIS claims various "safeguard measures" will protect fauna from the 
impacts of logging. In fact these measures are little more than the Forestry 
Commission's standard prescriptions providing for filter strips and erosion 
mitigation measures and excluding very steep country from logging. These 
measures have been criticised by experts including the Commission's own 
Research Officers as quite inadequate, and have been found so in Court 
judgements. 

* The so-called "fauna reserves" are not really reserves and may be logged. 

* The Yellow-bellied Glider "reserve" of about 40 ha is laughable considering 
a home range of about 30 - 60 ha per family group (up to 4 or 5 individuals). 

* The Koala "reserve" falls mostly within steep country excluded from logging 
for that reason by routine prescription . No Koalas were found within this 
proposed reserve, nor in the adjacent plot 1211. 

* The so-called "wildlife corridors" are simply the old "filter strips" 
within which logging (but not machinery movement) is permitted; and major 
road crossings create large gaps in these "corridors". 

* The moist gully filter strips are inadequate, refuges for many. species and 
may be inadequate to maintain populations of others. 

* The "corridors" are predominately rainforest habitat unsuitable for most 
arboreal mammals. There are no corridors for non-rainforest species. 

* It is significant that the claim in the EIS that "the fact that (Hastings 
River Mouse) is found in logged areas suggests that forestry practices may not 
place it at risk. Its preferred habitat, near creek banks, will not be 
disturbed by logging machinery" is dishonest nonsense. Only one individual was 
found (Read found S at Mt Royal in 1985). The largest known community of 
20 individuals in Forestland State Forest was wiped out by Forestry ativities. 
Although little is known about this species, which has been found in differing 
habitats, present knowledge suggest it is not correct to say its preferred 
habitat is near creek banks: Read's Report suggests its preferred habitat is 
near soaks, seepage areas and perched swamps away from streams. 

* The fauna survey included as logged a plot which is essentially unlogged 



having been very lightly and illegally logged abut 40 years ago, such that it 
is old growth in character. Furthermore, this plot is the only moist 
plot among those classed as "logged" which is completely surrounded by 
unlogged forest habitat - the 900 hectares of the Davis Creek Section 
adjoining the National Park. Over three times the number of arboreal 
marsupials were found on this plot than on other logged moist sites. Other 
plots were also misclassified. 

* The relevant comparison is that between plots within substantially 
undisturbed (old growth) forest and plots within regrowth forest. The combined 
effect of these plot misclassifications is to very significantly understate 
the effect of logging on fauna populations, especially Gliders. This 
invalidates the £15 conclusions regarding impacts, and reveals the bias and 
dishonesty of the document. 

* Even without correcting for these errors, the Fauna Survey found that 80% 
of the Yellow-bellied Gliders recorded in the study plots were in unlogged 
forest; and that all the Koalas, 60% of the Greater Gliders and 80% of the 
Brushtail Possums were in unlogged forest, which according to the EIS data is 
only 13% of the Management Area. Moreover, the logged plots in the Survey were 
harvested more than 20 years ago, and although heavily logged were not 
subjected to the integrated sawlog/pulplog operations proposed for these old 
growth areas. Consequently it is likely that these previously logged areas 
would support somewhat higher populations of arboreal mammals than areas to be 
intensively logged in future integrated logging operations, especially since 
there are old growth areas nearby. With the loss of this old growth habitat 
populations of a number of species could be expected to decline. 

* No fauna plots were located anywhere in the region of upper Cross Creek, 
containing a 17 ha stand of Antarctic Beech and an area of secondary cool 
temperate rainforest with massive Messmate overstorey. This area is very steep 
the soil type unstable. The Fauna Survey did not sample this area because it 
was too steep to gain access; yet the proposed road goes right up there, 
crosses the creek a second time and returns back along the other side. There 
is no sampling of this environment, or assessment of impacts there, which will 
clearly be massive. 

The Mt Royal Management area is small, and the unlogged Davis Creek 
Section is only 993 hectares. Yellow-bellied Gliders have a home range of 30-
60 hectares per family group of up to 5 individuals, pairs of Sooty Owls 
require about 500 ha, pairs of Powerful Owls about 1000 ha. These and other 
species require unlogged, old growth forest, but have different habitat 
requirements - some prefer rainforest and moist gullies, some dry old 
eucalytpt forest etc. It is nonsense for the £15 to suggest that knarrow filter 
strips and a couple of small bogus "reserves" will preserve populations and 
species of rare fauna in this area. 

SOIL EROSION 
The new road in the unlogged Davis Creek Section traverses steep slopes 

through two higly erodable soil types: tertiary basalt-derived dark red-brown 
Krasnozems and skeletal loams with yellow Solodic soils on midslopes and red 
Soloths on mid to lower slopes. The £15 notes that the Soil Conservation 
Service classifies the Krasnozems as "having high to very high erosion 
hazard"; and classifies the skeletal loams' erosion hazard as "high on upper 
slopes and very high on midslopes." The new road has caused very severe 
slumping on midslope sections, as the ElS admits, and even more severe damage 
could be expected from the proposed continuation of the road beyond Cross 
Creek. 

p 

The claim in the EIS that the Standard Erosion Mitigation Conditions will 



provide an adequate safeguard in such extremely and demonstrably susceptible 
locations is pathetic, and illustrates the disregard shown in the EIS to 
important considerations of catchment values and water quality. 

TOURI SM 
The insensitivity to likely impacts on flora and fauna is evident also in 

the EIS recommendation that tourist cabins be located on the edge of the 
Yellow-bellied Glider "reserve" and adjacent to the stand of Antarctic Beech 
and the cool temperate rainforest. The £15 states that: "There would appear to 
be an existing demand for accommodation in the forest, particularly given the 
high bookings at the Barrington Tops Guest House.." 

IMPACTS NOT ASSESSED 
The Flora Survey states that: "Although both logged and un-logged stands 

were sampled, it was very difficult to assess logging impact... It is thus 
difficult to relate impact of past logging to that of planned logging." 

Similarly The Fauna Impact statement admits that it is a limitation of 
the survey that the logged and unlogged lots were in different catchments, and 
adds: 

"This means that the effects of logging (on the distribution and abundance of 
fauna) coud not be separated from the effects of natural differences between 
the Davis Creek and Carrow Brook/Fal Brook catchments, such as soil type." 

In other words, this EIS has not assessed the likely impacts of the 
proposed logging operations! It has merely repeated ad nauseum, that these 
impacts will not be significant, on totally inadequate grounds, as its own 
data shows. 

Moreover, the EIS repeatedly misrepresents the proposed operations 
(integrated sawlog/pulplog harvesting) as "selective logging" and "logging at 
no greater intensity than previously't; the EIS does not assess the likely 
impacts of intensive integrated operations, and can therefore be again 
challenged as not assessing the impacts of the proposed operations. 

. WINGHAM EIS 

The Wingham £15 is dishonest in the same manner. Of the proposed 
"Conservation Reserves" in the Wingham Management Area, 75.2% of the area of 
these is inaccessible because of steep slopes and therefore presumably of "low 
site quality". Moreover, only 6.2% (400 ha) is Flora Reserve (already 
existing), the remaining 93.8% being PMP 1.3 (Preserved Native Forest) and 
therefore not really conservation reserves at all. The £18 says theSe will be 
"assessed over time to determine which areas should be gazetted as Flora 
Reserves". There is no commitment to permanent reserves in addition to the 
existing Flora Reserves of only 400 ha; PMP 1.3 classification can be altered 
by the Commission at any time and the area logged - it does not provide legal 
protection. 

Similarly the Wingham Fauna Impact Statement (FIS) implies the proposed 
operations are "selective logging". This is not true - the Wingham Plan of 
Management and the ElS itself are explicit that the operations will be 
intensive integrated sawlog/pulpwood operations. 

The Wingham F.I.S. also says that "it is clear that there is increasing 
evidence of protected (and endangered) fauna being able to survive within a 
selectively logged forest." 

With such low numbers, the concern is the survival of species in the 
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area. For example, only one Yellow-bellied Glider was seen in a total of 105 
km of road transects, and 5 were heard calling in gullies. It would therefore 
seem reasonable to conclude that this species may be at risk in the area, 
rather than to conclude that one sighting is evidence of its survival. Most 
importantly, this conclusion begs the question of the impacts resulting from 
integrated logging operations as opposed to 'selective logging'. 

Most of the studies carried out for the Wingham EIS were in areas not 
logged recently and therefore not logged 'intensively' - only 4 out of 45 
plots were in areas described as "high intensity logging -1977 to 1987". 
However, this category disappears in discussions of relative population 
abundance and species richness and comparisons of logged and unlogged forest. 
Consequently, once again the Survey is misleading and the conclusions invalid. 

Send objections to: 

* The Director, National Parks and Wildlife Service, demanding that the Service 
refuse to issue Fauna Licences to the Forestry Commission for operations in 
old growth forests in Mt Royal and Wingham Management Areas. 

* The Director, Department of Planning, 175 Liverpool St Sydney 2000. 

List your objections to the EISs in a letter including your personal reasons 
for valuing old growth forests and calling for remaining old growth areas to 
be incorporated into conservation reserves. 

* Write also to Bob Carr, demanding that the Opposition join the Independent,. 
in unqualified opposition to the Government's Natural Resources Package of • -, 
legislation, due to be introduced next month. 

You could also write to newspaper letters editors and contact radio stations 
and politicians. Any donations towards legal and campaign costs would be most 
appreciated. 

For further information write sending 5 postage stamps (for photocopying) to: 
North East Forest Alliance, Hunter Region 
P.O. Box 9 singleton 2330 
phone (065) 77.3105 

1 
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THE WAY FORWARD 

RESOLVING FOREST CONFLICT IN NORTHERN NEW SOUTH WALES. 

	

Draft Strategy 	 . 

1.2 THE STRATEGY 

The intention is to. use the best information realistically 
attainable to design conservation and timber reserve system for 
north-eastern NSW. It is envisioned that three forest tenures 
will be identified: conservation reserves, multiple-use forest 
and timber reserves. The intention is to have this done in an 
open scientific process with allowance for public scrutiny and 
consideration of all the options and full awareness of any trade 
of fs. The outcome would be to delineate the requirements for an 
adequate conservation reserve system and provide the timber 
industry with resource security. . .. 

The primary aims of this strategy are to: 

remedy major 'deficiencies in' knowledge necessary to 
design an adequate reserve system; 

use scientific criteria to design a reserve system 
capable of sustaining all the fotests ptesent'natural and 
cultural values into our uncertain future: 

identify regrowth forests and plantations..reguired to 
provide adequate timber.voluthes to industry in the long 
term, with intensive management; 

allow local input into deciding the most appropriate 
regional timber industry and seek Government assistance to 

	

facilitate industry restructuring;. 	. 

use transparent open processes with allowance for public 
participation at both the national and local levels;, 

develop a reactive system that can be refined as more 
information becomes available or circumstances change 

It is recognised that because of the abysmal ignorance of forest 
wildlife, ecosystem functioning, management impacts and forest 
productivity that a reasonable approximation of an adequate 
reserve system can only be identifiedwith the irgency required, 
if both the State and Federal Governments provide significant 
resources. Even then it muatbe recognised that research and 
monitoring will have to be ongoing and the reserves regularly 
reviewed. 

• To minimise irreversible consequences of decisions made in 
ignorance it is essential to adopt the precautionary principle 
and be conservative when making decisions that threaten regional 
bioiversity. . • .. ., . 
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For convenience the boundaries adopted forNoflh-eastern NSW are 
those adopted by the National'Forest Inguiry (Fig. 1). This 
larger area needs to be seperated into bio-regions based on 
environmental attributes and economicregions based on catchment 
boundaries. The boundaries of these regions may differ widely. 

WHAT ARE THESE PROPOSED. RESERVES?. 

Using the best informatcon obtainable and computer anaiflis it is 
proposed that public forests be allocated to three tenures: 

Conservation Reserves - forest areas given legislative 
protection for the adequate conservation of the full . range of 
forest values which are significantly affected by forestry 
activities; 	 . 	 I 

Timber.  . Reserves - forest areas given legislative protectiOn 
for the supply of timber to industry under an intensive 
management regime and in a sustainable manner. Timber Reserves 
are to be delineated in conjunction with a plantation 
establishment program. Tobe identified within the constraints 
imposed by an adequate conservation reserve system and proper 
multiple use constraints; . 	. 

Multiple-use forest - forested areas not required for 
Conservation Reserves and decided as part of the assessment 
process to be best managed for multiple useS. Areas to be mapped 
according to significant economic, environmental and aethetic 
potential and managed atcordingly. 	Low 	intensity . timber 
production, is expected to be an .acceptible use in appropriate 
areas under constraints imposed by'óther values or uses. 

WHAT ABOUT PRIVATE LANDS? 

The assessment 	process should ' include all 	forest lands, 
regardless of tenure. Landholders with forests identified as 
being appropriate or desirable for a given zoning should be 
consulted and appropriate strategies:, for maintaining the values 
of the forest identified.. Landholders with land identified as 
being suitable for plantation development or environmental 
plantings should also be consulted ' and. those wishing to 
participate in plantings delineated.. 

1.3 THE PROCESS 

Establish a Reserve Steering Cominitte to be comprised of 
representatives of Australian National Parks and Wildlife 
Service, National Parks and Wildlife Service, Department of 
Primary Industries and Energy, Forestry Commission of NSW, North 
East Forest Alliance and Forest Protection Society to oversee the 
design of a reserve system. 



• 	 '3 
The Steering Committee oversees, the appointment of an advisory 
panel comprised of expertS of the highest professional standing, 
representing each major forest interest, $ including sOil 
conservation, water catchment management, wood production, 
recreation uses, ecosystem and environmental researáh, heritage 
protection, conservation reserve management and social impact 
assessment. - - - - 

Under the direction of the steering committee and advisory panel 
the National Parks and Wildlife Service are to be directed to 
prepare an adequate conservation reserve design based on 
environmental criteria. Concurrently the Forestry Commission are 
to be directed to prepare an adequate timber reserve design based 
on timber production, criteria (within identified environmental 
constraintsL 

1.3.1 (a) Conservation Reserve design 

The identification of an' adequate, reserve system will requite; 

identify gaps in avaiable information and initiate research to 
obtain data required; 	 , 

enter allrequired information into a computerised Geographic 
Information System (Appendix 2), 

publish report and maps showing data layers - forest types, 
land tenure, wilderness, old growth forest; types, naturalness, 
water resources, , cultural resources, 	actual and predicted 
distribution of target spa ties, areas required to maintain 
minimum viable populations of indicatQr species, 'etc. 

undertake further surveys to validate predictioné, deSign 
options for a reserve system based on ecological criteria 

publish report and maps of Areserve options for public 
consideration. 

1.3.1 (b) Multiple-use and Timber Reserve design 

1) identify gaps in avaiable infdrmation and initiate reSearch to,. 
obtain data required; 	 ' 

enter all required information into a computerisSd Geographic •' ' , 
Information System (Appendix 2), 	, 	$ $ $ 	• 	$ , - 	$ 

publish report and maps showing data layers - water 
resources, recreational potential, forest productivity, logging 
history, available yields of forest types, long-term yields of 
forest types, 	land suitable $ for plantation establiShment, 
unloggable areas 	$ 

asses $ public submissions along with environmental and 
cultural values in the designation of multiple use forests' and 
production reserves required to meet.long term options 
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v) publish report and maps showing production options apd seek 
expressions of 	intetest from landholders for, establishing 
commercial plantations 

1.3.1 (c) Impact mitigation guidelines 

The advisory panel has the responsibility of. determining 
management goals and prescriptions for each tenure and 
threatening process, by: ' 

1) compiling 'existing information on ànvirânmental impacts 
of forest uses, identifying arfls fot further 'resear'bh, 
prepare management' prescriptions and initiate monitoring 
sites  

exhibiting a report and inviting public submissions 
before adopting management prescriptions to be applied to 
mitigate impacts'. of all forest' uses upon e

'
nvironmental 

attributes.  

compiling existing information on regional ecOnomies, 
with detailed 	information on 	fOrests 	contribution, 
identifying communities most dependent on logging, modeling 
projected. future of the 'timber industry, under various 
scenarios, identifying market oportunities 	for timber 
industry, identifying 	social 	impacts ', and mitigation 
measures,  

1.3.2. Integrate reserve and production designs 

The Steering Committee and advisory panel then integrate the 
reserve designs:  

integrate mOdels and produce report' and maps showing 
options for.  , forest use, this should delineate three forest 
categories - reserve, multiple-use and production. 

conSider 	public submissions 	in ' Linalising forest 
allocation and publishing final report 

publish 'prospectus Of available resources and seek 
tenders from industry,  

make 'tenders publically ,available and invite public 
submissions, giving particular weight to regional concerns, 
before deciding allocation of resource 

identify role for Government in facilitating industry 
restructuring and developing employment' - financing milling 
and drying equipment, assisting plantation establishment, 
silvicultural I treatment 	of 	regrowth, 	providing 
infrastructure, assisting research and development etc. 
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NORTHERN FORESTRY ACCORD 
DRAFT PROPOSAL  

RATIONALE 

The present conflict over forest use in the North Eastern region of N.S.W. requires a solution 
to be worked out and agreed to by the stakeholders in the region. There is a need for an 
agreed long term forestry industry strategy that arrests the decline and encourages investment. 
This has to be achieved within the ecological perspective of identification of an appropriate 
forest reserve system. 

The Northern Forestry Accord is a process involving the establishment of a project team to 
facilitate industry community and government liaison and participation to develop an 
understanding by way of an accord in the forestry sector on North Eastern region of N.S.W. 

The objective of the project team is to research all relevant matters in relation to the three key 
issues involved in the sector: Markets, Technology and Resource and to arrive at an accord 
between all parties which will promote sustainable development and which will focus on 
employment generation, landcare and other conservation considerations. While resource and 
reserve assessment are outside the initial scope of this project, they are recognised as issues 
that complement this project. - 

MARKET 

The project will undertake investigation and assessment of existing and projected domestic 
and international market opportunities. This will include the market potential for speciality 
purpose hardwoods and value added hardwood products as well as low unit value, high 
volume material currently used in pulp and paper production. A particular emphasis will be 
given to researching markets, the production for which is complementary with existing 
industry infrastructure and the nature of the resource. Achieving production on a sustainable 
basis will also be a fundamental consideration. 

TECHNOLOGY 

The project will undertake a study which will give full consideration to finding an appropriate 
strategy for the manufacture of products to satisfy new markets, profitably and competitively 
and within the most environmentally sensitive manner. This is to include emerging 
technologies and small scale techhologies as they apply to the production of composite 
timbers, pulp and paper as well as milling and drying technologies for small timber. 

• / 



RESOURCE 

The project will place a significant emphasis on the viability of plantations. This will 
identify future requirements and opportunities for a plantation industry including availability 
of land and suitability of species as well as the availability of technology. A particular 
emphasis in regard to plantations and resource based work will be job creation. Also 
included in the work being undertakenon the resource will be enhanced forest productivity in 
relation to regrowth forests and plantations, as well as investment considerations for private 
sector share fanning. The project will require access to government (NFl, NSWFC, NPWS) 
computer data bases and modelling and analysis along with the generation of the required 
data. The project will also address alternative fibre resources and recyling. 

OUTCOMES 

The group will prepare a report in draft form to be circulated for public comment which will 
identify options for a sustainable timber industry. The final report will consider the 
feasibility requirements and social, environmental and economic impacts of each identified 
option and allow for detailed assessments and feasibility studies of the preferred options to be 
initiated. 

FUNDING 

The participants are currently seeking costings from consultants likely to be involved in the 
process. 

PARTICIPATION 

The present working group includes represehtatives of the forest products industry, the 
investment sector, local community groups and the regional environment movement. It is 
anticipated that the team will consist of a core group of four full time members with part time 
members being seconded as required and consultants being employed where necessary. It is 
anticipated the project will take approximately 1 year. 
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dr Linda Gill 
21 Possum Pie Rd 
WOOTTON 2423 

Ph;977 263 
Fx; as above 

To ?8ab Martin M.P 
44.a- Shadow Minister for Lands & Forests, 
Agriculture & Rural Affairs 
161 Maitland Rd 
MAYFIELD 2304 

Dear Bob, 

On behalf• of the delegation of members from the North East Forst 
Allianc.e (N.E.F.A), North Coast Environment Council (N.C.E.C) and the 
Great Lakes Environment Association Inc (G.L.E.A), 1 would like to 
thank you for our recent meeting. . . 

We felt it a valuable exercise and believe that dialogue such as this 
is essential to resolve the present state of conflict oyer and in our 
state forests. 

We are anxious for clarification of some matters raised at our meeting 
as soon as possible. 

- Would you have the Forestry CoMmission substantiate their claims. 
of 5 million heátares of OGF, in light of the Resource Assessment 
Commission(R.A.C) Forest and Timber Inquiry Final Report,1992 
findings of 1.5 million hectares. 	 . 
Dr.H.Recher of the Dept. of Eco-system Management U.N.E Armidale, 
studied the R.A.0 figures and estimates only 1.14 million hectares 
of the 1.5 million hectares are Eucalypt old growth and that these 
areas are highly fragmented . . 

- What 'option will the Labor Party take in regard to the immediate 
cessation of OGF logging as recommended by the final R.A.0 report. 
As you pointed out private lands are as important as crown 
lands. 'Dr H Recher estimates that as little as 3% of what was 
here 200 years ago, hasprotection of any kind. 	 - 

- Could you please send us details of the process and criteria the 
State Labour Party will adopt to assess OGF. 

- Will the Labor party give abommitment to a complete review and' 
assessment of private property clearing for. woodchip, the present 
assessment process is totally inadequate.  

2 ,'- 
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I'SIORTII COAST E14TtflON4SN'I' coxsnc. 
+ NIsJ4UCCfl \TALLEY COrsISEHSJAT ION ASSL)C 

COF'F'S HAnS-OUR EN'S.TIRONr4SNT CENmRL 
EEL L,ICEN SN\TInONI4ENT CENTRE 

* CL,.A.flENC .ENVIRONI..IEN'T' CENTRE 	 * 

WI LAO CATTLE CREEK ACT ION GROUP 
NORTH EAST FOREST ALLIANCE 

i' 	E!Ifl 	Lr fl-' 	s'S' 2 

Logging violence ccemned 
WE HAVE A RIGHT TO 	)TEST 

The violence and assault on pollee' and peaceful protesters carri 
out yesterday by timber Industry supporters in the Wild Cattle 
Creek State Forest has been condemned as 'truly extremist 
behaviour" by the united ycitos of north coast environrnent;: 

In a joint statement issued today over 40 grou;.. 	iiled 

* restraint from timber industry sunorters whr kYe.terday 
threatened and attacked onvironmer 	ats and 	.to; 

* the NSW government to: 
- abandon Its proposed Natural Resource Package, 	- 
- stop the logging of old growth forests Immediately and 

undertake a comprehensive astessrnent of old growth forests as 
recommended by the Resource Assessment Commission. 

'4 

"Australia is 	drimo:racy inwhich the right to peaceful protast 
must be prote 	L People have a right to express their views 
non-violently, 	pokesperson for P4VCA, Cr Lyn Orrego, said. 

"Conservatior to 	 are not aimed at the timber industry 
workers," a 	lesj 	. 	or NCEC, fir Jim Tedder, said. 

"We &re conc 	ad about employment in the industry and have 
sympathy for workers but it doesn't justify assaulting people 
protesting 	cefully. We condemn the violence. 

'Our prote 	are timed at the mismanagement of the Forestry 
cornission 	cutting out the remainlfl9 old growth forests at an 
accelerating rats. There's no long term future for timber workers 
under present Forestry Commission management," he said. 

"We are alarmed about the loss of c.d grcwth forests. There Is 
orly 1.14 mill ion hectares of eucalypt oiu growth left in NSW, less 
tha; 1% of whet was here 206 years ago," a Ci-IEC representative, Mr 
Trevor Pike, said. 

'All groups support the Resource Assessment Convnlssion's Final 
Report recommendation for a comprehensive assessment of old growth 
4'orest to create adequate consevatlon reserves and that logging 
only be contemplated AFTER this has been done and where no 
alternative 'upplies of timber exist- 

"As only 2/3 of t. 3 remain g o'-d growth Is protected in reserves 
we believe. an  assessment would snow •i have already lost too much. 

"
Comiartnient SAG of Wild Cattle Creek State Forest, with  its 
thousand year old bruihbox trees, rainforest and abundant wildlife 
is a rare gem of old growth forest adjoining a major tourist drive. 
it has much more potential economically and environmentally as 
1 iving history than It does as a one-off cut for timber and 
voodchips," hesaid. 

For more Information phone: 
• 	 North Coast Environment Council: Mr Jim Tedder (065) 690802 

Nambucca valley con Ass: Cr Lyn Orrego(065) 647416 or (065) 641808 
Co ff s  Harbour Environment Centre; Mr Trevor PIke (066) 551869. 
-Bellingen Environment Centre: Martin Hogan (066) 552595 
ClaronceEnvironrnent Centre: Melinda Pleisman (066) 431863 
Wild Cattle Creek Action Group: Kalina (066) 575180 
North East Fores€ Alliance: Aidan Rickette (066) 213278 
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NORTH-EAST FOREST ALLIANCE 
UPPER HUNTER REGION 

GREEN ALLIANCE NETWORK 	c-7 
FAL BROOK WILDLIFE REFUGE 	

2: 

P.O. Box 9 Singleton 2330 Australia 
phone: (065) 77.3105 fax/data: (065) 77.3001 E-mail: peg: ganref 

TO: NEFA AREA CO-ORDINATORS 
DRAFT BACKGROUND MATERIAL FOR IMPENDING MOUNT ROYAL EIS. 

(NOTE: draft. Material obtained through Freedom of Information Act is 
incomplete (Management Accounts have been withheld), some of it confusing. 
Nevertheless the general account given here is well-founded. Further 
information and comment will be available when the EIS is published - expected 
this month. More information on Chichester & Gloucester M.A.s including field 
investigations will be available soon. Meanwhile, comments/corrections 
welcome.) 

UPPER HUNTER OLD GROWTH THREATENED: 

THE DAVIS CREEK SECTION OF MOUNT ROYAL STATE FOREST 

Mount Royal Management Area comprises 6,694 hectares of the Mount Royal 
Forest, the remaining 753 hectares of which is within Chichester M.A. The 
area occupies the south-western, slopes of the extremities of Barrington Tops, 
east of Muswellbrook and about 50km north of Singleton. 

Proposed logging operations in Mount Royal State Forest threaten all 
old growth forest remaining in the Management Area. Most of these ancient 
forests are in the Davis Creek Section, adjoining the south-western boundary 
of Barrington Tops National Park, and physically separate from the rest of the 
State Forest. A Court injunction obtained by the North-East Forest Alliance 
(NEFA) in January 1990 halted roading operations pending the preparation of 
an Environmental Impact Statement, as required by law. This EIS is now about 
to be published, and unless prevented by legal or other action, the operations 
which will destroy these forests will proceed this year. 

Almost all of this Section is previously unlogged old growth forest, which 
is very diverse, ranging from open dry sclerophyll forest with casuarina 
understorey, moist dense tall hardwood forest, to Messmate-dominated secondary 
rainforest and cool temperate rainforest and pure stands of Antarctic Beech. 
The area has been submitted for inclusion in the Barrington Tops National Park 
because of its unique conservation values. Much of the area is steep, with 
unstable soils and high rainfall. No flora or fauna surveys had been conducted 
prior to the commencement of forestry roading operations; however, it was 
known that the area contains rare, endangered and vulnerable species. 

The Davis Creek Section was included in the Proposed Additions to 
Barrington Tops National Park, Submission by Conservation Groups, in December 
1982, because of its high conservation value. The Submission states: 

I "The area contains a diversity of plant communities including some not 
represented or poorly represented in the (then existing) Park. Continuous pure 
stands of rainforest, cool temperate to sub-tropical are found throughout the 
area including the Big Losy/Mount Cockrow-Davis Creek/Falbrook area.... The 
cool temperate Antarctic Beech forests within this section are more diverse 
than the higher altitude Beech forests within the Park. Those at the low 
altitude of 900m (such as those within the Davis Creek Section - ed) are of 
particular scientific interest and are not well represented within the park." 
(page 17) 

The groups. involved in this Submission were the National Parks 



Association of N.S.W., the Nature Conservation Council of N.S.W., the National 
Trust of Australia (N.S.W.), the Colong Foundation for Wilderness and the 
Newcastle Flora and Fauna Protection Society. 

Sixty per cent of the Davis Creek Section as a whole is over 20 degrees 
slope, and a significant percentage is over 30 degrees slope, the figures by 
compartments being: compartments 200, 50 per cent over 30 degrees, 201, 12 
per cent, and for compartments 202, 203 and 204 approximately 20 per cent is 
over 30 degrees slope. 

The Davis Creek/Cross Creek area is small, and the impact of these 
operations will be correspondingly massive, and lead to the destruction of the 
conservation values for which the area is so valuable. The Section contains 
endangered, rare and vulnerable species. 

FAUNA 
The avifauna of the Mt Royal area is rich and diverse. A total of 90 

species of birds have been recorded from the Mount Royal State Forest. These 
include four species of owl, four species of pigeon, four species of cockatoo 
including the Glossy Black Cockatoo, eight species of honeyeaters, the 
Peregrine Falcon, Rose Robin and Ground Thrush. Species at the extremity of 
their distribution include the Noisy Pitta, Regent Bowerbird (soutern limit) 
and the Pilot Bird (northern limit). Most of the rainforest gullies in the 
area support pairs of Powerful Owls, according to the E.I.S. Survey. 

Species richness of large arboreal marsupials is high, with Greater 
Gliders the most abundant (total count 133). Other species detected are 
Ringtail Possum, Yellw-bellied and Sugar Gliders (total count 58) Brushtail 
Possum, Mountain Brushtail Possum, and Koala (6 occurrences). Small arboreal 
mammals include Brush-tailed Phascogale, Brown Antechinus, Sugar Glider, Bush 
Rat and Fawn-footed Melomys. Macropods include Red-necked Pademelon and Red-
necked Wallaby (both extremely abundant), Parma Wallaby, Eastern Grey 
Kangaroo, Common Wallaroo, Swamp Wallaby, Long-Nosed Potoroo and Rufous 
Bettong. Other species include Echidna, Spotted-tailed Quoll, Northern Brown 
Bandicoot, Long-Nosed Bandicoot, Common Wombat, Dusky Antechinus, Common 
Dunnart, Swamp Rat and Hastings River Mouse; seven species of frogs, twenty 
species of reptiles including Diamond Python. There are also reports of 
sightings of the Eastern Quoll, but this species has not been confirmed in 
formal surveys. 

The Report of the Fauna Survey, part of the E.I.S., has just been 
obtained. The general conclusion that fauna would not be significantly 
affected by logging operations is contradicted by the evidence presented, as 
shown by the attached graph of data in Section 4.3 of the Report. tEe P. to. 

"Of particular concern is the scarcity of old-growth dry sclerophyll forests. 
The Davis Creek Section of Mount Royal State Forest (compartments 200-204) 
appears to be one of .the most significant old-growth dry scierophyll forests 
remaining in northern NSW... I have no doubt that the Davis Creek Section is 
of immense environmental significance for its old-growth eucalypt forests, 
untouched cool-temperate rainforests, Messmate dominated secondary 
rainforests, swamps and soaks, diverse fauna and for numerous other reasons. 

- Dailan Pugh, NEFA 

DEGRADATION OF THE FOREST ENVIRONMENT 

The Mount Royal State Forest has been subjected to gross mismanagement by 
the Forestry Commission in past decades. The Commission's own regulations and 
guidelines require that harvesting yield from forests shall be "adjusted to 



the sustainable capacity of the forest" and operations shall minimise damage 
to the forest environment; that filter strips along watercourses and sensitive 
exclusion areas shall be observed and erosion mitgation measures implemented; 
that the forest resource be studied and inventoried for its values and 
characteristics and operations conducted in such manner as to "retain the 
range of forest types and their ecological viability" and to "maintain a 
diverse habitat for viable populations of indigenous wildlife", and to 
"maintain any significant or rare ecological, floral, faunal or other 
scientific values"; to "retain trees of value for wildlife habitat" and 
establish reserves to conserve representative samples of flora and plots to 
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	 monitor growth rates; to adopt measures to "minimise the loss of forest 
values resulting from wildfire" and "conserve catchment values", and to 
monitor harvesting operations and market forest products to "maximise 
financial return to the State" and ensure "harvesting for the highest economic 
use"; and to "retain a scenic forest environment". Rainforests are to be 
conserved, harvesting being restricted to "mature trees for specialty use, 
at an intensity low enough to maintain canopy and rainforest structure 
and composition", (Quotes are from the Mount Royal Management Plan 1988). The 
Commission is also required to maintain regular records, such as harvesting 
plans and logging history maps, compartment history maps, fire plans, 
management plans, annual management and financial reports. 

In all these respects the Commission has failed to fulfill its 
obligations in its management Of public forests in' the 'Mount Royal area, as in 
most other management areas. 

Prior to legal action by NEFA in 1990 to compel the Commission to comply 
with the law regarding preparation of an Environmental Impact Statement, the 
Commission had not surveyed the flora and fauna of Mount Royal State Forest, 
assessed habitat requirements, or displayed any regard for forest values other 
than timber resources. There are no forest preservation reserves in the M.A. 
There were no fauna or flora inventories apart from the Commission's 
classification of broad forest types; consequently knowledge of the forest 
environment being subjected to such massive impacts was scant. Operations 
proceeded without regard for known likely effects of overcutting on wildlife 
habitat, species composition and diversity, soil compaction, erosion, 
turbidity and sedimentation of streams, soil structure, nutrient levels and 
temperature. Prescriptions such as 20 metre filter strips (within which 
selective logging is permitted), erosion mitigation measures, retention of 
habitat trees and "50% canopy retention" were applied, if at all, without 
assessment of their effectiveness and despite criticism by experts. Often even 
these inadequate prescriptions were ignored and supervision of operations was 
minimal or non-existent. Areas of rainforest were destroyed by roading, 
logging and burning to be replaced by regeneration of commercially favoured 
species. The forest has been subjected to decades of grazing and frequent 
burning with no assessment of the effects of these practices. 

-All these abuses are a matter of public record and the subject of 
trenchant criticism in court judgements, parliamentary inquiries, expert 

4 	studies and the media, as features of Forestry Commission practice throughout - , 	 the State. Such practice makes nonsense of dishonest guidelines and objectives 
in management plans which profess commitment to sustainable capacity, 
ecological viability, species diversity, erosion mitigation, and so on. 

OVERCUTTING, WASTE, INEFFICIENCY 

Harvesting yields from the Management Area (MA) during the thirty-year 
period from 1950 to 1980 averaged 50,000 cubic metres per decade - 5000 
annually. In January 1985 the quota mill closed down, and by 1988 annual yield 
had fallen to 4 cubic metres ('of fencing)! As a result of this massive rate 

3, 



of overcutting over three decades, Commission operations for the period 1982 
to 1988 showed a loss, despite considerable subsidies from the public purse. 
Financial records for the period 1988 to 1992 have not yet been made 
available, but would show a significant loss, without including the value of 
subsidies. 

Records and monitoring of operations in the M.A. have been woefully 
inadequate or non-existent over these decades. There was no Management Plan in 
existence over the period when most harvesting took place (the first draft was 
prepared in 1984, and the Plan was not finalised until 1988), supervision and 
monitoring were inadequate, records were lamentable. A perusal of annual 
management reports for the eighties reveals continuing deficiencies. Commenting 
on the lack of harvesting plans and controls, the report for 1985-86 states: 
"The Mount Royal Management Area is a difficult area to afford adequate 
supervision considering its distant location within the district. When new 
parcel sales begin a forinalised system of working will include harvesting 
plans being split into 'sectors', with contractors requiring the supervising 
foreman's. approval before shifting into a new sector. Foremen now fill out a 
standard checklist every time they visit a bush operation". Progress indeed! 

The same Report states that: 
"Compartment histories have not been adequately maintained. Permanent Growth 
Plots have suffered as a result of staff transfers. No measuring or 
maintenance in established PGPs took place in 1983-4 or 19845. During 1985-6 
no measuring or maintenance or establishment of PGPs occurred. Priority has 
been given to Cessnock M.A." 
Reports for 1986-87 and 1987-88, 88-89, 89-90 repeat that compartment histories 
have not been maintained and no work done on Permanent Growth Plots. Despite 
very little activity in the M.A. the Report for 1988-89 says of growth 
information: tLack  of time and resources prevented any work being undertaken". 

The Reports for the past three financial years (dated in August, August 
and January the following year respectively) state that "a financial report 
will be provided at a later date". 

It is evident from comments in the annual Management Reports that 
finalising estimates and allocations of the Davis Creek resource was a major 
cause of the inordinate delay in finalising the Management Plan after some 6 
years or more of prevarication. For example, the Report for 1986-87 says: 
"Management Plan preparation: The first draft was submitted in December 1984. 
Since that time there has been much deliberation over the uncommitted 
resource. At present further work on this preparation has been postponed until 
resource allocation has been decided." It would also seem that lack of 
adequate harvesting supervision for the remaining uncommitted quota quality 
timber meant that operations were suspended. The only sales in the M.A. for 
1986-87 were parcel sales to a licencee of 316 cubic metres over a three-week 
period. The Annual Report commented: "Although further sales could have been 
negotiated, the proportion of quota quality timber and the low level of 
supervision that could be afforded meant that operations could not continue." 

In other words, there were no quota allocations in the Management Area 
after the quota mill, Maitland Timber and Hardware, informed the Commission in 
May 1984 that they required no more logs. Evidently the Commission was unable 
to sell the tender until 1989 when two licencees took quotas for the old 
growth. Between May 1984 and December 1989 only parcel sales were made. Parcel 
sales are sales of timber at a flat rate per cubic metre gross regardless of 
species or size. This method is especially uneconomic for class one quality 
sawlogs harvested without adequate supervision. 

NO MORE LOGS 
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The Management Plan says that: 
"In the 47 years to 1988 total production has been 200,000 cubic metres net 
including 190,000 of hardwood sawlogs, at an average rate of 4,266 cubic 
metres net per annum including 4,035 cubic metres hardwood sawlogs." 
In the 30 years from 1950 to 1980 total production was 150,000 cubic metres, 
and in the sixties annual production averaged 5,700 cubic metres. The result 
of this overcutting is that the only mature sawlogs available for harvesting 
in the M.A. until about year 2040 are in the 654 hectares (net productive 
area*) of old growth currently in dispute, of which 532 ha are in the Davis 

• 	 Creek Section. This is all the old growth remaining in the M.A., and at the 
conclusion of the proposed cutting cycle in the old growth, about year 2002, 
there will be no mature sawlogs until 2040. It is obvious then that harvesting 
has been well above sustainable levels. 

The position is even worse, however, since there is a shortfall in 
availability even of small sawlogs from thinning, as the Management Plan 
explains: 
"There are no appreciable quantities of advanced regrowth trees now in the 40-
100cm dbhob size ranges. Regeneration stands of sizes generally well below 
40cm dbhob are present on some 940 ha logged and culled since 1963 and could 
not be expected to develop sufficiently to sustain a commercial thinning for 
small sawlogs for at least 10 years, i.e. until about year 2000. A further 
1,400 ha has been completely logged and regeneration is well-developed; but at 
least 20 years away from development to a sufficient size to sustain 
commercial thinning for small sawlogs, assuming average tree increment to be 
less than 2cm dbhob per year, i.e. not available until about year 2010. A 
further 40 years is expected to be required for these stands to reach 
harvestable maturity for mature sawlogs, i.e. years 2040 (940 ha) and 2050 
(1,400 ha)." 

The Management Plan then looks at the longer term prospects and estimates 
that after this period of shortage to year 2040, the 4,400 ha available for 
long-term production should "give a sustained yield of quota sawlogs of 
something in the order of 2,000 to 2,500 cubic metres per annum." This is 
based, as with other estimates in the Plan, on yield figures obtained in 
Chichester Management Area - in this case, 0.5 cubic metres net quota sawlog 
volume per productive hectare per year. 

CHI CHESTER MANAGEMENT AREA 

Yield estimates, harvesting plans and silvicultural practices used in 
the Mt Royal M.A. are based on integrated sawlog/pulpwood logging operations 
carried out in the neighbouring Chichester area, where overcutting over past 
decades has been most severe. 

In a 1982 Report on the Chichester Management Plan, Paul Scobie wrote: 

"The Oungog region has been, and is being, heavily overcut with a serious 
decline in sawlog availability. The Timber Industry's own planning conference, 
Forward, estimated in 1974 that sawlog availability in the Dungog region 
would decline 75% (135,000m3) in the 25 years between 1975 and 2000. (Forward 
Panel Report 2, p.50) ... It is clear from the Plan that a hiatus is expected 
in sawlog supply from the area and the Forestry Commission figures show sawlog 
availability will decline to almost nothing by 2023... 

"The volume of timber available from Chichester forests was re-assessed in 
1975/76 and it was determined that the sustained yield quota for sawlogs was 
15,500m3 net per annum. (Plan, p.25). From 1975 to 1980 the Commission allowed 
sawlog yields to increase 4574 in lull knowledge that the quota was 36% above 
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sustained yield levels, and ex-quota cut was 28% on top of this irresponsibly 
high quota, The Plan states (p.24): 

The critical consideration, however, is that sufficient area of regrowth 
stands will NOT have reached maturity by the time the cutting cycle is 
completed about 2023/24. (My emphasis) ... 

The Chichester Management Plan states (p.41): 
Harvesting of hardwood forest shall aim at the sale of ALL trees 
considered to be merchantable." 

This very heavy logging of the 90% of the hardwood forests for sawlogs amounts 
to clearfelling when integrated sawlog/pulpwood logging takes place. The Plan 
states harvesting of pulpwood may include: 

trees of any species, size or maturity encountered in timber harvesting 
operations already described in this plan, which are judged to have no 
present or potential value as sawlogs, poles or piles. (p.43). 

The clear intention of the NSW Forestry Commission is to develop an integrated 
sawlog/pulpwood operation in this area, as stated on page 20: 

The virgin forest areas of the Chichester Management Area contain a 
significant component of overmature, highly defective stems which are 
totally unsuitable for sawmilling purposes. Following logging much of 
this material is currently wasted in silvicultural practices such as 
culling and clearing and consequently would be available profitably 
to help support a woodchip project without prejudicin sawmill 
industry committments.. 

These logging practices are so intensive that forest values other than wood 
production receive only token consideration." (Paul Scobie, 1982) 

These practices have continued to the present in all Hunter Region 
Management Areas. 

GLOUCESTER MANAGEMENT AREA. 

A similar situation has existed in Gloucester M.A., which includes 
Barrington Tops and Stewarts Brook State Forests. Net  average sawlog 
production between 1977 and 1984 was 28,884 cubic metres per annum, whereas 
the sustainable yield figure is 10,000 cubic metres. In addition to this there 
was a further average net ex-quota cut of 8,566 cubic metres per annum. Thus 
sawlog production from the M.A. has been many times the sustainable yield. The 
Management Plan (1984) states that "Sustainable yield could not be expected to 
be available until towards the end of next century (2070-2090). (p.41) 

The Forestry Commission admits that harvesting at this level can only 
continue until 2005, but the current Gloucester Management Plan (1984) makes 
no definite plans to reduce production to a sustainable level, and yields were 
not significantly reduced until 1990/91, and remain well above the sustainable 
level. 

The Commission has continued a policy of grossly unsustainable logging in 
this Management Area. In 1986/87 quota sawlog yield was 22,838 cubic metres 
net; in that year Allen Taylor & Company agreed to accept a quota cut-back 
from 19,380 cubic metres to 16,000 cubic metres, with further reductions 
planned. The Commission rejected this. In his Annual Report the District 
Forester commented: "This District is at a loss to why the offer was rejected 
by Head Office and why further opportunities (for reductions) have gone by the 
way." In 1987/88 total quota was 22,000 cubic metres, and the Annual Report 
for the year states that "In order to achieve a yield towards sustainable 
(10,000 cubic metres p.a. net) annual quotas will need to be reduced 
substantially from 1989 onward. This fact is accepted by local industry and 



it is expected the 1989 quotas will be ... 14,200 net... It can be seen that 
to eke out the remaining resource until 2020 (when regrowth will contribute 
about 50% of yield) an annual cut of about 11,300 cubic metres is required 
from 1989 onward." 

Despite this, current figures from the Gloucester Office indicate that 
approximately 24,500 cubic metres of sawlogs and about 20,000 cubic metres of 
other logs were cut last year (1991-92); the Commission says this is about 
half the previous levels. 

Current Management Accounts for the Management Area have not been made 
available to date; the Accounts for 1986/87 and 1987/88 show losses of 
$218,000 and $172,000 respectively. The Report for 1988 says that a dramatic 
increase in Head Office overheads contributed significantly to the result. 

VIRTUAL CLEARFELLING 

The Chichester Management Plan, published in 1980 and due to be revised 
in 1985, has still not been replaced. The 1988 Mt Royal Plan is more moderate 
in language, but the basic harvesting policy and silvicultural practice is the 
same. 

The Mt Royal Plan states, ,with regard to the projected sustained yield of 
2000 - 2500 per year from year 2040: 

"To achieve such a level of yield, adequate regeneration to ensure a final 
stocking of at least 125 stems/ha of commercial tree species would be required 
on the 2050 hectares yet to be harvested or relogged in the current cutting 
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	 cycle. The intensity of this harvesting should be sufficient to achieve the 
required level of regeneration without further silvicultural treatment." 

• 	"The harvesting and silvicultural treatments involved in the utilisation of 
the remaining old growth resource will establish the stand conditions 
necessary for optimum forest growth over most of the remainder of the 
productive area." 

Licence agreements with two timber companies for the old growth 
resource, obtained by NEFA at the time of the injunction hearing, provide for 
2250 m/3 gross class 1 logs each for the first year of the cycle (at $40.20 
per cubic metre), and there is no specified limit on the quantity of class 2 
logs (at $8.60). The total of 4,500m3 (class one logs only) per year is about 
double the volume given elsewhere in the Plan as a sustainable figure (see 
above). 

UNDECLARED WAR ON RAINFOREST 

"Sydney Blue Gum, Tallowood and Silvertop Stringybark forests (types 46,47 and 
168) all have associated rainforest flora. The Chichester Plan describes these 
moist forests as having 'a high rainforest element', or as 'a wet sclerophyll 
forest with an understorey verging on rainforest'. These types make up 58% of 
the total (Chichester) forest, and in logging these areas the Management Plan 
states that 90% will be logged. The remaining 10% includes 'inaccessable 
areas, filter strips, preserved areas etc'. Therefore, very little of the 
poorly conserved moist hardwood with its associated rainforest will remain 
unlogged." (Paul Scobie, 1982). 

Much of the remaining rainforest in the Hunter region consists of ribbons 
and pockets associated with streams, and is very vulnerable to damage and 
disturbance from roading and harvesting of hardwoods growing near their edge. 
Subsequent management, especi4lly the use of fire, exacerbates the damage. 
There are numerous examples of damage and dieback of rainforest in these 
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forests. 

The once-widespread misconception that rainforest logging no longer 
occurs in NSW persists in the minds of some people. Even the Mt Royal Plan, 
drafted to take account of the sensitivity of the issue, states that: 
"Harvesting within rainforest stands will be restricted to: 
- the salvage of dead or dying trees, or of trees damaged or likely to be 
damaged by forest operations. 
- very selective harvesting of mature trees for specialty use, at an intensity 
low enough to maintain canopy and rainforest structure and composition." 

Although the policy is not to otherwise log what little rainforest remains in 
Mt Royal State Forest, the reality of Commission practice is management 
directed towards the destruction of rainforest. In the case of Chichester, the 
war on rainforest is an openly declared war. The Chichester Plan states: 

"During the late 1950's and early 1960's there was a period when fire was 
almost completely excluded from sections of the Management Area. The reduced 
fire occurrence in these sections was obviously a major factor in promoting 
development of mesic understorey and generally inhibiting the development of 
regeneration of eucalypts and related hardwoods. 
Occurence of even a light fire, repeated at long intervals of years may be 
sufficient to kill most rainforest elements and subject to the presence of 
canopy openings of sufficient size, would favour regeneration of moist 
eucalypts and associated wet sclerophyll species... Broad area hazard 
reduction burning and pre-logging and post-logging burning not only provide 
fuel-reduced buffer zones as a fire protection measure, but heavily favour the 
wet scierophyll types and grass cover against the INVASION by rainforest 
elements." (My emphasis) 

Here the war on this intrusive invader is explicit. However, management 
practice in Mt Royal has also been clearly directed towards replacing 
rainforest elements with commercial hardwood species. Canopies are opened by 
roading and, and regular burning completes the decimation of rainforest 
elements. Of even greater significance for remaining rainforest elements in 
the old growth areas in Mt Royal forests, is the fact that the Commission's 
definition of "rainforest" excludes secondary rainforest containing eucalypts. 
Consequently the majestic ancient Messmates towering over beautiful cool 
temperate rainforest near the head of Cross Creek, below Mt Cockrow in the 
Davis Creek Section, adjacent to stands of Antarctic Beech, are to be roaded 
and logged under the proposed harvesting plan. Many other significant remnant 
rainforest areas are similarly threatened, such as Whispering Gully and the 
Upper Paterson River. These areas are included in the proposed Barrington 
Wilderness. 

In the light of all this, the licence agreements and harvesting plans 
for the-proposed operations in the remaining Mt Royal old growth are alarming. 
It is evident that the intensity of the operations in terms of removals of 
some 40-45,000 cubic metres of mature class one sawlogs and maximum removal of 
class 2 logs from the Davis Creek Section together with maximum ground 
disturbance and both top disposal and broadscale burning, will amount to 
trashing the Section in an integrated sawlog/pulplog operation for maximum 
yield and regeneration towards 125 stems per ha in one cutting cycle without 
further "silvicultural treatment". There is no pretence of a change to 
sustainable harvesting. 

TAXPAYERS PAY FOR OLD GROWTH LOGGING 

An Environmental Review p'repared in 1983 for proposed operations in Davis 
Creek Section estimates a net gain of $89,000' to the Commission. Amendments in 
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1988 estimate the gain at $128,000. A number of factors suggest that the 
operations, if allowed to proceed, may result in a significant loss: 

* the above estimates do not include legal costs to date and for any 
forthcoming action brought by NEFA; 
* costs of the E.I.S. are not included; 
* there is substantial evidence that Commission estimates of available timber 
and yields are based on inadequate data and are highly unreliable; 
* even if legal action and political pressure fail to prevent the operations, 
it is most unlikely that operations based on yield estimates derived from the 
gross overcutting - virtual clearfelling - operations in the Chichester 
Management Area would be permitted to proceed without drastic reductions in 
yield volumes; 
* the proposed operations are clearly in breach of the Management Plan; a 
revision of operations in accordance with Plan provisions would make the 
operations even less viable economically than they are already; 
* it is very likely the final roading costs will be higher than the $160,000 
original estimate (later revised to $210,000). 
* it may be that the Commission has incurred other costs as a result of 
entering into a contract with licencees for operations found to be illegal in 
the Land and Environment Court. 
* given the above, an estimated net gain of around $12-15,000 per annum 
doesn't leavemuch margin for.  error. 	 - ----- 

The Commission routinely overcut native forests in operations showing a 
net financial loss. Currently whilst the Commission talks about "ecological 
sustainability" and a "sustainable yield strategy", forests are still being 
cut at grossly unsustainable levels, and at a loss. The policy seems to be to 

• 	keep quotas high and cut the old growth as fast as possible, and then reduce 
• 	 quotas towards more sustainable levels from the regrowth. In the Walcha-Nundle 

Management Area, for example, sawlog quotas were set at 52,000 cubic metres 
per annum, which was expected to exhaust the forests of millable wood by 1991, 
after which it would not be until year 2030 or 2040 that viable annual yields 
would again be available. A sustainable yield was considered to be 12,300 
cubic metres per annum, possibly rising to 25,000 cubic metres over time. All 
Commission estimates are based on logging all remaining old growth, including 
those now subject to a morotorium pending an EIS a well as those currently 
being trashed while EISs are carried out. Last year (1990/91) the Walcha - 
Nundle Management Area lost $11,500 on its eucalypt operations and $228,100 on 
its pine plantations. 

These figures, of course, are the Commission's figures which ignore the 
substantial subsidies which, after what is absorbed in waste and inefficiency, 
the Commission passes on to the industry. The NSW Parliamentary Accounts 
Committee reported that the industry benefits from public subsidies amounting 
to $16 million annually. The total figure is likely to be much higher. In 
addition, construction of.roadsand.bridges for timber harvesting -- costs the 
taxpayer $12 million annuallly. 

However, it would seem that even on the Commission's estimates and 
ignoring subsidies, if Davis Creek is logged it would be at significant cost to 
the taxpayer; and the real financial cost would be even greater. 

But the greatest, and irreplaceable cost would be the loss of the last 
remaining old growth in the Mount Royal State Forest. 

- Barrie Griffiths, August 5th 1992 
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Greater Gilder 
Brown Antechinus 
Yellow-bellied Glider 
Long-nosed Bandicoot 
Sugar Glider 
Brushtail Possum 
Koala 
Ringtail Possum 

Unlogged Key Logged 
79 1 54 
39 2 23 
35 3 8 
14 4 10 
7 5 5 
7 6 2 
6 7 0 
1 8 3 

In early 1991 the NSW Forest Commission conducted a Fauna Survey in 
the Mt Royal State Forest. The consultants conclude that there it 
no difference in habitat value between logged and unlogged forest. 
In the graph above each left-hand column represents the number of 
small native animals found in the study in unlogged forest. The 
right-hand column is the population of the same animal that they 
found in forest that had been logged 20 or more years ago. 

Data from Forest Commission of N.S.W. 
"Mt. Royal Management Area Fauna Survey - June 1991" s4.3 
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Has the dedication of National Parks adversely affected 
employment in the timber industry in northeastern New South 
W'. 1 es? 

Introduction 
The Forestry Commission of New South Wales has 

suggested that employment in the timber industry in NSW has 
been reduced by the locking up of timber resources in 
National Parks (Gibbs 1992). We (NCEC and ONE) wish to test 
whether there is any basis for this statement. We will 
examine changes in employment in the timber and other 
industries in areas where National Parks have been declared 
and compare them with changes in areas where National Parks 
have not been declared. 

Methods 
Statistics on employment in the timber and other 

industries are available from the Australian Bureau of 
Statistics by local government area (LGA) for the 1981 and 
1986 censuses. They can be extracted using a computer 
program, 'Supermap' . Two types of analysis will be carried 
out: 

A general comparison of employment in logging, 
sawmilling, production of other timber products, support 
services (i.e., retail, public service), agriculture and 
tourism between those LGAs in which National Parks have been 
declared between 1981 and 1986 and all other LGAs. 

Paired comparisons of individual LGAs with and without 
National Park declarations between 1981 and 1986. The LGAs 
will be paired according to income from and production in 
the timber and other industries. The comparisons will be 
used to detect whether employment and production in the 
timber industry have changed in comparison with other 
industries. Suitable LGAs for this comparison in 
northeastern NSP4 are: Washpool, Dorrigo Border Ranges, 
Werrikimbi (Wauchope) and Nymboida areas (with NPs) vs. 
Haicha, Urbenville and Narnbucca areas (without NPs). 
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FORISTRY STATEMENT BY TUE NORTU eOAST ENVIRONMENT COUNCIL 

PRIOR TO TUE PREPARATION OF THE E.. I S. FOR 

THE WAUCHOPE AND KEMPSEY MANAGEMENT AREAS 

I n trod u cti o ii 	 a' 

This Council represents forty conservation organisations between 

the Hunter and the Tweed and west to the New England Highway. 

It has El Eteen' yers of dealing with matters of resource conservation, 

and actihg as' one of the voices of the community .•. 

Old Growth 

This Council opposes the cutting of the remaining areas of 

old growth forest. It does so on the following grounds, 

—it is a scarce ?esource - possibly less then 5% of the State 

Forests, 

—It is often on very steep and inaccessible areas and therefore 

poses problems of erosion control and economics of logging, 

- it is considered to be refugee areas for rare and endangered 

fauna and possibly flora, 

- it is important to maintaining water quality and flow in streams, 

- it is a scientific reference area, 

- logging these areas will not solve the long term future of 

the local saw milling industry. 

P.egrowth Forests 

This Council is not opposed, in the forseeable future, to logging 

in regrowth forests. Provided, 

royalties are adj usted to reflect the true value of the product 

on the market, 

- that royalties are not 'reduced to compensate for long haulage 

distances outside the management areas, 

- that there should be a rethink on integrated logging until 

longer time research indicates what are the results, 

- that mills are encouraged by financial incentives to re equip 

with modern technology to handle smaiJer logs, 
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- that re generation programs encourage the growth of mixed. 

hardwoods to take advantage of specialised markets and ensure 

the health of the forest, 

- that industry and the Commission move into plantations of mixed 

hardwood without delay, 

- that more attention be given to management by better erosion 

control measures, wider- filter strips and wildlife corridors. 

P in nt t ion a 

This Council believes the only way to resource security for an 

assured timber industry on the North Coast is for industry to 

start providing their own resource by plantation - This can be 

achieved by, 
- lease arrangements with local land holders to plant trees, 

- encouraging local land holders to plant wood lots. 

Wood Chipping 

Ttiis Council is opposed to export wood chipping. It believes that 

the use of sawmill waste and plantation thinnings for wood chips 

are acceptable and necessary but should be directed towards 

small scale locally based pulp mills 

Woodchi pping coritci 
The Council considers the present policy of forest management is 

pointing to wood chip production as a priority and it bases this 

belief on 
- the integrated logging process which encourages thick regrowth 

of generally 'one species of timber, 

- the encouragement of hlackhutt to the exclusion of other species. 

Small Sawmills 

This Council encourages the continued existence of locally owned 

locally based sawmills producing a range of products for local 

use as well as sale outside the area. It wishes to see the end 

processing of local timbers within the district to the degree 

that is economically viable. 	 - 

The Council opposes the system of log quotas to company mills, 

often based outside the management area. 

The present management is exploitive of the forests as reduced 

quotas over the years have indicated. The push to log the final 

old growth areas to extend the industry for a few more years 

indicates a desperation. 

The increasing penetration of the timber market by the softwood 

industry from plantations in NSW, Victori.a and New Zealand and 

the threat of huge overseas hardwood plantations to woodchip 

exports spells disaster for the North Coast timber industry 

unless practices change. 



THE COLONG FOUNDATION FOR WILDERNESS LTD. 

Tuesday March 17th, 1992 

F-ELP SA€ THE Q..D E3RQ4TH FSTS 

The Forest Industry is attempting to pre-enipt the determination of 
important wilderness and naticnal park proposals. Over the next few 
months areas of high conservaticn value will be logged without prior 
envircw-irnental assessment and review. 

The Colong Foundation for Wilderness requests your assistance in 
reversing the trend in the current forest debate. The enclosed maps 
and background informatio, are provided to assist your group and to 
enable it to inform us.of local developments. 

Please send media releases and letters from your society to your 
local newspaper and radio staticns. Reply to the attacks in the media 
on old growth forests. Support the Wilderness (Dedication of New 
Areas) Bill which seeks to expand wilderness protection in N.S.W. 
Sun-nary maps and descriptions of this proposal can be obtained from 
the Foundation. The Wilderness (Declaraticq-i of New Areas) Bill 
proposes to add 400,000 hectares of wilderness to the national park 
estate. 

Representation should be made to your local parliamentarians and 
letters sent to key members of Parliament expressing alarm at the 
holiday from environmental impact assessment given to the Forestry 
Connission so that it can permit logging of national park and 
wilderness proposals with impunity. Explain that logging the 
remaining old growth forests will not save our timber industry 
because it is unsustainable at current cutting rates. Only 
plantations can secure forest industry jobs in the medium and long 
term. 

Should you require any further information on this matter, please 
contact ire on (02) 247 4714 or 241 2523 (work). 

Yours sincerely, 

Keith Itair 
Project Officer 

18 AUGYLE STREET SYDNEY• NEW SOUTH WALES- AUSTRALIA 2000- TELEPHONE 274714 



BACKGRCJ'1D BRIEFINE ON THE TIMBER INDIETRY'S 	 - 
flfl,tK W ltD (RO4TH FORESTS 

The resource security/wilderness protection debate has to date been 
largely focussed on regional and local employment issues to the 
detriment of the more broadly based public interest in nature 
conservation. 

According to Premier Greiner's policies, ernpldyment loss is 
acceptable when it saves naney (eg the 27,000 reduction in N.S.W. 
public sector Sployment) but not when it saves the' environment., 
Logging the remaining old growth, however, can only save a few jobs 
for afw years until the timber is cut out, then timber supply and 
employment will collapse. 

Only 57. (or about 200,000 ha) of the forest estate remains in a 
wilderness condition and most of that area is difficule to log. It 
contains a high proportion of remaining old growth forest and is of 
prime importance for the. presetvation of endangered species. The 
claim that 1,200 jobs will be lost if wilderness is protected niist be 
based on the tact that the Forestry Coninission is unable to find 
alternative timber resources in the 3.3 million hectares of forest 
outside wilderness. If this is so then it proves that there has been 
gross over cutting taking place in our lorests. 

The Resource Assessment S  Co'wnission has found that prolonged over 
cutting was the main cause of the dwindling supply of hardwood longs 
in N.S.W. 

The industry has substituted short term profit 'for long term 
sustainability and forest workers should in'vnediately be employed in 
the establishient of sustained yield forestry. Expenditure an forest 
plantations would prowte sustained yield and ensure the preservation 
of the old growth forests. 

IrPACT CT THE TIMBER INLDISTRY BILL (ACT) ON N.S.W. WILDEI'ESS PREAS 

Five Nominated wilderness areas are affected by the leoislaticxn: 

Major parts of New England, .Washpool, Barrington, Werrikimbe and Mann 
wilderness areas are ,  affected by the legislation. Four of the five 
wilderness areas contain rainforest, elsewhere protected in national 
parks and inscribed on the ttrld Heritage List. ebout  487 hectares of 
the Torrington State Forest in the Singhi wilderness is also 
affected. 

By this new law, logging of keyareaswilFpre_empt  wilderness and 
national park proposals unless a strong campaign i mounted to stop 
this strategy. 

The legislation allows for, logging and roading of high ''alue areas of 
forests outside the national parks in state forest, vacant and 
reserved croI*n land, leasehold and freehold land without prior 
environmental impact assessment and review. In a.it 1.7 million - 
hectares of state forest, and 0.3 milliOn hectares of pri'iate land, 
the powers set 'out in Part V of the Environmental Planning and 
Assessment Act are void for up to two and half years. No prior 
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preparation of environmental impact statements, their public 
exhibition, reviet of public submissions and the proposal prior to 
its determination will be required. In accord with its long 
established practice of accelerated logging of proposed national 
parks, it is probable that wilderness areas will be logged before the 
1.5 million hectares of forestry land not propcsed as wilderness. 

Durihg the time When envircnmental assessment is suspended, the 
provisions of the Endangered Fauna Act allowing for 40 day stop work 
orders to protect endangered fauna habitat also will not operate. 

• 	The Forestry Cocrrnissicn is required by: the legislation to prepare 
environmental impact statements according to a set timetable for 
forest management areas specified in schedule 4. This schedule sets 
out the forests where logging operations may be carried out pending 
environmental assessment and review. 

Wilderness assessment for all areas listed in Schedule 2.of• the 
timber.industry legislation will ctcur in parallel with determination 
of the environmental impact statements prepared for forest management 
areas'. This provides a timetable for wilderness assessment. The 
Government will determine the Guy Fawkes, Mann and Washpool 
wilderness areas by October 31st of this year. New England and 
Werrikimbe by May 3.1st 1993,' the Macleay Gorges by April. 30th, 1994, 
Barrington and Deua by September 30th, 1994. For Deua and .Macleay 
Gorges the decisicn represents a reprieve from the logging • ,  which 
would almost certainly occur if the wild'erness nanination was 
rejected this year. 

Impacts of the leqislation on the five wilderness areas most affected 

EW ENGLAND  
About 19,000 hectares of the Bakes, NLI1 la-Five Day, Styx, Lower' Creek 
and Pee Dee State Forests and 1,000 hectares of vacant ,  crown land rn 
Jobs fljuntain can be logged without pridr assessment. This represents 
abcxit 31% of the nominated wilderness area. Adjoinind areas of 
private freehold and leasehold lands can also be logged with 
impunity.  

Importance of wilderness management: 
The existing national park is part of the N.S.W. rainforest world 
heritageparks. The wilderness contains 113 bird species, including. 
24 of the 36 rainforest, dependent bird species found in N.S.W. 

WAS1CCL 
Alrit 6,738 hectaresof Bi,llilimbra and Washpool State Forests can be 
logged without enc'ironmental assesénent, overruling a previous Court 
'judgernent. These forests were the subject of an injunction issued In 
1990by the Land and Environment'Ccurt restraining logging activities, 
until an environmental impact statement had been prepared. The area 
of forest represents 18% of the wilderness area. 

'Schedule 2 of the Timberindustry (Interim Protection) legislation lists New'Engl and, 
Washpool, Barrington; Werrikicnbe, Mann Deua, lily Fawkes and Oxley 
(Mac leay Gorges). The schedule provides that parts of Mann, Washpool, 
New England, We'rrikimbe and Barrington and all of Macleay Gorges, 
Deua and Guy Fawkes wilderness will not be logged before the' 
environmental assessments are prepared. 
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Importance of wilderness management: 
Theexisting national park is part of the N.S.W. rainforest world 
heritage properties. The nomination represents the largest area of 
unmodified old growth forest in the northern half of the state. 

BPARINGTCN: 
About 8,000 hectares of the wilderness is in state forest which can 
now be logged without prior environmental impact assessment. There is 
an important area of vacant crovii land S 650 hectares which 
separates the northern section of the national park from the southern 
section. Logging this area will cut the wilderness in two and can 
occur without environmental assessment. Logging activities can occUr 
in five discrete forest areas and represents about 13.5 7. of the 
nominated wilderness area 

Importance of wilderness management: 	 - 	- 
Wilderness contains 15 threatened manynals. Habitat for 215 species of 
bird & 53 rnanvnals. One of the largest areas of primitive rainforest 
in N.S.W. The-national park is part of the N.S.W. world heritage 
rainforest area. 

kEtIIIMw 
About 6,600 hectares of Carrai State Forest within the Werrikimbe 
wilderness can be logged without an environmental impact statement. 
this represents 10.5% of the nominated wilderness area. 

Importance of wilderness management: 
The area protects the headwaters of the Macleay, Hastings and Forbes 
rivers. The national park is part of the N.S.W. rainforest world• 
heritage property. The National Parks and WildlifeService has 
recorded 46 species of reptiles and amphibians, 52 species of mannal 
and over 130 species of birds. 

MANN 
The proposed Nbsquito Road is a major logging haul road which will 
bisect tiie Dalmorton State Forest to the south of Nyinboida National 
Park. The obvious intent of the road is to fragment the wi Idërness by 
isolating about 6,000 hectares of wilderness in the Mosquito Creek 
catcivient reresenting 14% of the Mann wilderness. 

Importance of wilderness management: 	 - - 
Plant carn.inities range from rainforest to eucalypt mal lees. The 
Nymboida River is considered one of the best canoe touring rivers in 
N.S.W. The wilderness contains tiger cat, Parma wallaby, rufous rat 
kangaroo which are rare and endangered. 	- 	- 
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Key Points for Media Releases and Lobbying of Politicians: 

The Timber Industry (Interim Protection) Act will enable the 
forest industry to log wilderness and national park proposals 
of long standing without environmental impact assessment and 
review. 

The legislation is an attempt to pre-empt the Governments 
decisions cri five important wilderness nominations. Four of the 
fi'.e wilderness areas contain rainforest which is only partly 
protected in national parks which are. inscribed on the World 
Heritage List. The Lotth-  area of wilderness which can be logged 
without ptior environmental assessment totals approximately 
48,000 hectares. 

The'Nthw England wilderneths nomination isbadly affected by the 
timber industry bill with over 30Xof the wilderness nomination 
available for loging without prior environmental assessment. 
In Washpool,: the largest area of old grtwth forest in the 
northern half of the state, 1E/.. of the wilderness nomination 
can be logged without prior assessment. The decision to log the 
northern, end Of. Washpool overr&iles the Land and Environment 
Courts decision to make the Forestry Connission undertake 
environmental assessment for the area 'before it is logged. 

The old growth fdret areas within wilderness areas are someof 
the last refuges of many endangered species. Yet the Timber 
Industry legislafion permits logging of these key endangered 
species habitats. 

According to Premier Greiner's policies, employment, loss is 
acceptable when it saves -money (eg reduction of 27,000 jobs in 
the piblic sector) but not when it saves the environment. 

Only abuut 5% of the forest estate is in a wilderness 
condition, or about 200,000 hec'tares. Most of this area is 
difficult to log. There is 3.8 million hectares of forest 
outside wilderness areas. If these forests have no suitable 
timber çesourtes, then -these forests ntist, have been grossly 
over cut. The timber industry has substituted short term profit 
for Icing term sustainability and forest workers sinild 
inynediately be employed in establishing forest plantations. 
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WAS I-WOOL 

Ol AREA WHICH CAN BE ILrGED WITHCAJT EIS 0 	 lOkth 
(represents aftut. 70% of nanination outside national park) 
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NEW ENGLAND 

AREA WHICH CPN BE LO3ED WITHOUT EIS 
(represents about 6.0% of nartination 
outside national park) 0 	 10km 
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BARRINGTON 

AREA WHICH CAN BE LLXXED WITHOUT ElS 
(represents about 35% of nanination 
outside national park) 

Boundary of Proposed Wilderness 
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THE COLONG FOUNDATION FOR WILDERNESS LTD.- 

Tuesday March 17th, 1992 

The Forest Industry is attempting to pre-emt the determination of 
important wilderness and national park proposals. Over the next lew 
months areas of high ccnservaticn value will be logged without prior 
environmental assessment and review... 

The Colcng Foundation for Wilderness requests your assistance in 
reversing the trend in the current forest debte. The enclosed maps 
and background information •are provided to -assist your group and to 
enable it to inform us of local developments. 

Please send media releases and -letters from your society to your 
local newspaper and radio stations. Reply to the attacks in the media 
on old growth forests: -Support the Wilderness (Dedication of New 
Preas) Bill which seeks to expand wilderness protection in N.S.W. 
Sucwnary maps and descriptions of this proposal can 'be obtained from 
the Foundation. The Wilderness (Declaration of Newflreas) Bill 
proposes to add 400,000 hthctares of wilderness to the national park 
estate. 

Representation should be made to your local parliamentarians and 
letters sent to key members of Parliament expressing alarm at the 
holiday from envirnmental impact assessment given to the Forestry 
Comnission so -  that it can permit logging of national park and 
wilderness proposals with impunity. Explain that logging the 	- 
remaining old growth forests will not save our timber industry 
because it is uns&istainable at current cutting rates. Only 
plantations can éecure forest industry jobs in the medium and long 
term. 

Should you require any further information on this matter, please 
contact cit on (02) 247 4714 or 241 2523 (work). 

Yours. sincerely, 

- Keith Iluir 
- 	Project-Officer- 

8 ARGYLE flREETSYDflEY . NEW SOUTH WALES AUSTRALIA 2000' nIEPIIONE 274714 



V 	,:. 4 

BPCKGROJ'1D Bl EF I NE ON TI-C TI MBER I ND1.STRY S 
ATTJtK ON Q..D GR€X4TH FDRESTS 

The reairce security/wilderness protection debate has to date been 
largely focussed on regional and local employment issues to the 
detriment of the more broadly based public interest in nature 
conservation. 	 - 

According to Premier (Sreiner's policies, employment loss is 
acceptable when it saves nmey (eq the 27,000 reduction in N.S.W.  
public sector employment) but not when it saves the environment. 
Logging the remaining old growth,.however, can only save a few jobs 
for a few years until the timber is cut cut, then timber supply and 
employment will collapse. 

Only 57. (or abcxit 200,000 ha) of the forest estate remains in a 
wilderness condition and most of that area is difficult to log. It 
contains a high.proportion of remaining old growth forest and is of 
prime importance for the preservation of endangered species. The 
claim that 1,200 jobs will be lost if wilderness is protected rust be 
based on the fact that the Forestry Carrnissicn is unable to find 
alternative timber resojrces in the 3.6 million hectares of forest 
cutside wilderness. If this is so then it proves that there has been 
gross over cutting taking place in our forests. - 

The Resairce Assessment Cawnission- has I cund that prolonged over 
__ 	 cutting was the main cause of the dwindling supply of harthccd longs 

in N.S.W. 	 . 	. 

The industry has substituted short term prof it for long €erm 
sustainability and forest workers shaild irrnediately be employed in 
the establishment of sustained yield foresty. Expenditure on forest 
plantations wojld promote sustained yield and ensure the preservation 
of the old growth forests. 

I' 

• 	 INFT CF THE TIMR IMXETRY SILL (PC) ON N.S.W. WILDER'I.ESS P(€AS 

Fair Nominated wilderness areas are affected by the leeislation: 

Major parts of New England, Barrington, Weçrikimbe and Mann 
wilderness areas are affected by the legislation. Three of the fair 
wilderness areas contain rainforest, elsewhere protected in national 
parks and inscribed on the Ltrld Heritage List. Abcut 487 hectares of 
the Torringtcii State Forest in the Binghi wilderness is also 
affected. 

By this.new law, logging of key areas will pre-empt wilderness and, 
national park. proposals unless a strong campaign is rTcLinted to stop 
this strategy. . . . 

The legislation álla4s for logging and roading of high value areas of 
forests cutside the national parks in state forest, vacant and 
reserved crown land, leasehold and freehold land witlnit prior 
envir&imental impact assessmeit and review. In abcut 1.7 mil lion 
hectares of state forest. and 0.3 million hectares of private land, 
the powers set cut in Part V of the Environtriental Planninc, and - 
Assessment Act are void for up to two and half years.. No prior 
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preparation of env-ircrimental impact statements, their public 
exhibition, review Of public sulynissions and the proposal prior to 
its determination will be required. In accord,with its long 
established practice of accelerated logging Of proposed national 
parks, -it is probable that wilderness areas will be lagged before the 
1.5 millici-  hectares of forestry larid not proposed as wilderness. 

During the time when environmental assessment is suspended, the 
provisions of the Endangered Fauna Act al lowing for 40 day stop work 
orders to protect endangered fauna habitat also will not operate. 

• The Forestry Ccrwnission is required by the legislation to prepare 
environmental impact statements according to a set timetable Mr 
forest managecñent areas specified in schedule 4. This schedule sets 
out the forests where logging operations may be carried out pending 
environmental assessment- and review. 	- 

Wilderness assessment for (3uy.Fawkes, Mann, Washpool, New England, 
Werrikimbe, Barrington, Macleay Gorges and Deua will occur in 
parallel' with determination of the environmental impact statements 
prepared for forest management areast. This provides a timtable.tor 
wilderness assessment. The Government will determine the GUy Fawkes, 
Mann and Washpool wildernessareas by October 31st of this year. New 
England and Werrikimbe by May 31st 1993, the Macleay Gorges by April 

- 30th, 1994, Barrington and Deua by September 30th, 1994. 

Certain areas of the wilderness areas prescribed above will not be 
logged prior to the determination of the environmental impact 
statement. Fart of the Deua wilderness, tnever, is affected by the 
environmental impact statement ccsnpleted in 1983 for 48,928 hecIares

s  within the Wandella State Forest No 1008 and Dampier State Foret No 
926. This area is being logged now, 	despite the environmental 
assessment being old and inadequate. The logging would appear-to be 
contrary to the caivnitment by the Government to a mOratoriUm until 
the wilderness assessment report was determined by Cabinet. 

Impacts of the leqislation cnthe five wilderness areds most affected - 

PEW B'RfiND 
About 19,000 hectares of the Oakes, Nkjlla-Five Day, Styx, Lower Creek 
and Pee Dee State Forests and 1,000 hectares of vacant cra-r land on 
Jobs tlountain can be logged without prior assessment. This represents 
about 31% of the naninated wilderness area. Adjoining areas of 
private freehold and leasehold lands can also be logged with 
impinity. 

Importance of wilderness management: 	- 
The existing national park is part of the N.S.W. rainforest world 
heritage parks. The wilderness contains 113 bird species, including 
24 of the 36 rainforest dependent bird species found -  in N.S.W. 

BPeRIrETCt9: 	 - 
About 8,000 hectares of the wilderness is in state forest which can 

Schedule 2 of the Timber Industry (Interim Protection) legislation lists New England, 
Washpool, Barrington, kJerrikimbe, Mann Deua, Guy Fawkes and Oxley 
(Mac leay Gorges). The schedule prthidths that parts of Mann, Washpool, 
New England, Werrikimbe and Barrington and all of Macleay Gdrges, 
Deua and Guy Fawkes wilderness will not be lgged before the 
environmental assessments are prepared. 	 - - 



how be logged witinit prior en.'iraiffental impact assessment. There is 
an important area of vacant- cran lnd of 650 hectares which 
separate4 the northern section of the national park from the southern 
section. Logging this area will cut the wilderness in two and can 
occur without environmental assessment. Logging activities can occur 
in fiye discrete forest areas and repi-esents about 13.5 7. of the 
nominated wilderness area. - 	- 	- 

Impàrtance of wilderness management:- 	 - 
Wildernes contains 15 threatened maimals. Habitat for 215 s,ecies of 
bird & 53 mammals. Die of the largest areas of primitive rain -forest 
in N.S.W. The naticnal park is part of the N.S.W. world heritage 
rainforest area.  

WERRIKIMBE  
About 6,600 hectares of Carrai State Forest withinthe Werrikimbe 
wilderness can be logged withc*jt n environmental impact statement. 
this represents lb.57. of the nominated wilderness area. 

Importance of wilderness management: 
The area protects the headwaters of the Macleay, Hastings and Forbes 
rivers. The national park is part of the N.S.W. rainforest world 
heritage- property. The Naticnal Parks and Wildlife SerS'ice has 
recorded 46 species of reptiles and amphibians, 52 species of mammal 

- . 	and, over 130 species of birds. 	 - 

MANN 
- 	The proposed Mosquito Road is a rnajbr logging haul road which will 

• 	 bisect the Dalmorton State Forest to the south of Nymboida National 
Park. The obvious intent of the road is to fragment the wilderness by 

- isolating about 6,000 hectares of wilderness in the Mosquito Creek 
- - 	 catctvnent representing 14% of the Mann wilderness. 

Importance of wilderness management:  
Plant coniunities range from-rain -forest 'to eucal.ypt mallees. The 
Nymboida River is considered one of the best canoe touring rivers in 
N.S.W. The wilderness contains tiger cat, Parma wallaby, rufous rat 
kangaroo which, are rare and endangered. 

DSA4 	- 	-- 	 - 	-- 
Logging of Daja wilderness is occurring in the Dampier State Forest 
near the National Park boundary in the very headwaters of the Deua - 
River. Logging of Georges -and Diamond Creek catchinents are stheduled 
in the current plan of management. Approximately 10,000 hectares are 
at risk of being logged. - - - 

Importance of wilderness management:  
The rare Long-nosed Potoroo, Eastern NativeCat, White-footed 
Dunnart, Peregrine Falcon and the Australian Grayling ai- e found in 
the area along with 20 rare and endangered plants. The C-ilderness 
core. is drained by the Deua River; 	. The Deua headwaters contains 
a series of watêrlal is varying in height from 10 metres to 50 metres 
in rairforest lined gullies. This-beautiful area will beruined if - 
logging continues. 	 - - 	 - 	-- 	- 

4. 



Key Points for Media Releases and LObbying of Politicians: 

The Timber Industry (Interim Protection) Act will enable the 
fbrSt Industry to log wilderness and national park proposals 
of long standin without prior en'.?ironmental impact assessment 
and review.  

The legislation is an attempt to pre-efnpt the Governments 
decisions on four important wilderness nominations. Three of 
the four wilderness areas contain rainforest which is only 
partl' protected in national parks which are inscribed on the 
World Heritage List. The area of wilderness which can be logged 
without prior environmental assessment totals approximately 
50,000 hectares. - 	-- - : 	- 

- The Na England wilderness nomination is badly affected -by the 
timber industry bill with bver 30% of the wilderness nomination 
available for logging without prior environmental assessment. 

• The éontinued logging of Deua wilderness is a breach of faith 
by the Forestry Carwnission. The Parliament understood that the 
Deua ilderness would be protected until the assessment for 
both the logging activities and the wilderness nomination were 
complete. A loop hole in the Act, ha-ever, allows for ten year 
old reports to fulfil the environmental requirements. The 
outdated inadequate environmental ithpact statement should be 
rejected, otherwise the area will be logged out before the 
wilderness proposal is ccnsidered.:by Cabinet. 

The old growth forest areas within wi ) derness areas are some of 
the last refuges of many endangered species. Yet the Timber 
Industry legislation permits logging of. these ke9 endangered 
species habitats. 

According to Premier GreineHs policies, employment los is 
acceptable when it saves acney (eg reducticn.of 27,000 jobs in 
the piblic sector) but not when it saves the ; environment. 

Only about 57. of the forest estate is in a wilderness 
condition, or about 200,000 hectares. Most of this area is 
difficult to log. There is 3.6 illion hectares of forest 
outside wilderness areas. If these forests have no suitable 
timber resn.jrces, then these forests rm.ist have been grossly 
over cut. The timber industry has substituted short term profit 
for long term sustainability and forest workers sinild 
irrjnediátel' be employed in establishing forest plantations. 

5 
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MEDIA RELEASE 

MARCH 11, 1992 

The NSW taxpayers, the timber workers themselves and our Aussie 
animals will all be hard hit by the Timber Industry (Interim 
Protection) Bill according to Cr Lyn Orrego, spokesperson for the 
Nambucca Valley Conservation Association. 

"The Bill basically authorises "more of the same" for P45W forests," 
she said. 

"More of the same means continued unsustainable logging without 
proper assessment of what animals and habitat are being disturbed and 
lost, it means the P45W taxpayer's money will continue to drain out of 
the public purse to subsidise an industry already feeding on public 
resources and it will mean the end of an era for the timber workers 
who'll watch their Own traditional hardwood industry decline in 
favour of woodchipping and their jobs with it," she said. 

"The recent, concerted campaign against the Endangered Fauna (Interim 
Protection) Act and the part of the Environmental Planning and 
Assessment Act which requires an EIS in certain clreLImstances has 
tried to tell us that 6,000 jobs will be lost by June because of lack 
of supply due to the requirements of these Acts. This claim is as 
often repeated as "The Sky is Falling" in the children's story yet it 
is totally unsubstantiated with facts. 

"So what sort of things can I tell readers now to substantiate the 
claims of the environment movement that forests, animals, people's 
pockets and jobs will suffer unless we stop the current "mining" 
mentality and realise we can and must have a timber industry with 
codes of practice that ensure the long'term existence of both the 
industry and our native animals and vegetation. 

"The Forestry Commission, in a 1987 paper, stated they were 
overcutting in 7 out of 19 Management Areas in the State. Many of 
these are still doing so despite Forestry Management Plans that say a 
much lower amount is the sustained yield. Examples are Casino West 
cutting at 21,000 cubic metres, four times the sustained yield; 
Nundle/Walcha cutting at 52,000 cubIc metres, 4.3 times the sustained 
yield and likely to last only until 1997 when there will then be a 40 
year gap. The plan is clearly to cut out all the old growth at 
higher than sustainable rates after which they will drop back 

cart for tAt ent}ronivwrut... Ljc depends on 
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drastically catsing job \osse&. 

"Our i4rtfft&a 
area is an example of an area that has already reached 

the stage following the cuttingof the old growth. Quotas In. the 
So's were around 50,000 cubic metres. B y  1980 they'dplUnged to 

8,000 and have since.been struggling to achieve just under the 8,000. 

"And it is not because of the myth.that it's all "locked 
up". The 

area of land under State Forest in NSW has increased in size by 
250,000 hectares in the last 10 years." she said. 

"And yet the industry is declining. The number of quota sawmills is 
down 25% for the same.ten year period. And it's not the big boys who 

are closing. 

"Australia wide, between 1965 and 1985 wood production went Up by 40% 
but the number of jobs provided went down 40%. woodchip production 
employs less people than hardwood sawmilling. sixty percent of. 

 

Australia's forest production now goes to woodchtpping. 

"Regarding taxpayers money, in 1988, when the NSW Forestry Commission 
divided its commercial operations from its non comniercial ones the 
Treasury assumed the Commission'S debt burden of $100 million in 
exchange for an equity stake. The Commissions first year commercial 
results showed a surplus of $28 million, however, a tally of 
subsidies given to the Commission adds up to far more than $28 
rnilliorC(nofl payment of dividends, lease fees for Crown Land,local 
government rates and charges, notional income tax on the surplus 

etc), 	 .. 	 - 

"Finally, regarding the animals themselves, the Foretry Commission 
often says it has never been proven that logging has caused any 
extinctions. it also has nevir been proven that 1099mg hasn't 
caused extinctions. However, regional and local extinctions have 
been proven. For example in the Tenterfield Management Area the 
largest population ever found of the endangered Ftastings River Mouse 
was found. After the area was logged four attempts were made to find 

the animal. 	It has never been found 'in the-management area since," 

she said. 
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PARUAMENTARY SECRETARY 

TO THE PRIME MINISTER 

CANBERRA 

2G MAY1991 

Mr J.L.O. Tedder 
Honorary Secretary 
North Coast Environment Council 
Cl- Pavans Road 
Grassy Head 
VIA STUARTS POINT NSW 2441 

Dear Mr Tedder 

Thank you for your correspondence of 1 March 1991 to the 
Prime Minister about the provision of resource security 
for the forest and forest products industries. 

The issue of resource security for the forest industry 
arose, in part; because the Government's commitment to 
ensure appropriate protection of native forests has 
resulted in significant withdrawal of resource 
previously available to the forest industry. For several 
months the forest industry has been adamant that a 
crisis of confidence exists in the industry and that 
future investment is dependent on Commonwealth resource 
security legislation. Given the importance of having 
major value-added projects come forward, and the general 
economic circumstances Australia faces, this was a 
problem which had to be addressed. 

Under the circumstances, the Government decided that it 
was prepared to introduce forest resource security 
legislation for major new industrial wood processing 
projects, subject to certain conditions. These are that 
there is a capital investment of $100 million or more; 
that there is a firm commitment from the company to 
proceed with the project; acceptance of a 
Commonwealth-State assessment process involving the 
application of relevant environment, heritage and 
aboriginal legislation; and that the State concerned is 
prepared to enact its own appropriate legislation. 



2. 

The resource security package will also contain 
provision for the est thlishment of plantations. The 
objective is to phase out woodchip exports and replace 
them with value added products. New plantations will 
also, over time, help take pressure of f our native 
forests. 

Yours sincerely 

ROSS FREE 



1. OBJECTIVES 

To formulate forest management techniques which Incorporate the values 
of economic viability, supply of recources to meet the need of the 
people of New South Wales and the forestry industry; biodiversity, 
ecosystem management and the enhancement of enviromenta1 values. 

To improve the economic and environmental value of the States forestry 
asset. 

To seek the co-operation, involvement and membership in the Foundation of 
representatives of the forest industry, the enviratnental and conservation 
movement, the general public and the Scientific and academic community. 

To operate the foundation for the benefit of the people of New South Wales. 

To consider and recommend diverse enviromentally sound and economically 
feasible management models for use by the Forestry Convnission and private 
landholders. 

To liaise and associate with those organizations and individuals which have 
any similar aims and objectives. 

To seek, when necessary, the allocaion of lands suitable for the purpose of 
establishing and supervising the concept of species diverse native forests 
managed and utilised for the benefit of the people of New South Wales. 

To at all times meet the requirements of the Enviromental Protection and 
Assessment Act. 	

- 
I) To register the organisation as a tax exempt Registered Charitable 

Institution persuant to S78(i)(a) of the Income Tax Assessment Act 1936 
for the purpose of soliciting public and other donations. 

3) To raise funds from any source, (including government grants) for the 
specific purpose of financing any and all of the above objectives. 

k) To give and or make available money, facilities, equipment, assets, 
personnel and other resources to any person, trust corporation, firm 
association, institution, government, instrumentality of government 
municipal authority or other body for the purpose of carrying out any 
objective of the Foundation or for the purpose of setting up and or 
investigating the feasibility of setting up any trust, association or 
corporation for the purpose of carrying out anyobjective of the 
Foundation. 

1) To accept and consider submissions on foresty matters and formulate 
recommendations for direction to appropriate functionary. 

I 
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'S 
	 GENERAL STATEMENT 

THE FOREST FOUNDATION 

IS A COMMUNITY DESIGNED CONSULTATIVE MECHANISM TO ACHIEVE A UNITY 

OF PURPOSE AMONGST ALL INTEREST GROUPS BY ESTABLISIIING 'COMMON 

GROUND' ON TUE MANAGEMENT OF STATE FORESTS BASED UPON; 

ca) Recognition of environmental values within forestry practices 

The hypothesis that an environmentally viable forest is a 

commercially valueable forest. 

The concept that the native hardwood forest can become a 

renewable and sustainable asset. 

FOREST MANAGEMENT STATEMENT 

ESTABLISH NEW FOREST MANAGEMENT PRACTICES; 

Through the consultative process of the Executive Advisory 

Council. 

By determining a set of environmental and commercial values. 

That maintains the natural diversity of the forest. 

That puts environmental valu•.e back into past and presently 

worked state forest for stable commercial and wildlife benefit. 

EMPLOYMENT STATEMENT 

TO REVERSE THE DECLINE OF JOB OPPORTUNITIES IN SMALL AND MEDIUM 

TIMBRT MILLS THROUGH NEW FOREST PRACTICES. 

N. 



a- 

COMMITTEE OF MANAGEMANT 

ELECTED BY MEMBERS OF THE FOUNDATION TO REFLECT PUBLIC INTEREST. 

(1) PROCESSES AND DISTRIBUTE SUBMISSION PAPER WORK 

Accepts submissions direct from public. 

Screens submissions to determin whether they fit the 

FOUNDATIONS objectives. 

Direct accepted submissions to EXECUTIVE ADVISORY COUNCIL 

(EAC) members for scruteny and responce. 

Individual responces from EAC members are returned to 

THE MANAGEMENT COMMITTEE for circulation to each of the 

other EAC MEMBERS. 

EAC scrutenise and respond to total discussion papers. 

( on site observations if needed) 

The COMMITTEE recieves final responces and calls a 

meeting with the EAC for final deliberation. 

(2) ACT UNDER CONCENSUS 

(3)THE COMMITTEE DIRECTS RECOMMENDATIONS OF FOUNDATION TO 

APPROPRIATE FUNCTIONARY. 

(4) IS SUBMISSIONS IS A SPECIFIC PROJECT IT WILL BE 

Subcontracted 

Supervised by FOUNDATION 

 

(5) RESPONSIBLE FOR FUNDING 

Marketing and public relations 

Submissions to government bodys ,industries ect 

(6) RESPONSIBLE FOR! DISTRIBUTION OF FUNDING. 

(7) MAINTAIN UNITY OF PURPOSE. 

EXECUTIVE ADVISORY COUNCIL (EAC) 

APPOINTED FROM INTEREST GROUPS 'BY TIlE COMMITEE 

RECIEVES APPROPRIATE SUBMI SSIONS FROM THE COMMITTEE 

FOR SCRUTENY AND RESPONSE GIVING ALL RELEVANT FACTUAL 

DATA (procedure as (1) above) 

EAC MEMBERS MAKE SUBMISSIONS TO THE COMMITTEE ON 

BEHALF OF THEIR INTEREST GROUP (procedure as (1) above.) 

HAS AUTHORITY TO FORMULATE AND RECOMEND l'OLICY TO THE 

COMMITTEE FOR APPROVAL BY GRNERAL MEETING OF THE 

FOUNDATION. 

ON REGULAR BASIS PROVIDE REPORTS TO ALL RELEVANT 

BODIES OR INDIVIDUALS. 



FOREST FOUNDATION 

Forest management and project submissions originate from individ-

uals and interest groups within the community. 

•0 
INDIVIDUALS 

IUALS 

RECOMENDATIOS 	MANAGEMENT 

CON N ITT Ii 
PROJECTS 
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WHAT PERCEPTIONS HAVE YOU, DEVELOPED 

AS A RESULT OF THIS TRIP. 

PLEASE LIST OTHER MATTERS YOU WOULD LIKE 

TO HAVE HAD DEMONSTRATED ON THIS TRIP. 

WHAT CONCEPTS PRESENTED TODAY FIT 

YOUR AGENDA. 

WHAT PARTS OF YOUR AGENDA CAN YOU SEE 

THAT WOULD STRENGTHEN OUR CONCEPTS. 

WHAT SUGGESTIONS CAN YOU MAKE TO ADAPT 

OUR CONCEPTS TO YOUR AGENDA. 



JTHE FOREST FOUNDATON 
P.O. Box 462, 

Wauchope N.S.W. 2446 

15th April, 1991 

Dear.  

In reference to,a proposed seminar date for the institutIon 
of the Forest Foundation.  

The Forestry debate,as ydu areyaware, is a highly political 
and emotional matter. Given that it appears likely there will be 
a State Election in May/June 1991,the committee of the Foreât 
Foundation feels that it would be inadvisable to iun the' seminar 
in a volatile political environment. We do not wish: to see the 

• Foundation andits .programbecome.the subject of séctariañ ptitical 
agendas. To this end we have decided that the seminar. 4atè,be put on 

• hold till the stabftisationof the political environment: 
During this period the Foundation intends to 'hold private formal 

meetings with all interested parties, in order to brief those parties 
on the agenda, policies,..formal administration and reprSentative 
models.of the proposed Foundàtipn.' 

We propose that these meetings take place in 4ay 1991', so 
that all parties can be adequately':informed on the piogress and 
function of the Forest Foundétion.: . . •• • 

Yéurs Faithfullç,, 

Jim Slater 
	

Trevor Corliss , 
President 
	

Vice President 
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Freedom of Information Legisiaticu Campaign Committee 
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The Westminster system of government that has devel/ped in Australia 
has been associated with a degree of official secrftcy unmatched in 
comparable parliamentary democracies. Austraiiarvpoliticians must 
bear much of the responsibility for the failure Af legislatures to 
write into our governmental system public and p,árliamentary rights. of 
access to official information. 	 I 

The purpose of this letter is to plead t'nthhou as a member of the 
Australian Parliament to take a responsiblinterest in public access 
to official information. We believe that,'arliamentarians should not 
be automatistic instruments of approval for proposals advanced by the 
Executive to demarkthe extent of the citizen's right to know. The 
public interest in access to official /nforrnation must be given priority 
over pressures for political self-pr$ervation. We hope you will have in 
mind, when considering proposalsfop' freedom for information procedures, 
that the citizen's right to know h/s usually proved to be co-extensive in 
effect with Parliaments right 4/know. The time is overdue for Parliament 
to question how well the coniFy has been served by the developing con- 
ventions of compliance with 	 ensitivity to the needs andpractice of 
parliamentary Executives in 	 osing official information. 

As a first step, I ask you/to read the attached Brief. It sets out in 
sununary form some of the /oi icy points at issue. On one hand .are the 
policy proposals for fr$dorn for information legislation submitted by 
the bureaucracy to /

rflected
Ellicott. On the .other hand are our preferred 

policy alternatives  in a draft Freedom of Information Bill 
which is designed tve all practicable priority to connunity interests. 

Our purpose is tjiprcmote adequate freedom of information legislation and 
to guard again$ fraudulent substitutes. We are anxious to assist and 
further advi,e' you on the matter. I should be grateful to receive your 
advice as tp'whether you are prepared to cotmitit yourself to generally 
bipartisap'support for the preferred alternative policies outlined in 
the Bripf. Representatives of this coninittee may be contacted through. 
myself/at Melbourne 347 4661 or Mr. John Wood - Canberra 489 484. 

faithfully, 

-- 	- . 	PAUL F'iUNRO 
Campaign Secretariat 
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P.O. Box 462, 
Wauchope N.S.W. 2446 

Phone 856 282 

FAX 	856 497 

ITINERARY FOR BUS TRIP 

18th May, 1991 

Meet at Wauchope Post Office 9:00 a.m. 

Departure 9:30 a.m. SHARP 

Returning 4:30 p.m. 

Climatic Conditions suggest trousers for warm clothing 

Morning Tea at Gingers Creek on way to Visual sites 

Lunch on return (approx. $10.00per head for N/Tea & Lunch) 

There will be a full commentary for the duration of the 	I 

Bus Trip which focuses on those areas of common interest 
between Industry and Environment. 

What we have in the Hastings we would like to share. 

Written material on opetation and function on the proposed 
Foundation will be available. 

General enquIries should be directed to:. 

Jim Slater 	Beechwood Timbers 

David Lee 	Beechwood Timbers 

Phone 856 282 Fax 856 497 During business hours 

Please indicate your intention and numbers, if groups, 
of attendane to faèilitate our hire of bus capacity 
by 15th May. 
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GENERAL STATEMENT 

THE FOREST FOUNDATION 

IS A COMMUNITY DESIGNED CONSULTATIVE MECHANISM TO ACHIEVE A UNITY 

OF PURPOSE AMONGST ALL INTEREST GROUPS 'BY ESTABLISHING 'COMMON 

GROUND' ON THE MANAGEMENT OF STATE FORESTS BASED UPON; 

Recognition of environmental values within forestry practices 

The hypotheis that an environmentally viable forest is a 

commercially valueable forest. 

The concept that the native hardwood forest can become a •  

renewable and sustainable asset. 	 - 

FOREST MANAGEMENT STATEMENT 

ESTABLISH NEW FOREST MANAGEMENT PRACTICES; 

ThrQugh the consultative rocess of the Executive Advisory 

Councit. 
By determining a set of environmental and commercial values. 

That maintains the natural diversity of the forest. 

That puts environmental valu:.e back into past and presently 

worked state forest for stable commercial and wildlife benefit. 

EMPLOYMENT STATEMENT 

TO REVERSE TIlE DECLINE OF JOB OPPORTUNITIES IN SMALL AND MEDIUM 

TIMBRT MILLS THROUGH. NEW FOREST PRACTICES. 

c. 



I. OBJECTIVES 	 * 

to formulate forest management techniques which Incorporate the values 
of economic viability, supply, of recources to meet the need of the 
people ofNew Sauth Wales and the forestry industry; biodiversity, 
ecosystem management and the enhancement of ënviromental values. 

To improve the economic and environmental value of the States forestry 
asset. 	 , 

o) To seek the co-operation, involvenrent and membership in the Foundation of 
• 	representatives of the forest industry, 'the enviraenta1 and conservation 

thovement, the general public and the scientific and academic corwnunity. 

To operate the fpunda'tion for the benefit of the people of New South Wales. 

To consider and reconnend diverse envirOméntally sund and economically 
feasiblemansgement models for use by the. Forestry Commission and private 
landholders. 	" 

JO To liaise and associate with those organizations and individuals which have 
any similar aims and objectives. . 	. 

9) To seek, when necessary, the allocalod of lands suitable for the purpose of 
establishing and'supervlsingtheconcept of species diverse native forests 
managed and utiliüd for the benefit of the people of. New South Wales. 

h)' To at all times meet',the requirements of the Enviromental.-protectlon and 
Assessment Act.  

I) To.register the crganisation asa tax exempt Registered Charitable 
Institution Persuant to 8780)(a) of the Income Tax Assessment Act 1936 
for the purpose of soliciting publi,,c and other donations. 

To raise funds from any source, (iAcluding government grants) for the 
specific purpose of financing any and all of the above objectives. 

To give and or make.avallable money, facilitieä, equipment, assets, 
personnel 'end oth9r resources to any person, trust corporation, firm 
association, Institution, government, instrumentality of government 
municipal authority orother bodyfor the purpose of carrying out any 
objective of the Foundat'ion.or for the purpose of settlñ9 up and or 
investigating the feasibility of.setting up any trust, association or 
corporation for thepurpose of carrying out anyobjective of the 
Foundation. - 

1) To accept and conlder sUbmissions on foresty matters and formulate 
recommendatIons for directien to appropriata functionary. 
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COMMITTEE OF MANAGEMENT 

ELECTED BY MEMBERS OF THE FOUNDATION TO REFLECT PUBLIC INTEREST. 

• 	(1) PROCESSES AND DISTRIBUTES SUBMISSION PAPER WORK. 

Accepts submissjonsdjrect from public. 

Screens submissions to determine whether they fit the 
- 	. 	Foundationsobjectives. 

Direct accepted submissions to Executive. Avisory Council 

(EAC) members for scrutiny and response. 	 -. 

Individual responses from EAC members are returned to 

The Management Committee for èirculation to each of the 

other EAC members. 

EAC scrutinise and respond to total discussion papers. 

(on site observations if needed). 

the Committee receives final responses and calls a 

meeting with the EAC for final deliberation. 

ACT UNDER CONCENSUS 

THE COMMITTEE DIRECTS RECOMMENDATIONS OF FOUND&TION TO 

APPROPRIATE FUNCTIONARY. 

IF SUBMISSIONS AREA SPECIFIC PROJECT IT WILL BE 

Subdontracted. 

Super.vised by Foundation. 

(5)RESPONSIBLE FOR FUNDING 

Marketing and public rlation 

Submissions to government bodies, industries eté. 

RESPONSIBLE FOR DTSTRIBUTION OF FUNDING. 

MAINTAIN UNITY OF PURPOSE. 	. 	. 

EXECUTIVE ADVISORY COUNCIL (EAC) 

APPOINTED FROM INTEREST GROUPS BY THE COMMtTTEE 

RECEIVES APPROPRIATE SUBMISSIONS FROM THE COMMITTEE 

FOR SCRUTINY AND RESPONSE GIVING. ALL RELEVANT FACTUAL 

DATA (procedures as (1) above. ) 

EAC MEMBERS MAKE SUBMISSIONS TO THE COMMITTEE ON 

BEHALF OF THEIR INTEREST  GROUP (procedure as (1) abOve) 

• 

	

	(3) HAS AUTHORITY TO FORMULATE AND RECOMMEND POLICY TO THE 

COMMITTEE FOR APPROVAL BY GENERAL MEETING OF THE 

FOUNDATION 	 . 	. 

(4) ON REGULAR BASIS PROVIDE REPORTS TO ALL RELEVANT 

BODIES OR INDIVIDUALS. 
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thana$YElands great concern to parentsj 
have called for a 70 "Seek chip halt to regrowth said. 

"Roads art narrow'and operations in the 
fl m3nagement 	 - 	 deteriorating rapidly, 

in the area," Mrs Sun 

with many woodchip ? 

nts want a total 
' WOrk halt'..  truck drivers showing bla- 

the current thin- disregard for speed 
limits 

menial impact 	. 	 . 	. . 	- 	 - 	 The j,ublic meeting, 

can be pro-. Gardens, Winston Green- 	• The state of roads 	:, 	 which ran for more than 

_. away, of Greertaways Bus from Ruin Plateau to - - 	. 	 four hours made six mo- 

-- 	 This was one of seven 	 ' 	";;' 
- 	

periods. - 	' 	itli' emotive issues. 	F -' 

L'esolutions passed at 	
the Liaison 	om 	

. 	, • Woodchipping ?Pera- 	Mrs Sun said thai itany 	The three motions to be 
'public meeting on Mon- 	 dl H d bons at the end of 	residents of thr area presehted' to Greater 

The N ortk 	 by 	 Elarids  Prim 	
ppng opera- cernaLthe ¶un:rof 	 should 	

t 

	

tions at Knod'ngbul 	trucks coming out cf the grade the road to cope 
- 	, Those attending the 	According to Dekyong' 	• The volume and in- Wingharn management with current traffic levels. 

	

f 	
meeting included Jim Suti, spokesmanan for the tensiry of milling opera- area each day. 	 • Council should re- 

Cfl tv 0  - Simruons and Brian Sb- Eland residents, the tions in the Wingham 'Three or four nicks examine speed limits 
t , , icr, represented the On- I meeting was convened to management area, with full loads pass out of through built up areas 

trict Forestry Cominis- t address six key issues -• The number ofwcod- the area each day carrying being used forwoodchip 
sion, Steve Coliett of I affecting the local en- chip trucks using the Sul- small under-deveoped transport. 

- 	' 	 Taylors Chip Mill; 'rca1 vironment. 	 v.a Plateau t ' o Wingham trees,Pie said. 	 • in view of damage to 
"We believe the impact 'roads, council should give, 

• 	 ' 	,1 '.' 	'. ........... 	 ..1C::r . 	
- -- 	.r:.';..t 	-:. 	of the woodchippig or 	consideration to making a, 

eration has not bee ,ade 	weight load limit on main 
quatelv add-tssed by a road 109 

- 	 't 	-• 	 '- ., 	State Forest,) C.innis- 	The three motions to 

	

- 	sion cnironrrent 	In' 	the Forestry Commiss'on 
pact statement 	 are 

	

Facto's such a ero- 	• That logging trucks 
sion soilcontentanitime do not use the road when 
to rcnex the desroyed school buses use it.  
resource must be taken 	• That an alternative t 
into account 	 road at the western end of - 

Concern for saittv of Padmins Raod leading to 
/ 	I") Alt 	 - - 	loca' children tra'e 1mg to Knodingbul be upgraded 

ovd'° 	 - - 
	- t 	school by bus ea a day 	• Forestry gibe coosid 

E7 	 - 	 - 	'c '. -- 	- was also raised at L e pub- 
z. 

	erauon to renewing en 

	

- 	lic meeting 	 vironmental impact in the 
Safety of cl' Wren light of information re 

trave'ling by bus to chool ceived from local people 
each day has beccmeofatth1yublicmeetin - 
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The accounts of the following companies floral's Tratisfers to/(frorn)Reserves Contribution to 
have been consolidated to determine Beneficial General 	Capital 	Asset Group Profit 

the Group's results. 	 Ownership Revaluation 
1990 1989 

'Th Inc. in $'OOO 	$000 	$000 $'OOO $000 

22. SUBSIDIARY COMPANI ES (CON'T) 

floral Limited - NSW 21,088 2,229 

floral Resources Limited*< 100 NSW 4,963 3.055 
Boral Resources (\V.A.) LtdP< 100 WA 11,241 10,454 

floral Resources (Vie.) Pt> Limited*< 100 Vie 16,275 20,846 
Deane & Runge Pty. Lld.'< 100 Vic (87) (65) 
South Western Quarrying and Asphalt Ply. 

Limited (In Voluntary Li qu ida tion )*< 100 Vie -  
Western Washed Sand & Stone l'ty. Limited 

(InVoluntary Liqoidation)< 100 Vie - (210) 
floral Resources (South Aust.) PLy. Ltd.*<  100 SA 3,039 2,990 
Du nnstown Quarries fly. Ltd. 

(In Voluntary Li qu idation)*< 100 \'ic - - 

Miners Rest Quarries Pts Ltd.t< 100 Vie (80) (76) 
P. Kennedy Ply. LId.*< 100 Vie - 289 
Riviera Sands Propriethr 	1..iinited< 100 Vie - - 

Avon Quarries (holdings) fly. Ltd.*< TOO Vie - - 

The Avon Quarries Ply. Ltd.t< 100 Vie - 

Avon Quarries (Haulage) Pty. Ltd.t*- 100 Vie - - 

floral Resources (QId.) Pty. Li m ited*< 100 QId 435 	 (435) 8,747 1,423 
Ranisay Dredging Co. fly. Ltd.t< 100 QId - - 

l(arrenian Bros Ply. Ltd.t< 100 QId - - 

Australian Cl,en,ical cottipany Ply. Ltd.'< 11)1) QId 93 84 
Q.A.R. Road Services l'ty. l..i,nited 

(In Voluntary Liquidalion)t< 100 NSW - - 

Q.I.C. Ply. Limited 
(In Voluntary Liquidation)t< 100 QId 33 	(33) 206 - 

floral Resources (N.SW) Pty.Liniitcd'< 100 NSW 23,984 18,518 
Brisbane Water Concrete fly. Liinitedt< 100 NSW 388 331 

l3ituiiiax PLy. Ltd.t< 100 SA 843 1068 
Spir-L-OIc I loldings Canada Limited> 100 Canada - - 

Srir-L-Ok Industries Canada Limited> 100 Canada 547 208 
Cascade Culvert Corporation> 100 USA 155 130 

Quarry Industries Lic,nted+ 70.24 SA 5,'W0 6.627 
Road Surfaces Group Pt3. Limiled 58.11 QId 825 696 

I3ayview Liinitedt< 100 Vic - 

i3ayviev Quarries fly. l.ii,iitedt< 100 'lie (2)  
Dandenong Quarries fly. Li In itedi< 100 Vie - - 

floral liansport Liiniiedt< 100 NSW 14,761 1 t,s2 I 
All Products I l;iulage Ply. Li ni il edt< 100 NSW (68) - 

Mart itt's Tr;iusporl I 'ty. I.i m iterlt< 100 NSW 231 
flcll'lres fly. l.1d7< 100 WA 562 1,293 

Bell I read Ply. I.td: < 100 WA 0 00) 7 
Bell trcightlines hI). l.td?< lo() \VA (1,903) 4i 

11115. Pt1. Lintited'< 100 WA 68 633 
\;oodwardsires Ply. l..td.t< 	. IOU las 495 (54) 
LIZII Pts'. I .W. (In Voluntary I,ijtirdation) I'< 100 NSW - 

Alien Thylor & Conipany Li,nite1 4  < 100 NS 1.%' 3,36.1. 4.774 
Sawinillers Exports I'iy. Limited SI) NSW 3,714 3,841 

13itupave Li,iiitedt< IOU NSW 4.153 4337 
floral Resources (Country) Fly. Li,nitedt< 100 NS\V 5,983 5.742 

rQ:IM. 
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mber aid. 
The NSW Agriculture and 

Lands Minister, Mr Jack 
Hallam, has reassujed the 
North Coast timber industry of 
guaranteed re-source avàilabilj-
ty. 

Following detailed and lengthy 
inspections of North Coast forests 
and timber mills last week, the 
minister re-iterated that the 
government would stand by its 
1982 undertaking. 

"Guarantees of continuing 
resource supply Were an integral 
part of the 1982 rainforest deci-
sion," he said. 

"We reserved certain areas of 
rainforest and hardwood timber on 
the clear understanding that re-
maining resources would continue 
to be available to the industry." 

Sirice 1976, 69,400 hectares had 
been bought for forestry purposes 
at a cost of $43.3 million. 

In addition more than 375,000 
hectares of crown land had been 
dedicated to forestry. 

"There are no ifs and huts about 
the government's commitment. We 
appreciate the fact that irdusEry 
cannot invest nor plan for the 
future while there is uncertainty 
about resource availability," he 
said. 

"Our commitment to the timber 
industry has been recently reinforc-
ed with the large purchases of 
forests from CRA and APM. The 
government and the forestry com-
mission are investing, and I believe 
the industry should also do so with 
confidence. 

"As far as we are concerned, 
there is absolutely no threat of 
resource withdrawal and the in. 
dustry can invest with confidence 
in a bright future." 

The minister said he was well 
aware that there were conservation - 
lobbies who want to place more 
North Coast forests in national 
parks. 

"1-IOWC.VeT these grczpv :calisc 
that a reasonable balance between  

conservation and responsible 
utilisation of forests must be main-
tained," he said. 

"I am personally determined to 
ensure this balance is kept." 

Mr Hallam's remarks followed 
discussions with industry people. 
during his tour of Port Macquarie 
and Coffs Harbour. 
•We are talking about one of 
Australia's biggest industries and 
one of our most important export 
earners. At a time of critical trade 
deficits, hardwood timber 
availability is essential for our 
economic welfare,"he said. 
i-lardwood, in particular, has an 

important role to play for future 
export earnings. 

"What we are talking about is 
the livelihood of thousands of pee 
plc, and the survival of whole com-
munities. 

-L want it kno'n that my sup-
port and the governments commit. 
mc: to its uitdcrwking are une-
quisocal." 
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INC. 	
10/9/90 

Dear Editor, 

how hypocritical of the Forest Industries Association to talk 
about the need for balance in the debate about North Washpool to 
ensure continued employnent. 

The sawrnllling industry has sustained itself for years on mining 
the States forests and made little attempt to provide its own 
resources. 

In 1982 a spokesman for the Country Sawmillers Association said 
we cannot exist with re growth timber". So what hhphpens when the 

How nanyu hardwood plantations 
old growth forests have all been cut? 
have been established by the industry since 1984? Quotas have 
been cut by the Forestry Commission but still industry says it is 
necessaray to move into the 5Z that is old growth forest. In 
200 years Australia has reduced its forest cover by 50Z. The 
remaining 50% has been cut over and regenerated for 95% of its area. 
f4orth Washpool, Chaclundi are part of the remaining 5% largely 
untouched old growth rainforests (some 45% of rainforest is 
under Forestry Commission control). Yet that is what the industry 
is after. Where is the balance? "All 22 Forestry Districts 
on the North Coast have sustained yield management strategies in 
place but in 7 of these districts there will be progressive quota 
reductions to achieve sustainable yields in the long terms" said 
the then Minister for Uatural Resources in October 1089. 
In other words the Minister admitted that "ii" of the forejts 
still continues and old growth forests will be sacreficed. 

The enotive issue of jobs in trotted out by the Industry Assoc. 
at every occasion where preservation of our old growth forests 
is debated. Where was the Industry's concern when Kookat,urra 
Sawmill at Kempsey was bought out by a Competitor in 1038 and 
26 men lost their jobs? Where was the Industry's concern about jobs 
when the Wills Creek mill was bought bout by a competitor (1985?) 
and 30 men lost their jobs? In 1945 there were 4786Crown Licence 
Mills in NSW,in 1977 there were 165. What happened to all those 
who becarae unemployed due to cull rationalisution? Note that 
these closures were by the industry before new national parks 
were proc1aicd. In 1939.3200 were employed on the North Coast 
region as timber workers. In 1976 there were only 633. This 
reduction has been the result of new technology, lower denlan(h 
larger nills, supply problems and better productivity but does the 
.Industry weep for these lost jobs? 

-.1 
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Tarlé sawniill 
closeo: dOwn 

• 	A sawmill at Taree has closed, another at 
Herons Creek Is working at hall capacity 

• following the Jatest downturn In the timber 
n 	industry. 

To retain their jobs 16 workers wiil have to 
transfer to other mills ihthe group following 
(he closure of the Herons Creek Timber Mills 

I 'Ltd mill in Muldoon Street, Taree. 
• 	The mill was acquired by Herons Creek 

Lysaghts a year ago. Part of the timber 
division of CRA Limited, it was then sold to 

•l Duncan Holding's Ltd. A Duncans company - 
mill at Wingham will continue to operate. 

•t 

	

	The company.says the Taree mill and its 
machinery were all but worn out. The Herons 

P Creek mill on the Hastings is now Nvorking at 
If 	half capacity., 	• 	• 	, 	•. 

• 	The problems there have been blamed on the 
3e Broken Hill m!ne strike, as the Hastings mill 
:tr ' has received no mine timber orders for two 

months. 	• . 	 i  . 
In July last year the Herons Crek mill cut its 

	

be jroduction from two shifts to one, sacking 35 	 • 
workers... 	 •,. . 	' 

• 	 " 	 .1 -'. 
- 	 ' t'- • a a 
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management fbw 
'rTHE Secretary of the 

,Noth Coast Environment 
LCouncil. Inc.çMrJ Tedder, 
;hasiüggested (Express Ex-
am iher, i Octoberc2) that 

1here is some degfie of im-
balance in the use of fQrest-
ed lands in Australia. 

,Insupporr of this argu-
meht;t 'Mr Tedder claims 
that onl9 5 per cent of our 
remaining forests' are un-
'touched; and says the tim-
ber industry intends to har-
vest all of it This is typical 
of:the misipformation con-,

stantly presented by the 
Green Movement. 

In  NSW alone, there are 
3.6 million hectares of pub- lie old growth forest. Of 
this two million hectares 
are reserved in National 
Parks, and 1.3 million hect-
ares in State forests have 
been excluded from har-
vesting. Only 0.3 million ha 
of old growth forest in 
State forest (eight per 
cent), is scheduled for har- 
vesting and regeneration, 
very different from the 100 

Ter cent as claimed by Mr 
edder. Indeed, where is 

the balance in the debate? 
The land use balance has 
been achieved, with 3.8 mil-
lion 'ha in this State being 
included in National Parks 
and other reserves, while 
Our State forests comprise 
3.6 million ha. Surely that 
is balanced land use. 

The consequences of ad-
ding more productive forest 
to the reserve system will 
be to decrease the sustain-
able yield we are able to 
supply from our forests. 
Unless we are all prepared 
togo without paper, wood-
en house frames and wood-
en furnishings, the net re-
sult will be increased 
importations 'or timber 
products from other coun: 
tries. What is their forest 
management like? Can they 
supply the increased de-
mand without overcutting? 
Do they have a balance of 
nature reserves and produc-
tion forests? How will we 
pay for the imports? How 
do we justify our stand of 
preserving all our own for-
ests while at the'same time 
enjoying the products from 
someone else's forests? 

Such questions should be 
considered by those who are 
calling for the preservation 
of all of our forests. Bal-
anced land use has been 
achieved and is the only 
sensible option to pursue. 

DALE McLEAN, 
Forestry Commission 

CoIfs Harbour 
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First Step in Saving 
South East Forests 

THE State LAbor Opposition's intrbduc-
tion of legislation to protect TaMawan-
galo.Co.olongubra and several other 
areas by making them national parks was 
described by Pam Allen, $hadow Mini- 

• ster for the Ehvironthent, as "a first step 
in reviewing the nature conservation 

• needs of the South East region". She 
• descnbcdthisacthemosturgentconser 

vation Ted in the state. It is a dIem- chal-
lenge: to the Premier to overrule his Na-
tionál Party colleagues and create 80,00 
hectares of spectacular new national 
parks." 
• Pam A!len described the loss of old 
groth fdrCsts a a major environmental 
disster. "At a time when attention is 
focused on the Greeñhoüse Effect and 
depletion of the ozone layer conservation 
of old growth forests has become an im-. 

- perative and not an option. If the Govern- 
- ment continues its policies, we'll lose 

these marvellous old grOwth forests over 
a 20 year period." 

•1 

Areas to be protected as new 
national parks 

aned, Leciltimate, 
;s GonserUation 

"We must maintain a balance between the 
legitimate need to preserve our natural environ-
ment and the economic imperative to develop 
our resources, while at the same time limiting the 
ability of small but noisy groups to delay or 
destroy major projects of national economic sig-
nificance. 
Address by Sir Rupert Clarke to the shareholders of 

the National Australia Bank, 25/1190 

A Greener Greiner 
Mr Greiner's admission that the Coalition parties had often 
responded half-heartedly to the environmental concerns of mid-
dle Australia is welcome. His call for "a positive and dramatic 
repositioning of the parties on the environment", however, con-
tained no positive proposals. The Colong Foundation has 
prepared, at its own expense, two well researched proposals for 
major conservation measures. These are our submissions for 
World Heritage listing for the Blue Mountains and a Nattai Na-! 
tional Park and wilderness. Both are very practical measures 
which would cost the Government very little and prove popular. 
The Blue Mountains proposal is understandably held up await-
ing NPWS examination. The Nattai Park proposal has not been 
approved becauseof the existenceof sub-marginal coal deposits 
and the Government's reluctance to extend the national parks 
system. Approval of these proposals would lend credence to its 
call for "repositioning of the parties oft the ehvironthent". 

I 
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Only Woodchips Matter 
The Australian Museum has issued a report, within a cover, labelled DRAFT ONLY, on Wildlife 
Conservation in the South East Forests of New South Wales, written by Graham H. Pyke and 
Paul O'Connor. The report confirms the views expressed by the Golong Foundation, so it is not 
surprising that it is labelled "draft", at the behest of the Forestry Commission we understand. 

TIIE RECURRING theme of the report is 
that land use and land management 
decisions have never been based on ade-
quate information. Planning is described 
as largely guesswork. "The results of 
wildlife surveys" the report states, "ate 
not available for much of these forests. 
The effects of different fire regimes on 
wildlife are largely unknown. The ef-
fects of logging on many plant and 
animal species, especially understorey 
plants, invertebrates and uncommon 
vertebrates are unknown" The EIS's for 
logging are described as inherently 
biased. 

In the Eden Management Arôa there 
is roughly 100,000 hectares of remain-
ing old growth forests that is essentially 
unlogged, but is scheduled for logging, 
that conservationists have been seeking 
to preserve. These areas have been 
covered in the park proposals of the 

Total Environment Centre. The report 
nominates Coolangubra and parts of 
Nalbaugh and Bondi forests as having 
the highest eohservition value. Other 
areas of high conservation value include 
Glenbog, Tantawañgalo and Cathcart. It 
is recommended that existing wilder-
ness areas should be maintained as such. 

The report states that'there is an ur-
gent need for more species suheys, lar-
gely because five land systems are not 
represented in reserves of sufficient 
area. Concern iCxpressed about the sur-
vival of a number of species which re-
quire large areas of prime habitat for 
survival. They include the Spotted-
tailed Quoll, Brush-tailed Phaseogale, 
two species of Potoroo and two species 
of owls. 

The report states that predictions of 
long-term timber yield for the period 
2013 till 2030 are unclear, and that the  

suggestions of SEFA for the estab-
lishment of eucalypt plantations, on 
cleared farmlands and the use of thin-
nings have not been well considered. 

The arbitrary role of the Forestry 
Commission in land use decisions is 
described as follows: 

There has been and still is little oppor-
tunity for interested parties to comment 
on land use and land-management 
proposals. There has been no apparent 
solicitation of comments on proposals 
for establishment of National Parts and 
Flora Reserves. In addition, comments 
are not generally sought with regard to 
the Regional Plan of Management 
prepared by the Forestry Commission. 

In other words it is woodchiØs, not the 
environment or public conCern, that 
matter to the Forestry Commission. 

Old..Growth Forest 
by Jim Somerville 

M r. FORESTRY COMMISSION of NSW 
has been under attack from concerned 
conservationist for 20 years. It was in the 
late 1970 that the Colong Committee 
strongly opposed its appropriation of the 
Boyd Plateau, a reserve for the protec-
tion of flora and fauna, in order to plant 
Pinks radiata on part of what is now 
KanangTa-Boyd National Park. 

This was the rsi of many transfers of 
tenure from Forestry to National Park, 
the most notable being 100,000 ha of 
rainforest in 1982. The battle lines are 
now drawn over the management of the 
relatively undisturbed old growth 
forests under the control of the Comm is-
sion. 

In a recent forest strategy, launched, 
be it noted, by the Premier and not the 
relevant Minister, it was admitted for the 
first time that "forestry is facing an in-
creasingly difficult legal and political  

environment." The strategy was 
prepared to reassure the community that 
their forests would be managed on an 
ecologically sustainable basis and the 
Commission be publicly accountable 
and responsive to involving community 
concerns. 

In an attempt to defuse the "legal and 
political imperatives" of the old growth 
issue on the North Coast, fourteen areas, 
totalling 180,00) hectares will not be 
logged in the next five years pending 
completion of environmental impact 
studies. It is no coincidcnce that four of 
the priority areas are currently the sub-
ject of injtinctions obtained or 
threatened by conservationists in the 
I.and and Environment Court, i.e. 
Chaolundi, Ben Halls Gap, Davis Creek 
and Blackbutt Plateau. 

Additionally, the Commission has, at 
long last, reassessed its refusal to  

develop eucalypt plantations. A token 
200 hectares per annum will be planted 
compared with 5,000 hectares of pine. 
The present thinking is that the 300,000 
hectares of old growth eucalypt together 
with 1.5 million hectares of regrowth 
and the plaiiwtion timber will meet the 
hardwood commitments made to the 
in ills over the next 30 years. 

No doubt the recently appointed 
Commissioner Hans Drielsma who suc-
ceeded the late Wal Gentle, is hoping 
that the eagle-eyed conservationists on 
the North coast (and there are now many 
of them), will notquestion theconserva-
tion values of any of the old growth 
forests destined to be logged. He should 
not hold his breath, for some conser-
vationists when consulted, may well 
have other ideas, regarding the present 
strategy as a mere lull in a continuing 
campaign. 
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The attached draft is an attempt to distill the philosophy 

and objectives of the North East Forest Alliance. 

Such a document could be used by members as a basis for 

discussions with owners of local sawmills and sleeper cutters 

If the Alliance is to foster more support from the local 

community it is essential that they know what the Alliance is 

trying to achieve. 

Once this draft is agreed it could be sent to mill owners not 

the large Company mills,as a basis on which meetings could be 

based. . . . 

James L.O.Tedder 
$ 	26 April 1991 



In the early days of timber production in Australia there was 

a great deal of timber processing done at the site that the 

tree was felled. Pit sawing was ,besides being rather 

unpleasant.an economically method to deal with logs and solve 

the problems of transport.The advent of bullock teams and 

later steam railways to bring logs out of the bush to steam 

driven mills lead to more forest and soil damage as roads 

were pushed into more areas. It was probally after the war 

in the early 1950s when a large demand for timber for house 

construction and the advent of the bull dozer changed the 

face of the forest.It was now possible with the new log 

trucks to push into the far reaches of the forests with the 

dozers  cutting new roads and pulling out logs which would 

have been impossible or very difficult with bullock 

teams.There was a move too,to move mills out from the timber 

source to small towns and with the advent of larger and 

heavier equipment mills have become so settled that their 

previous sources of supply have long since been exhausted and 

now logs are trucked very long distances. The advent of 

cable logging now being used with devastating effect in 

Tasmania is probally the final tool to change the natural 

forest scene. 	 - 

Until the last few years forestry operations were conducted 

by selecting the better trees ,removing them and then moving 

onto the next area,When bullocks were used or a cable system 

to haul the logs out to the road or log loading dump there 

was damage done to the soil,and to the understorey and to 

some trees.Rowever most people agree that the damage was not 

heavy and within six months most of the visible signs of 

damage had vanished. But the dozer changed this and a dozer 

I 
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,even a small one caused more damage than a bullock team.But 

in the last few years the very large dozer has appeared on 

the scene and these,equivalent of D8s, do far more damage 

than anything else.The impact upon the ground,particularly 

when turning is dramatic and they require a large area to do 

thiá manoeuvre.But because of their sheer size they damage 

many trees which are not being harvested.These damaged trees 

are no longer suitable for future saw logs and in sohe cases 

not as chip logs. 

Perhaps the change over to a integrated logging method has 

been dictated by a number of factors namely: j 
- accountants have shown that it is cheaper to cut all the 

trees in one area than to have to return several times over 

a number of years 

- so many trees are damaged by the larger machines it is 

easier and cheaper to take all. 

- there are so few good saw logs available and it would be 

expensive to go into an area for one or two that it is more 

convenient to take all the trees at the one time.- Then the 

trees not suitable for saw logs or sleepers or pallets can be 

sold for chips. 

There are several end results to such a system 

- there is generally a good strike of seedlings but they will 

often be of the one species and the net result after twenty 

years can be an even aged ,densely packed one species forest 

which will not produce sawlogs until natural selection thins 

them out and this may take a further eighty or more years.So 

the only choice beside hand thinning is to cut the whole area 

for chips. 

- the other result can be a proliferation of Acacias which 

II 
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will dominant the area for some years.repairing the soil but 

in human timesrestricting the growth of the timber trees.A 

fire could kill the acacias but could also damage the new 

Eucalypts,aS well as deplete the soils of nitrogen and 

phosphorus. 

- the exposed area after intergrated logging is ripe for 

erosion with large areas of bare and disturbed soil.If the 

area is then burnt to encourage seed regeneration there is a H1  

loss of soil nutrients as well 	as organic matter and the soil 

is even more exposed to erosion 

- often the tree which dominates such an area and is 

encouraged by the Commission is E.piluaris (blackbutt) which 

is now competing, on the market with Pinus radi.ata for the 

house frame and general purpose timber niche.There would 

appear to be a diminishing market for blackbutt and 

particularly so if the Commission increase its charges to 

meet costs and the pine supply increase as all predictions 

show. 

- there is apparently a small but growing n arket,particularly 

overseas,which with the slowing up in rainforest timber 

supplies,will grow appreciatively for specialised hardwoods 

However with the present policy towards hardwood in native 

forests Australia may not be in a position to meet such a 

demand.There seems little encouragement given to E.grandis 

E.microcorys 	 .One of the best cabinet timbers is 

Tasmanian silver top ash which is cut for wood chips. 

- the ecology of an area which is so badly damaged by 

-2' 



integrated logging is changed in a number of ways little 

understood at present.The more obvious signs are fewer 

species,some of which may be lost to an area for a very long 

time.The change to the invertebrate population cannot be 

assessed because so little is known about it but it is 

believed to be the most important factor in the general 

health of an area The affect on the fauna is better 

understood and for many species it can mean extinction.There 

is not a great deal known about the effect on flora but as 

half the rare and endangered species on the North Coast are 

not preserved in any Reserve present forestry practices could 

indeed be affecting many species. 

The North East Forest Alliance would like to see no forestry 

( activities in any of the native forests.But they imbENNO90M  

- L..t acknowledge that there is no 

way that plantations can fufill the role that native forests 

play in the supply of timber and the provision of local 

industry in the area in the forseeable future and therefore 

it sees the need for continued logging in such forests.review 

- the objectives of the Commission in managing the 

forests.That is;what are the forests being managed foreg 

maximum saw log production ;maximumwood production;maximum 

economic yield for the community over the long term ? 

If it is the latter then more attention needs to be given 

- to the market for specialised hardwood, 

- to value added processes for local industries 

- to differential royalties to encourage salvage logging, 

- to more supervision of the actual logging to minmise damage 



to the forest 

- to impro'red and less destructive methods of log extraction 

- to a thirty year plan for hardwood plantations as 

recommended by the Publiô Accounts Committee on the Forestry 

Commission.Such hardwood plantations should be for pulp.. 

wood and further that such hardwood plantations be 

established for the eventual supply of all saw&timber 

requirements. 

The alliance is opposed to any move into so called old growth 

on the following grounds;- 

- there are only small areas of forest that have not been 

logged or only lightly loggedmany years ago.and such areas 

will not solve the long term problems of a shortage of saw 

logs.It will be a stop gap measure at a great cost. 

- these areas are important in their own right as well as for 

the protection of fauna and flora.National Parks often do not 

possess the kinds of environment which are in these old 

growth forests and in any case are oftentoo small for the 

survival of some species such as the powerful owl which needs 

a large territory and large old trees. 

- we, should not be the ones to destroy all the few remaining 

wilderness areas.Such areas will have even greater values in 
the future than now 

- it will give a false sense of security to the local 

community when there really is no security in cutting the 

remaining forests now in the hope that something else will be 

available five years hence.In any case many of these logs 

will be trucked out of the local community,at the expence of 

the taxpayer,to be cut by mills which have exhausted their 



own supplies. 

The Alliance is opposed to the export of wood chips from the 

area.It is not opposed to the use of genuine sawmill waste 

for wood chips but it believes that there is in some areas a 

diversion of saw logs into chip mills particularly when the 

market for sawn timber is low. 

The local community,the local sawyers,the sleeper cutters and 

the North East Forest Alliance should be working together to 

press for long term, changes to the forest management 

policies to ensure a future for local industry,and a future 

for the areas fauna and flora contained in the States 

forests. The value of the forests,many of which are on steep 

ground with shallow soils,for the protection of river 

catchments must be given more recognition 

n 



INC, 	 20/3/91. 

ABC Radio Tapes, 
GPO Box 9994, 
Sydney. 

Dear Sir, 

Could you please supply this Council with tapes of the following: 

fl4
r, 1 only EART}itjQi  

1 only EARTHWORM 

6 March, 1991 

13 March 1991 

And forwardto the aove address. A cheque for $30 is enclosed. 

Yours faithfully, 

Jaciès L.0.Tedder, 
Hon .Sc. 



GUARDIAN NEWS - FRIDAY, MARCH 15, 1991 - S 

Resource security may not help Nambucca sawmillers 
be Prime Minister and Federal Cabinet 

claim they have ensured the future of 
Ausiralia's forest industry by endorsing 
the principle of resource security. 

NSW Minister for Forests, Gany 
West, gave his qualified support for 
the move during a statement on Tuesday 
this week 

He said that the commitment to 
legislation was welcomed but that the 
$100 million benchmark for projects 
to get resource security was questionable. 

"What security being offered is predi- 

cated on there being a pulp/paper 
mill development and is limited to 
individual projects of $100 million or 
more," Mr West said. 

This is not necessarily good news 
for Nambucca Valley sawmillers, - who 
are unlikely to contemplate a project 
worth $100 million or more. - 

In fact, if the comments of Mr 
Glen Neaves of Neaves Sawmill are 
any indication, resource security -in 
the Nambucca may not be possible 
using Forestry Commission land. 

Mr Neaves told the Guardian News 

last week he believed some of the 
operations of the Forestry Commission. 
of late leave a lot to be desired. 

"They are logging areas that should 
not be logged, going against the tra-
ditional methods and taking the younger 
tires and leaving the older trees." 

Ms Neaves said there was - little 
timber left in the Forestry Commission 
areas throughout the Nambucca Valley. 

And yet, he believes private bushland 
he relies on for the majority of his 
timber will be sustainable into the 
future. - 

Employees of Neaves Sawmill at 
Wanell Creek are re-entering private 
bushland after 20 - to 25 years...and 
obtaining more timber than when the 
business first logged the- areas. 

Mr Neaves id: "We are on our 
second cycle, going back into bush 
where we were 20 -  to 25 years ago. 
We are not getting bigger timber but 
we are getting more;" - - 

And he predicts that in 20 years 
they will return to those same areas 
agala - - 
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NVIRONMENT 

OUNCIL 
Media Release 
March 12, 1991 

Resource Security means a world scale pulpmill for the 
north coast unless the people of the coast can gain 
guarantees from their state and federal representatives 
that this won't be the case, according to the North 
Coast Environment Council. 

"Resource Security is a win for the big players in the 
timber industry and a loss for the small sawmillers who 
are already losing logs to the chipmill at -Tea 
Gardens," said vice-president, Lyn Orrego. 

"The north coast should he shouting loud and clear 
against a worldscale mill with all its environmental 
disaster for the river its built on and the forests it 
consumes," she said. 

"Instead we should be calling for one or two regional 
mills that can take various types of feed material such 
as: fibre crops, the presently wasted paper resource, 
genuine sawmill waste and forest thinnings. These 
mills should be environmentally "clean", non-chemical, 
produce nonhleached paper and not use a de-inking 
process. They will help the local economies whereas a 
worldscale mill, owned largely by overseas companies, 
will be a money funnel out of the country. Other 
avenues such as developing more value added timber 
products and composite timber products should also be 
explored," she said. 

"We reject what the government and industry are calling 
resource security. Who's resource is it? The State 
Forests are the public's resource: yours and mine. And 
for who's security? It should not be for the security 
of multinational companies with Aussie taxpayers paying 
if the trees don't grow or are. destroyed by fire. We 
nerl security for the sustainable management of our 
forests so they can continue to give ALL the things 
healthy forests give. . . such as microclimates, 
wildlife food and habitat, catchment and water 
production, build soil , disperse drainage, retard 
nutrient leaching, stabilise soil, trigger rainfall, 
oxygenate air, recreation, maintain gene pool, 
scientific values AND TIMBER," she said. 

"The North - Coast Environment Council will be pursuing 
these goals with elected state and-federal 
representatives and candidates leading up to the next 
state election. The Council urges the people of the 
north coast do likewise so the natural values of the 
coast can he preserved and the local economy receive 
the benefits of the rich natural resource the forests 
of the coast offer and do this in perpetuity," she 
said. 

For further information contact: 
Grafton: Martin Frohlich 	Coffs Harhnur: Lyn Orrego 



Dear (. 

Enclosed is a press release re resource 
to north coast media outlets. Below are 
comments to use, if you wish, if you ar 
the media. 

C_V 
security sent 
some further 
contacted by 

* The industry should only have security over the 
resource they own/grow themselves as other 
businesses/farmers do. 

* Any so-called "rights" to public resources should 
only be given by the managers of the resource as is 
consistent with maintaining the resource sustainably. 

* How can quantities of timber be guaranteed? What if 
• fire destroys timber? - as it does. What if there's 
• drought and it grows more slowly? Why should the 
public pay big business if the quantities can't be 
produced? 

* Small sawmillers and the environment will be the 
losers in this decision. 

* Australia is being "ripped off". We are allowing a 
foreign company, Daishowa, to mine our forest of the 
south east. For an original investment of $7.5 million 
Daishowa's net per annum profit before tax was $14.7 
million in 1988. After tax $7 million dollars was paid 
in dividends to Japanese shareholders. This is an 
annual profit of 93%. In 1987 it was 100% and in 1986 
it was 77%. The poor old Forestry Commission (us!) 
started out, in 1979, getting $3 per green tonne of 
wood chips. The price has now climbed to $14 a tonne 
but the company sells them for $77 a tonne (1988). 

* The North Coast should be saying we want two or 
three mills that: 

---can take various types of fibres ie fibre crops 
(such as water hyacinth, hemp, baggas) (Russia has 
40,000 HA producing four times the yield per acre as 
trees do), recycled paper, genuine sawmill waste, and 
thinnings. 
---is thermo-mechanical type, non-bleaching, - 
non-de-inking, non-polluting 
---leaves ALL forest values in good shape in perpetuity 

* In three to four years the southern pine will come 
in and hardwood will be harder to sell. The line is 
likely to be "But we CAN sell them for woodchips" In 
fifteen years thousands of hectares of eucalypts will 
come onto the pulp market from overseas plantations (eg 
Spain). So for the next fifteen years the aim will be 
to take all they can then they will demand a low, low 
price or else they won't buy and our once diverse, 
mixed species, multi-aged and multi-purpose native 
forests will be gone . They'll be harvested younger 
and younger (as is the trend already because of poor 
Forestry Commission managemnet which has allowed them 
to be mined). They will be forests that look like 
hairs on a dogs back, thin stems and thick growth. 
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THE COST TO BRING COMMUNITY RADIO 

TO THE NAMBUCCA VALLEY 

TOTAL COST 	 $73,700 
	

ki 

AMOUNT ALREADY SPENT BY R.N. $50,000 

AMOUNT LEFT TO SPEND  $23,700 

AMOUNT R.N. HAS READY IN BANK 	$10,000 

AMOUNT NEEDED BEFORE GOING TO AIR_ *13.700 " 

* As can he seen from the numbers above most of the cost of 
providing Community Radio, has already been met. This has been 
done over a period of SIX YEARS, by the Nambucca Residents who 
have kept Radio Nambucca Inc.going and growing. 

WHAT THE 23,700 DOLLARS WILL RE SPENT ON 

UHF LINK TRANSMITTER, RECEIVER & EXCITER 	$8,000 

POWER AMPLIFIER (main signal transmitter 	 $5,000 

ANTENNA (2 for 0131? link, 1 for main signal) _________ $2,000 

SMALL HUT ON MOUNT YARRAHAPINNI (secure) 
	

$2,000 

MAINS POWER TO HUT 	
$ 700 

STANDBY POWER AT HUT (used during power cuts)_ 	$1,000 

REMOTE SWITCHING GEAR (for transmitter control) 	$t ,000 

TO BRING STUDIO 2 TO BARE BONES STANDBY STATE 
(below this line) 

STRONG COUNTERS IN STUDIO 2 	
$1,000 

FINISH 12 CHANNEL MIXING DESK,FOR STUDIO 2 	$2,000 

BUILD DISTRIBUTION & MIC AMPLIFIERS 	 $ 900 

LIGHTS & POWER POINTS. STUDIO 2 	 $ 500 

SPEAKERS FOR STUDIO 	
$ 600 

TOTAL $23,700 
LESS FUNDS RADIO NAMBUCCA INC HAS IN BANK *10,000 

**!NEEDED*** 	 *13.700 

WHICH OF ThESE THINGS WILL YOU BE ABLE TO HELP FUND? 

IF YOU HAVE A BUSINESS YOUR DONATION CAN BE MADE IN EXCHANGE 
FOR SPONSORSHIP WHICH IS TAX DEDUCTIBLE 1!! 

BUY PART OF THE RADIO FOR YOUR COMMUNITY! 

CONTACT RADIO NAMBIJCCA 647-777 P0 BOX 69 BRAVILLE 
OR EDORREGO 647-478 
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,cnr.Ar flA1S snvr nonr4Enr AS SOCX ATI On r 
President. 
Mrs. K.A. Smith 
4/84 Bent Street, 
TUNCURRY 	2428. 
Ph. (065) 54 7540 

Secretary. 
Mrs. Linda 6111, 
Possum Pie Road, 
wiorrou 2423. 
Ph. (049) 97 7263 

Re: Resource Security 

The Great Lakes Environment Association •Inc (GLEA) feels the 
recent,urgent moves by the Mining and Timber industries,with 
the backing of the Trade unions,f or Resource Security,should 
be opposed vigorously; 

The timber and mining industries have had Resourde Security 
for the last 203 years,and this last ditch effort to gain 
access to the last of our battered country is appalling. 

Resource security is 'disguised protectionism' and contradicts 
the Governments recent stand on reducing protectionism and 
increasing free trade,espoused in the latest round of the General 
Agreement on Trade and Tariff (GATT) discussions. 

The proposal removes the timber industrie production and use from 
market forces,quarantines the existing industry operations from 
future influencing factors,such as the coming on line of bulk 
pine plantations and'locks in' the existing inefficiencjescañd 
inequities. 

The recent Public Accounts Committee into the Forestry Commission 
(Parliament of New South Wales,report number 52 9 December 1990) 
conferms these inefficent and unequal practices. 

With the recent estimates by the Australian Bureau of Agriculture 
and Resource Economics (ABARE) states that consumption of saw ° 
timber ,plywood and veneer timber,will grow by an average of only 
1% annually to 2005.Whilst the supply of plantation grown softwdods 
is expected to increase by 8% annually over the next 15 years. 

By the year 2005 plantation timber will be able to meet virtually 
all our needs for the above uses.Softwood is eroding the domination 
of hardwoods.Between 1980 and 1988 the softwood share in 
domestic production grew from 37% to 45%.This  rate of displacement 
will increase as softwoods come on stream over the next 10 - 15 
years. 
ABARE expects the contribution 
of fiber input today to 40% by 
a conservative estimate. 

of waste jrnper to rise from 28% 
2030 (ABABE suggests that this is 

. .2/ 
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. 2 . 

With the timber industries unwillingness to guarantee re-investment, 
which is not supprising due to their past history of broken promises, 
eg, Harris Daishowas refusal to re-invest,The Wesley Vale Act etc,. 

Apart from the fact that most of the investment will require huge 
capital purchases offshore.blowing out import reduction targets,the 
proposals will mitigate against developing a transition stratergy, 
preventing restructuring and will stall the introduction of value 
added processes and products. 

Any attempt to guarantee Resource Security will pre-empt:- 
- the Resource Assessment Committee,Forest and timber inquiry. 

- The National Forest Inventory. 

- The Ecological Sustainable Development Committee(ESD). 

On the subject of ESD, GLEA would like the following point clarified, 
the ES]) Committee visited the North coast of New South Wales on the 
13th,January 1991 and went to the Kendall Managment district,Port 
Macquarie region, for a site inspection,put on by the NSW Forestry 
Commission. 

GLEA would like to know why there was no liasion with any of the 
peak environment groups on the North coast. eg ,North Coast Environment 
Council,the North .East Forest Alliance or any of the local environment 
groups,concerning the site inspection of the States forests.?. 

Also was there any representation from the National Peak Environment 
groups such as the Australian Conservation Foundation,and if not why 
not. 

Any attempt to guarantee Resource Security will be based on the 
(particually with the NSW Forestry Commission)present massively 
subsidiesed,under priced resource and will entrench the present 
status quo which currently prevails in the States Forestry Commission. 

GLEA believes a fuiidenaental question in the Resource Security 
debate is,Hoos resource for 1-loos security and it is definite that 
the security is not for the Australian public but a small handfull 
of International Timber Exploiters. 

Yours sincerly 

Linda Gill 

for the Great Lakes &ivironment Association 
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Coast Environment Council which is concerned that presgJjtn  the 
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Over 50% of Australias sawmills have closed since 1950. 
Integrated logging will produce a few extra saw9Ffls"and'l'6ts  of logs 
for woodchips and there will more than likely be excellent 
regrowth.But then what ? will the new even aged stand be thinned 7 
Or will the lot end up as chips 7 The chances of saw logs left to 
grow on will be few. 
he ?ublic Accounts Committee on the Forestry Commission has 

vindicated public criticism of the way the public forests have been 
mismanaged over the years. Governments would be very foolish if they 
now committed public forests to private companies for long periods of 
time.It means that even if the Forestry Commission decided that 



as had to be reduced it could not be done unless the Government compensation to tne company taKing the procucts. 
ady in Victoria where such resource security legislation is being 
rimented with cases are occuring where the torester sends in his 
mate of what the forest can produce only to be told by head 
ce that the guantity must be doubled.So much for good long term 
gement dictated by theneeØ of the forefl. 
urce Security legislation is a greater risk to the saw miling 
sty of the North Coast than any threat to close off the old - 
th forestwhich lets face it,wouid only extend the supply of saw 
,,by a few,,years.áut this legislation will see wood chipping and 
big boys take over. 

Yours faithfully 

James1/Nedder 
Hon.Se5 



Hon.J.Kerin HP 
Minister for Primary Industries and Energy 
Canberra 2600 	 Fax 06 273 4120 

Dear Minister, 

Our Council urges you to carefully consider your position on the 
matter of Resource Security legislation. 

The Government should not be pressured into making a decision which 
commits public resources toprivate use over a number of years on the 
threat that investment will be taken off shore. 

Any committment to resource security may place future governments 
into impossible situations,for making decisions on resource use. 

It would be a formula to lock industry into a set pattern for the use 
of resources in a particular way - inovation would be a loser if 
guarantees were given that there was no need for companies to ever 
consider their resource. 

If future society wished a change in the use of the nations forests 
the costs for compensation would fall upn the average taxpayer while 
the Corporation would fold and vanish. 

If industry had been concerned about resources then they would have 
moved earlier and more quickly into private plantations of far 
greater extent than they have done 

If such resource security is given what security will society be 
given that the investments and jobs will be created ? Will 
governments be able to seek compensation and from whom, if 
investments promised do not result. 

This Council urges you to very carefully consider the matter for the 
sake not only of Australias forests and its flora and fauna,but of 
the local sawmilling industry which even now on the North Coast is in 
danger not from national parks but from an expanding woodchip 
industry and badly managed forests. 

Yours faithfully 

Jamefl(o.Tedder 
Hon.! Sec. 

1/ 
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IS ARGYLE ST. SYDNEY 2000 

iNDUSTRY PUSU FOR RESOURCE SECURITY 
A MAJOR .IIIitJ1\I1 rJTO THE ENVIRONMENT 

In ftc last few months the forestry and mining industries, with the backing 
of,  (lie trade unions, have pressed the state and federal governments for long. 
term access to natural resources, through legislation. 

This is the biggest threat to our natural environment to emerge for many 
years and must be resisted vigorously by the environment movement. 

l'C(l era I Pro posals 
Senior Federal industry ministers want an 'overriding' Act to restrain the 
operation of (lie Australian Heritage Commission and Environment 
Protection (Impact of Proposals) Acts,once a decision is made to proceed 
with a project. 	 - 

While an eis and review by the Australian Heritage Commission, will occur 
in (lie fikt instance - that will be the end of the matter. 

Tue proposal effectively prevents further review in (lie light of new ,  
cnvironmcntal information and/or changes in the scale and nature of the 
project. Enviroimcntal monitoring will lose all credence and the senior 
industry mm ister vi II be iii charge. 

The threat is enormous - imagine a small woodchip project protected by 
this legislation, that grows amid grows - there will be no independent or 
effective environmental control. If such legislation had been in place in 
t1'wt cnviroiiiuental issues, then the Great Barrier Reef and North 
Queen::l;!nd rain forests could not have been saved. 

Slate PJans 
It is proposed that the new Commonwealth legislation would be triggered 
by a request from a state government and be accompanied by a 
complementary state Act. 

Such legislation would override the NSW Environmental Planning and 
Assessment Act (EPA). We have already seen one attempt by the NS\V 
Forestry Commission to evade its eis obligations in a new Forestry Bill 
early in (lie C) re.iner Government and many Acts in the Wran years that 
removed major projects from (lie ambit of (lie EPA legislation. 

Recently the NSW Forestry Minister, Gary West announced 15-20 year 
timber supply contracts that would prevent future national parks and open 
the way for legal action against the Forçstry Commission if it could not 
supply the timber. (Daily Examiner 3/11/90) - see overleaf for 
developments in other states. 

Wit/Cl' YOU MUST 1)0 
Oppose these moves to hand over our environment to industry. 

Your group and members should write to the Prime Minister and Premier of 
NSW, URGENTLY. A decision will be made in a matter of a few months. 

Inform us of your actions so that we can keep you up to date with this 
CrISIS. 

JEFF ANGEL, MM Dir Totit Ejivironineul Centre SUE SALMON, NSW Campaign Co.ordinator Australian Conservution totindation; JUDY MESSER Cliairperson Nature CoiuservDtlon Counc(i; KARENNE JUliO, The Wilderness Society; ROD i3ENiSON, Diicctor National l'arks Associn;len. 
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US LEGISLATION SOON TO BE DOWNGRADED 

The State Government! Department of Planning is planning to alter 
US provisions soon I We need to develop our position on how the 
environment can be safeguarded lhrough improving the EIS process. The 
following is provided for your comments...... 

Problems with EiSs 
M Many environmentally degrading developments do not legally 

require an ElS e.g. large scale residential development which Is often 
staged and resort/tourism development as well as many activities that 
fall shortof the 'designation threshold' (e.g. marinas or less than a certain 
number of berths). 	 - 

' Under Pt V (EPA) public authorities produce ElSs providing 
mandatory public input, if an activity is not considered likely to cause 
'significant adverse impact' (Pt V) , no EiS is required so there is no 
mandatory public comment on the activity. 

Councils can designate development through their LEP5, but the 
Dept of Planning (D0P) will not allow this (this was'atternpted in Nowra). 

Councils are not allowed to prohibit certain activities Under their 
LEPs e.g. Byron Council was not allowed to prohibit sandmining. 

The Schedule of Designated Development (PIIV) appears not to 
relate to the magnitude/impact of activitIes, but rather classilies types 
of designated activities. 

X  Public authorities under Part V (EPA) are not sufficiently 
impartial to determine when an EIS is required i.e. when their activities 
will cause 'significant' impact as slated in the EPA. 

M Public authorities are not stiff iciently impartial to review and 
arbllrate public comments and Issue their own development consents. 

X Where there are no objectors to an ElS produced under PtIV or V 
the DoP has no concurrence role. 

P/case out//ne otter proD/ems you see.......... 
Ilow Do We Respond? 
* Amalgamate Parts IV & V 01 the EPA, with the DoP as consent 

authority (or Councils) ??? 
Expand the range of activities which are designated or change the 

definition(or trigger mechanism) of when an ElS is requIred??? The 
present term 'significant Impact (under Pt V) is too open to subjective 
interpretation. 

* All EiSs should be referred to the D0P for concurrence (i.e. 
whether there were objectors or not). 

The DoP must allow Councils to designate /prohibit activities 
under their LEPs. 

Consultants should be registered with a government co op , which 
would set lees, pay consultants and select consultants to carry out EiSs. 

Do you have any other sUggestions for how to make the EiS process 
more impartial?????? 

Please give me your comments, ideas, proposals a.s.a.p. at 
14 Tallow Wood Crescent ,Byron Bay. 2481 

Thank You. Dianne Mackey. 
Elizabeth Smith. 



"4 

4- 

Questions for the Minister of Resources Hon.A.Griffiths MRR 

NATIONAL FOREST INVENTORY. 

We understand that this inventory which was to take three 

years and has six months to completion and has cost $20 

million has still not identified the old growth forest. 

We understand that the reason for this failure to identify 

the old growth forests is that the NSW Forestry Commission 

has withheld the logging history maps. 

According to the Public Accounts Committee the mapping 

section of the NSW Forest Commission has plenty of staff. 

Will the Minister ask the NSW Minister for Forests Hon.G.West 

that the logging history maps be made available to the 

National Forest Inventory without delay ? 

WOODCHIPPINO 

Has the Minister agreed with the NSW Minister Hon.G.West that 

there is need for the Forest Commission to do an EIS for 

woodchipping on the North Coast ? 

We understa4nd that the Commonwealths EIS will only examine 

the effects of woodchips on private land and on silvicultural 

thinnings. 

Will the Minister ensure that the NSW complementary EIS 

examine -the impacts on the forests of removing residues ? 

and whether sawmill wastes are really sawmill 

wastes and are not mill logs? 

Removing residues from forests must have some significant 

impacts 	-nutrient loss ; soil exposure ; loss of habitat. 

and these should be examined carefully. 

RESOURCE SECURITY 

o-- 24 I7qt 
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Industry 
Committee 

P.O. Box 31, 
Murwillumbah. 2484 
Phone: (066) 72 2488; Fax: (066) 72 4868 

14th January, 1991. 

LETTER TO ALL BANANA GROWERS 

I would like to advise all banana growers that the Committee has 
considered the proposed charge orS growers for the 1991 /92 year. At this 
stage a prelimihary expenditure budget has been draWn up, and considered 
by the Committee. It is'the intention of the Committee that aligrowers 
caretully consider the budget; and for that reason, the budget and the 
proposed charge on growers will be on the agenda for discussion at the 

• next round of branch meetings, and District Council meetings, to 
commence soon. For your information, a,summary of planned expenditure 
and groWer cñrge per héctare k as folthws:- 

SERVICE 	• PROPOSEb CHARGE CHARGE 
CHARGE 1991/92 1990/91 1989/90 

Administration ,,c 3:400 	• 40.00 4442 

Advertisipg & Promotion 7.00 17.20 19.23 

Information &Educati6n 700 960 615 

Research & Development '13.00' 7.35 5.35 

• 	Grower Representation 7.00 21.00 20.00 

BunchyTop-Ntb Districts 113.00 	•, 113.00 103.00 
-5th Districts. 29.00 29.00 29.00 

TOTAL-Nthpistricts 18,1.00 	• 208.00 198.00 

TStP15ric5 97.00 12400 12400 

The Committee entourages all grOwers to attend the coming rOund of 
branch meetings to discuss these charges, and raise any queries with your 
local Committee Members. 

Yours faithfully 

Blobef iemar 
Secretary 

conM,tutea by the banana IflOUStt) AC 19U1 
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RESOURCE SECURITY 

Will there be mention of this subject in the 12- March 

Industry Statement ? 

There have been a number of claims made of investments 

threatened if resource security is not given. What economic 

analyses have been made independantly of these industry 
claims ? 

If there have been no independant studies done has the 

Minister called for such studies ? 

If not why not ? 

Are there any guarantees that these investments will go ahead 

if the resource security is obtained 7 

What of f shore purchases might be involved and how will these 

affect the nations import bill 7 It is of interest to note 

that the Resources Assessment Commission draft report on the 

Coronation Hill area estimates a net benefit to the nation of 

the order of $82 million which is somewhat different to some 

figures that the mining industry were using. 

What proposals for resource security measures have been 

proposed besides those from Tasmania 7 

We understand there is to be a"one of f"environmental 

assessment for resource security. It is obvious that such a 

assessment will need to be very comprehensive. Are you 

anywhere near being in a position to make such an 

environmental assessment 7 (in light of previous remarks 

about the national forest inventory ) 

24 February 1991 



irks Association of flSW 

Three Valleys Branch 
c 1'- J.Gray 
Richards Road 

	

Tewinga 	2447 

The :Shipe. Clerk; 
Kempsey Council 

Dear Sir, 

At a recent ieting'pf y his branchopncern. was, expressed over 
the developmeit of a huge camping area on the qraasy Head 
road at Gràsdy Hbad'foi- the 'SeenthtDay!Advhtstj 

The coicerns of the meeting were as follows:- 

- clerjngof 'the site ,appears to havebeen excessive and 
ektenddd beyond the area necessary for the camp area. 
- many o'f. the tree have had sdil 'or sand cleared from around 
their root systems in the,Jevelli.ng:procesand they t&n now 
be in some danger of being uprooted in str9ng winds or die 
prematurely. 
- there has been,in, our viw,excessjve removal .of the 
understorey and 'the fringing vegetation 
'thei'e'has been heavy'darnge to the roaa betweenthe quarry 

off the Stuarts.Point. rcad,,aqd'te'oamp'site caused by the 
trucks carr'ying fill for the site. 

what a1-rangements have been mad&fer the 'd'iposál of 
septic efflqent 7 4e,,understand that detailed proposals were 
to gd to Council after the DA had been approved.We are 
cdricerned that 'unless this "mattr''fs very carefully dealt 
with there wiil be runqff at certain times ,into the Macleay' 
Afm and that this could affect the fish habitat. 
- the' -mafter of the foot path to Grassy Head reserve has not, 
to.-nur knowiedge,been dealt.,wit,h.The route of such path and 
its manner of construction should be open to publiq comment 
as 'it will be on 'public ground. 	 - 
- we are not assured that the vegetation along the Mac leay 
Arm has been given the degree of protection ttiat will ensure 
that i'€ Erentains 'inpritine'coditiân; How déeà Council 
considçr- lilt ,  can ,bb,pçtcted 2 	tj el '- 

W&shbuld IDe gttetut'tor your CowSciis consideration of 
these points 

Yours, sincerely 

)L -t4 d- 
/ames L.O.Tedder 

President 
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L 90/1085 NRB 

THE CABINET OFFICE 

NEW SOUTH WALES 

11 FEB 1991. 

Dear Mr. Tedder, 

The Premier has asked me to refer to your letter concerning 
resource security. 

Mr. Greiner has noted all that you have said and appreciates 
the concern which prompted you to write. The New South Wales 
Government has expressed "in-principle" support for Commonwealth 
action on resource security, on the basis that it offers greater 
certainty for investors in resource processing activities and 
particularly in areas where long term capital investment is 
required. 

The specific applications of this model and the mechanisms 
and processes are yet to be detetmined. 

In any event it is clear that close consideration will need 
to be given to the incorporation of appropriate environmental 
assessment procedures in the process. 

Yours sincerely, 

0• 

Gary L. Sturgess 
Director-General, 
The Cabinet Office. 

Mr. J. Tedder, 
Hon. Secretary, 
NOrth Coast Environment Council, 
Pavans Acc., 
Grassy Head, 
Via STUART'S POINT. 2441 

State Office Block, Macquarie Street, Sydney 2000 
Telephone (02) 228 5555, Telex: AA12I269, Fax: 231 1110, Telegraphic Address: MANIPRETE 



Forests and jobs 
—Can we have both? 

David Dumaresq 

Yes! is the short answer to 
the question. What is more 
we won't have forestry jobs 
if we don't keep our 
forests. At present we are 
keeping neither. 

That's righti We are fast losing both 
forests and forest jobs in Australia. We 
are not losing forest jobs in Australia 
because the forest resource is being 
withdrawn— allegedly locked-up' in 
reserves and national parks. We are 
losing them because of over exploita-
tion of the forest resource, mainly 
through the introduction of the so-
called 'integrated harvesting' for 
sawlogs and pulpwood - better biown 
as 'clearfelling'. We are also losing 
them because of sinactural changes 
within the industry, mainly through 
replacement of labour with capital 
through the processes of centralisation, 
mechanisation and automation. 

UNPALATABLE PAGIS 

So let us all, conservationists and 
unionists alikc. face a few very unpa-
latable facts. In 1970, when the export 
woodchipping industry started, there 
were some 108,000 employed in the 
total industry. This had fallen to 
85,000 in 1985. This loss of 23,000 
jobs is about 24 per cent of total indus-
try jobs lost. But don't for a minute 
think that was because there was less 
wood available to be cut because it was 
locked up in parks or by some other 
mysterious mechanism. For the same 
period when the forest industry shed 24 
per cent of its jobs it removed 46 per 
cent more logs from Australian forests. 

By way of an aside. we are all very 
familiar with the claims of multiplier 
effects of employment generated. The 
forest induspy claims up to sevenfold 
increases in general employment for 
every direct job in forestry. If the 
industry wants to claim such benefits  

then it has to also wear the responsi-
bility for the multiplier losses when a 
forest job is lost. So the Australian 
forest industries may well be responsi-
ble for the loss of over 150,000 jobs 
generally in Australia since 1970. 

Just so that we are very clear about 
job losses in the industry - the 
decline is evident in each of the three 
main areas of employment. 

Forestry and logging jobs were down 
40 per cent, with the 'felling and 
extracting section most affected with a 
loss of 54 per cent from .1970 to 1984. 
(Remember at the sante time 46 percent 
more logs were cut out of the forests). 

Wood and woodproducts jobs were 
down 15 per cent, with the 'sawmilling' 
and 'resawn' categories down by 27 per 
cent. We should note in passing that 
over 50 percent of Australia's sawmills 
have closed since the early 1950s. 

Pulp, paper and paper products 
employment fell by 21 per cent despite 
a 45 per cent increase in paper produc-
tion. That should give us an indication 
of the real long-term employment 
prospects of doing more pulp and paper 
processing in Australia. 

I hope that we can lay to rest once 
and for all the lie (and it is a lie) that  

conservationists have lost workers* 
jobs in the forest industries. The truth 
of the matter is that this lie has been 
perpetrated by the industry to cover 
what is truly happening. People are 
losing jobs because timber companies 
are employing fewer workers to process 
much more wood and because the timber 
resource is being over-cut. 

We are now chipping today's saw-
logs and even more stupidly we are 
chipping the next decade's,' and the 
next decade's sawlogs and so on. We 
are converting our mature native hard-
wood forests into young regrowth 
forests devoid Of sawlogs in any 
volume. These forests are increasingly 
being harvested by large machines and 
very few workers. The wood produced is 
increasingly being sold and exported in 
its least processed state, starving 
Australia of the benefits of any value 
added and employment generated. 

The opening up of the few remain-
ing virgin forests will simply delay for 
a very short time the inevitable deple-

,tion of our forest resources and the 
collapse of employment in the forest 
industries. - 

On the mad to where??? 

8—Bogossg No. 2 1987 
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WAY FORWARD 

But it is not enough for conservation-
isis to simply cry 'not guilty' to job 
losses. We have to put forward positive 
proposals - especially to the union 
movement - on how to both preserve 

forests and generate employment. 
I would like quickly to outline some 

short and long term proposals as to 

how we might do this. 

1. In the  forests that are being logged 

now, implement 'full utilization' inune-
diately. This will both generate 

substantial revenue and create employ-

ment. 
I will give you one small 'real world 

example of what I mean by full utiliza-
tion. A 60 acre test plot in eastern 

Tasmania near Buckland, was logged by 
the owners, the Gee family. The local 

chipping contractors were offering 
them a return of $48 per acre with 
about one in 24 logs being graded as 

sawlogs, the rest chiplogs. 
With careful supervision at logging. 

they were able to assign all logs to 

higher value end-uses than chiplogs. 
either as sawlogs, posts and poles, or 

firewood. This returned them over three 

times the  income per acre (being $182 

per acre). It also employed many more 
people for much longer. This process 
with appropriate local adjustments can  

be implemented anywhere in Australia. 

It could rejuvenate the failing sawmill 

industry and lower expensive imports 
of sawn wood, as well as providing (in 
suitable areas) increasingly valuable 

fuelwood. 

Secondly, pulpwood royalties must 

be increased to more fully meet the real 

costs of 'integrated harvesting'. This 
could generate the revenue needed to 

launch the restructuring of the industry 
to conserve both jobs and forests. Aus-
tralian woodchips are in a quantity and 
quality not easily replaced on the world 
market. I believe we are in a position 

to demand higher royalitcs. If we are 

to have woodchipping then it should 

be used to fund conversion to a sustain-

able forest industry. 

We need to start processing the raw 

materials in Australia. This needs to be 
done carefully to avoid adverse envi-
ronmental and social impacts. It is part 

of a long-term solution. 

Finally, the other part of the long-

term solution is to move the 
production of wood fibre (ie chips and 

pulpwood) out of native forests into 

plantations. Let us recognise tEe pulp-
wood operations for what they are - 
ace farming. Let's move them out of 

forests onto already cleared farm land. 
There is a very large area of degraded 

cleared farm land in coastal and coastal 
escarpment Australia which could be 
rehabilitated by plantation forestry or 

agroforesiry. A mixture of public and 
private forestry would be possible. 

This move would generate considerable 
employment within the rural areas that 
have already lost so many jobs. This 
would leave our productive native 

forests as true multiple value! multi-
plc use forests producing through selec-

tivi logging high value / high employ-
ment saw and veneer logs and speciali-
ty tiMbers as well as conserving wild-
life. recreational, water catchznent, wil-

derness and other values and uses. 
We may well be able to have forests 

without jobs, but it is certain that 

without forests we will have many 
fewer jobs. We must work to conserve 

both and regenerate new forests and 

create new jobs. 

David Dwnaresq is a lecturer at the 
Australia National University and a 
member of the Conservation Council 
Forestry Working Group. He spoke on 
this issue along with Gavin Hillier. 
NSW State Secretary of the Australian 
Timber Workers Union at an Environ-
meat Centre fw'4.raising dinner held at 
the new Civic Youth Cafe on 14 May. 

SI. 
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FORESTRY COMMISSION OF NSW 
DORRIGO MANAGEMENT AREA 

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT 

CALL FOfl F'UBLIC SLJBIIISSION 

In June 1990 the Premier, Mr Greiner, announced a strategy 
for increased public participation in forest management 
planning, particuiarly embracing the old growth forests of 
the North Coast. 

The Forestry Commission 
Impact Statement prepare! 
with emphasis on the 
Chaelundi State Forest. 
recently completed for 
Chaelundi State Forest. 

intends to have an Environmental 
for the Dorrigo Management Area, 
unlogged areas concentrated in 
This EIS is additional to that 

compartments 180, 198 and 200, 

As part of the comunity participation process and to 
assist in the preparation of a comprehensive EIS, public 
submissions are now invited on those Issues that the 
community considers should be specifically addressed. 
Individuals and groups are also invited to submit any data 
or other information that would contribute to the EIS. 
Issues previously raised in the 3 compartment EIS will be 
further addressed in this EIS. 

The forestry activities to be covered are described in the 
Dorrigo Management Plan (1985), which can be viewed at 
Dorrigo, Grafton and Coffs Harbour Forestry Offices, and the 
Dorrigo Library. The activities are basically the 
harvesting of timber within Chaelundi, Cascade and 
Oundurrabin Groups of State Forest, and associated roading, 
together with other activities such as burning and grazing. 

Interested persons and •organisations wishing to comment 
are invited to make written submissions by 6/02/91 to 

The District Forester 
P0 Box 160 

DORRIGO NSW 2453 

Further details can be obtained from the District Forester, 
Dorrigo (Phone 066 572083) or Regional Forester, Coffs 
Harbour (Phone 066 528677). 

Copies of all submissions will be forwarded to the Dept of 
Planning and the EIS consultants to be taken into account in 
the preparation of the draft EIS. 

As is normal practice, the EIS will be placed on public 
display and ample time will be allowed for further public 
submissionsat that stage. 



FORESTRY COMMISSION OF NSW 

DORRIGO MANAGEMENT AREA 

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT 

BACKGROUND INFORMATION SHEET. 

1. 	Introduction 

This document briefly describes the main elements of the EIS proposal in 
the context of FCNSW State and Regional forest policy and planning processes. 
The planning and policy documents set out the objectives for management of 
these forests. 

1.1 	The Do'rrigo Management Area 

1.1.1 	Location and Extent 

Dorrigo Management Area covers the indigenous forest Crown-timber lands 
which lie generally to the north and north-west of the town of Dorrigo, which 
is the major population centre of the area. 

The Area occupies the headwaters of the northward-flowing tributaries of 
the Clarence River. It lies within - 

* 	Latitudes 	29' 50' and 30° 20' S 
* 	Longitudes 152° 15' and 152° 52' E 
* 	Shires of Bellingen, Nymboida and Dumaresq 
* 	State Electorates of Northern Tablelands and Clarence 

A location map is given in Appendix 1. 

1.1.2 	Area and Land Tenure 

The Area consists of all Crown-timber lands within DorrigoForestry 
District, Coffs Harbour Region, except for the 72 ha of exotic pine plantations 
on Wild Cattle Creek and Clouds Creek State Forests, which form part of the 
Coffs Harbour Softwood Plantation Management Area. 

The Crown-timber lands constituting the Management Area cover a land area 
of approximately 100,000 hectares, of which 82% is State Forest. 

1.2 	Natural Environmental Features 

1.2.1 	Configuration 

In general the topography is undulating with steep falls into the major 
streams of Bobo River, Nymboida River, Chandlers Creek, Guy Fawkes River, 
Blicks River and the Boyd River, which drain northward into the Clarence River 
system. 



p 

I 

An estimate of the percentage of the forest area in various slope classes 
is given in Table 1. 

Table 1. Slope Classes. 

Slope Percentage of Total State Forest Area 

0 ,  - 10' 30% 
10° 	- 20' 45% 
20° - 30° 20% 
30 °  + 5% 

Forests of the Cascade group are about 600 - 750 metres a.s.l. There is 
a rise to the west to around 1 000 metres a.s.l. in Marengo and Hyland State 
Forests in the Chaelundi group. The highest point within the District is Mt 
Hyland at 1 434 metres a.s.l. 

1.2.2 	Climate 

The climate is warm temperate and characterised by wet summers and dry 
winters. The incidence of frost is significant and on average there is at 
least one fall of snow per year at over 1 000 metres a.s.l. 

Summary data for representative stations is shown in Table 2. 

Table 2. Climate Data. 

Climate Factor Cascade Clouds Creek 

Mean Annpal 	Rainfall 1 	568 mm 1 	397 mm 
Mean Max. Temp. (Feb) 25.3' C 26.4' C 
Mean Mm. Temp. (July) 14.8' C 16.4 °  C 
Mean Mm. Temp. (Feb) 14.0' C 15.2' C 
Mean Mm; Temp. (July) 3.6' C -0.3' C 

1.2.3 	Geology and Soils 

The parent rock over most of the area is of Palaeozoic origin. There is 
a series of late Palaeozoic sediments starting with the Carboniferous Moombil 
beds in the south and moving north through the Brookiana formation and into the 
lower Permian Coramba beds. An underlying Silurian formation surfaces in the 
north west part of the Area, south of the Boyd River. These are in the main 
fine grained siliceous argillites. Running north-west/south-east through the 
area are several upper Permian granitic intrusions of gabbro, granodiorite and 
diorite nature. Most of the Marengo State Forest is of this type. Scattered 
through the area are small outcrops of tertiary basalt, outliers of the 
extensive flows on the Dorrigo plateau, 
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The fine grained sedimentary rocks give rise to red and yellow podsolic 
clay soils of only moderate fertility, but they are generally stable types and 
not prone to erosion. They occur over most of the Area. The granite-derived 
soils are deeper and more prone to erosion and particular attention needs to be 
given to this type in forest operations. Such soils occur mainly in Marengo 
and Ellis State Forests and in the south-west of the Chaelundi group. The 
relict basalt caps are in the main confined to a few small areas within Wild 
Cattle Creek and Moonpar State Forests and mostly produce red barns. These 
soils dry out quickly and can give problems in regeneration establishment. 

1.2.4 	Vegetation 

1.2.4.1 	Forest Types 

State Forests of the Management Area have been surveyed and mapped on the 
basis of ecological associations of the main tree species. Six type groups 
have been identified and these are shown in Table 3. 

Table 3. Forest Type Groups. 

Area (ha) on State Forest by Group Management 
Broad Forest Type 

Cascade Dundurrabin Chaelundi Area 

 New England Hardwood - 1998(20%) 23725(45%) 25723(43%) 

 Dry Hardwood 	. 1342(7%) 400(4%) 18980(36%) 20722(25%) 

 Moist Hardwood 9397(49%) 4495(45%) 5799(11%) 19691(24%) 

 Rainforest 4987(26%) 1199(12%) 2109(4%) 8295(10%) 

 Blackbutt 3260(17%) 1598(16%) 1582(3%) 6440(8%) 

 Cleared, Non-fprësted 192(1%) 300(3%) 527(1%) 1019(1%) 

TOTAL 19178(100%) 9990(100%) 52722(100%) 81890(100%) 

1.2.5 	Fauna 

The Area forms part of a large block of continuously forested country 
with Guy Fawkes River National Park to the west and State Forests of the 
Grafton and Coffs Harbour Management Areas respectively to the north and east. 

Throughout the area there is a highly variable mosaic of forest types and 
stand conditions ranging from young regrowth eucalypts and rainforest through 
to overmature stadds. This results in an equally variable habitat giving rise 
to a large and diverse range of faunal species. 

The Cascade and Dundurrabin Groups have had a long history of logging. 
On all areas except those intensively treated for regeneration, there is still 
a high proportion of mature and overmature habitat trees with nest hollows. 
The interaction of these stands in relatively close association provide 
suitable habitat for a large range of birds and animals. 
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Former rainforest and moist eucalypt sites which have been established 
under flooded gum plantation on Wild Cattle Creek State Forest have shown 
relatively quick recolonisation by small native mammals, birds and reptiles. 
Extensive areas of New England and Moist Hardwood eucalypts on the Chaelundi 
Group of forests carry significant numbers of old growth trees and defective 
smaller trees after logging, and following logging significant regrowth and 
regeneration develops. The drier sites at lower altitudes in the Chaelundi 
Group are typically more open type forests of multi-age structure. Patches of 
rainforest, particularly associated with creeks or gullies are scattered 
generally throughout the •area. 

2. 	Forest Policy and Planning Context 

The Forestry A 
Forestry Commission. 
processes have been 
appropri ate management 

The levels of 
The following section 
the proposal. 

t of 1916 defines the power, duties and objectives of the 
Forest policies and Forestry Commission planning 

developed to meet these statutory obligations through 
of State Forests and Timber Reserves. 

planning used by the FCNSW are illustrated by Figure 1. 
describes the levels of planning that are of relevance to 

	

2.1 	FCNSW Indigenous Forest Policy 

The indigenous forest policy defines the objectives of forest management 
on a statewide basis. The basic policy statements that guide forest management 
are: 

	

"* 	Indigenous forests have a continuing role in the production of 
forest products, principally sawlogs. 

	

* 	Indigenous forests have continuing and expanding roles in the fields 
of 	recreation 	and education, wildlife conservation, catchment 
protection and scientific research. 

	

* 	Development of these roles should be constrained so that future 
forest managers are not denied the opportunity to select from the 
widest possible range of forest uses. 

	

* 	The many and varied uses of the forest are inter-related, and each 
contributes to a socially desirable, economic and practical pattern 
of forest management." 

Source: FCNSW 1976 

Other policy documents have been prepared that relate to specific aspects 
of forest management such as wildlife and fire fuel management. 

	

2.2 	Dorrigo Management Plan 

The current Management Plan for the Dorrigo Management Area became 
operative from July 1985. The Plan includes all State Forests, Timber Reserves 
and other Crown timber Land within the Oorrigo Forestry District, Coffs Harbour 
Region with the exception of areas of exotic pine plantation. 
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The Plan sets out the management objectives for the Management Area. 
These are reproduced below. 

	

"1. 	To supply hardwood sawlogs to local industry on a sustained yield 
basis, to the extent consistent with other objectives. 

	

2. 	To utilise the productive site capacity of the Area effectively to 
the extent economically justified. 

	

3. 	To supply poles and other timber and forest products where economi- 
cally justifiable. 

	

4. 	To maintain the Area generally under natural forest vegetation cover 
adequate to: 

conserve the soil resoui'ces and water catchinent capabilities; 
maintain viable rainforest structure; 

C. 	retain an aesthetic forest environment acceptable to the public 
generally; 

d. 	maintain a diversity of habitat suitable to wildlife indigenous 
to the area. 	

U 

	

5. 	To 	maintain any distinctive ecological, historical, floristib, 
faunal or other scientific or cultural values occurring within the 
Area. 	 - 

	

6. 	To provide for public recreation. 

	

7. 	To provide for grazing and other forest uses where compatible with 
other management objectives. 

	

8. 	To maximise net financial returns to the extent possible under the 
other objects of management." 

Source: FCNSW 1985 

Figure 1 
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9.2 

Hardwood timber production objectives 

Hardwood sawlogs will be obtained by harvesting of mature, overmature and 
defective trees from unharvested stands. Additional, small size lobs,  will be 
obtained from thinning regrowth stands. The rate of harvesting in the old 
growth stands will be regulated to a level that will supply industry until 
regrowth logs have reached an average size that meets appropriate sawlog 
criteria. 

The regulated yield that has been developed for the Management Area is 
listed in Table 4. 

Table 4. Regulated Maximum Yield by Product for 
Dorrigo Management Area. 

• Product Maximum annual yield 	(cu m) 

Quota sawlogs 58 120 (gross) 

In addition, the following volumes of 
other products may be harvested: 

• 	Poles, 	piles and girders 2 500 

• 	Hardwood veneer logs 10 000 

• 	Small 	hardwood logs 19 500 - 30 000 (gross) 

Ex-quota sawlogs, salvage hardwood Variable, dependent on 
sawlogs, 	sleepers, posts and other demand and availability 
timber and products 

The Plan describes the level of infrastructure development and management 
input that will be applied to particular areas within the Management Area. 
Road construction and maintenance standards will be limited to those required 
for effective harvesting, fire protection and public usage. Intensive 
management and protection will be concentrated on forests in the south east of 
the Management Area with low intensity long term future management in the more 
remote forests. 

Ecological objectives 

The Plan sets out the strategy being adopted to maintain an adequate 
natural forest vegetation cover and ecological viability and related 
objectives. Aspects of relevance to the proposal are reproduced below. 

"Maintenance of an adequate forest vegetation cover and ecological 
viability and related objectives will be met essentially by: 

Retention • of adequate stockings of unmerchantable trees and vigorous 
advance growth. 	• 

Natural regeneration following logging, supplemented by planting as 
outlined in the timber production strategy of the Plan. 
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Protection from wildfire damage. 

Other measures will include: 

The 	application 	of Standard Erosion Mitigation Conditions in 
harvesting, road design, road construction and maintenance. 

Exclusion from or modification of logging in specific areas of 
particular visual sensitivity. 

Retention 	of selected mature and overmature trees potentially 
suitable for wildlife habitat. 

Distinctive 	values will be maintained by continuation of existing 
reservations 	free 	from 	disturbance; investigation and appropriate 
designations under the PMP classification and, where appropriate, 
dedication as 'Flora Reserves, and exclusion from or modification of 
forest operations to protect such values. 

Other Objectives 

Provision for public recreation will be met by: 

Maintenance of existing facilities. 

Monitoring of usage and provision of facilities as justified by 
anticipated future usage. 

Maintenance of aesthetic values of existing and potential recreation 
areas. 

Maxirnisation of net financial benefits will be achieved by continuing 
review of construction and maintenance programs, marketing strategies and 
operational procedures. 

Other objectives will be met incidentally to the above. 

Crown timber Lands other than State Forests will be managed according to 
expected future tenure." 

Source: FCNSW 1985 

The Management Plan specifies a range of prescriptions covering many of 
the activities and works that take place in the forest. Prescriptions define 
how the forest is to be harvested, roaded and regenerated. Other prescriptions 
define measures to protect wildlife and visual values. Prescriptions to 
prevent or minimise erosion during and after harvesting area also defined. 
Individual prescriptions have either been developed specifically for the 
Management Area or have state-wide application. Prescriptions vary between 
parts of the forest reflecting differing management priorities. 

2.3 	Preferred Management Priority (PMP) Classification System 

The Preferred Management Priority (PMP) classification process operates 
in tandem with the Management Plan in defining the management strategy for the 
Management Area and is more responsive to change than the Management Plan. 

PMP is a map-based system used to identify and define priority uses or 
special management emphasis for all forests under FCNSW management. Under the 
system areas of forest are assessed and grouped into broad classifications 
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which denote the FCNSW's long term management objectives. PMP classification 
is an important tool that assists in achieving many of the objectives of 
management set out in the Management Plan. Non-timber production objectives 
are met in part or in whole through PMP classification. 

PMP 	classification 	employs 	a 	three 	stage 	classification which 
progressively classifies the the forest estate into one of thirteen categories. 

2.4 	Harvesting Plans 

Harvesting plans are the culmination of the forward planning process used 
by the FCNSW. The objective is to ensure that all the information necessary to 
mark out and conduct the harvesting operation are available. Plans are 
produced for each logging compartment. 

The harvesting plan is in two sections: 

The first consists of a report which summarises the prescriptions to 
apply, together with an overview of the type of forest and 
anticipated yields. 

A map makes up the second part of the plan. This shows: the 
location of minor roads and log dumps, including wet and dry weather 
dumps; PMP special emphasis areas; filter strips protection strips; 
and other areas where harvesting is either modified or not 
permitted. 

Harvesting plans link the proposal through the various levels of planning 
to the current policies and objectives of the FCNSW. 

3. 	The Proposal: Dorrigo MA EIS - Background 

3.1 	Context 

The Dorrigo Management Area is nominated for EIS preparation in the 
Forestry Commission's EIS Strategy (1990). 

A management plan has been published, dating from July 1985. The plan 
adeguately covers the present situation, except for a few minor amendments. 

The 	Forestry 
operations will be 
until or unless an 
Compartments within 
determined with the 
dependent industries. 

Commission has given an undertaking that no forest 
undertaken within a large tract of çhaelundi State Forest 
ElS has been prepared and determined. An EIS for 3 
this injunction area has been prepared and will be 
primary purpose of maintaining supplies of tallowwood to 

Currently, operations have been diverted to a less sensitive section of 
the MA, but some urgency is attached to completion of the ElS for the whole MA, 
in order to sustain the local timber industry without disruption. 

3.2 	Duration 

The EIS will be prepared to cover all forest operations for the remainder 
of the current cutting cycle, expected to be completed in about year 2010, and 
general management thereafter. 



3.3 	Description 

Harvesting and other forest operations within the MA shall be as 
prescribed in the current management plan. Hardwood timber harvesting will be 
undertaken in two types of stands: 

Mature/overmature 	stands, 	9enerally with a history of little 
previous harvesting (approximately 25,000 hectares). 

Thinning operations in well-stocked regrowth stands of larger tree 
size, to produce poles, veneer logs, quota sawlogs, small sawlogs 
and lesser grade products (approximately 58,000 hectares). 

Approximately 1200 - 1300 ha of mature/overmature stands will be logged 
per year with construction of about 25 kilometres of access roads and tracks 
required annually. 	(Recent averages are 8 km/bOO ha class III and 12 km/bOO 
ha Class IV tracks). 	Areas thinned annually in regrowth stands will vary 
considerably. 	 - 

No general purpose logging of rainforest stands is proposed although some 
very •selective harvesting of overmature, damaged or dying trees may occur. 

Other proposed activities which require considera'tion in the EIS include 
culling and/or enrichment planting following logging, burning for hazard 
reduction and regeneration promotion, grazing, various forms of public 
recreation, extraction of gravel for FCNSW use and for sale, and the sale of 
pulpwood from regrowth stands and the possibility of sale of salvage pulpwood 
from mature/overmature stands. Timber harvesting on mature/overmature forest 
will be concentrated generally in the Chaelundi Group of forests. Thinning 
operations will be located mainly in eastern forests. However, operations may 
occur throughout most parts of the area during the EIS time horizon. 

3.4 	Issues 

The primary issues, which have been identified are: 

Impact of proposals on high (special) arboreal mammal populations. 

Impact of proposals on wilderness values. 

Impact of proposals on rare and endangered flora and fauna (eg 
Hastings River Mouse). 

Possible impact of proposals on Aboriginal Heritage. 

Other issues may well be identified by public responses. 

Submissions are now invited on those issues that the community considers 
should be specifically addressed in the EIS. 

J MURRAY 
DISTRICT- FORESTER 
DORRIGO 
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News Release 
Pressure from some elements of the timber industry for 
Resource Security legislation is not likely to be of benefit 
to the small mills on the North Coast. 

Mr.Terry Parkhouse President of the North Coast Environment 
Council said that the recent meeting of the Council was 
strongly opposed to the proposed legislation.It would lock 
the publically owned forests into the one use for many years 
regardless of changing markets,demands or the community 
wishes. 

It could result in wood chipping operations being introduced 
intothe North Coast by stealth as there would be no way for 
the public to object.The big winners of any such legislation 
would be the large and possibly the overseas company. 
The Forest Commission would have to guarantee supply for ter) 
or fifteen years and would be liable for damages if such 
supply was not available.It would be interesting to learn if 
the Forest Commission is similiarly able to seek damages if 
it has produced a crop of one kind of timber but is unable to 
sell it 

There are grave environmental threats in such legislation in 
that if it was discovered that there were serious threats to 
the envirohment it is likely that resource legislation could 
not be over ruled.It is only the present Environmental 
Planning and Assessment Act of NSW and the Australian 
Heritage Act which is providing any brakes on a system which 
is driven by immediate Company profits and is not overtly 
concerned about the effects of its policies into the 
future.It is Governments role to ensure that future options 
are not foreclosed.Resource security legislation would 
foreclose future options for Governments and society. 

for further information 	T.Parkhouse 065 690 '&02 771 
A.Steed 	066 213 278 
L.Gill 	049 977 263 
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At a recent meeting of this Council a resolution was passed 
unanimously expressing the Councils total opposition to any 
resource security legislation. Our Council represents some 37 
member groups on the North Coast of NSW and therefore 
represents a large section of the community. 

The Council considers that any such legislation should not 
even be considered before the report is received from the 
Resources Assessment Commission on its inquiry into the 
Forest and Timber Industry. 

There are however more cogent arguments against such 
legislation.It would lock the community and the industry into 
a no change situation over a long period of time.It would 
inhibit the industry seeking to establish its own source of 
supply ,making the industry more than ever dependant upon the 
public resources and the GovernmentIt would inhibit 
innovation in the industry and lock it into outmoded habits 
and practices. 

It is impossible for the Government of the day or the 
industry to predict what their requirements of a particular 
resource may be in five,ten,or twenty years.If the Forest 
Commission manages forests for a certain type of hardwood in 
fifteen years,will the Commission be able to seek 
compensation if industry decides it does not require that 
resource? 

There are grave environmental threats to such legislation in 
that if it was discovered that there were serious threats to 
the environment it is likely that resource legislation could 
not be over ruled.It is only the present Environmental 
Planning and Assessment Act of NSW and the Australian 
Heritage Act which is providing any brakes on a system which 
is driven by immediate Company profits and is not overtly 
concerned about the effects of its policies into the 
future.It is Governments role to ensure that future options 
are not foreclosed.Resource security legislation would 
foreclose future options for Governments and society. 

Can you please assure this Council that such legislation 
will not be presented to Parliament,certainly not before the 
Resources Assessment Commission makes its report? 

Yours sincerely 
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The major purpose of the community consultations will be to extract as many 
viable ideas as possible for regional enhancement, which can then be selectively 
assessed by the Regional Liaison Committee and consultants. 

The tentative topics for the consultations are: 

Agiculture/aquaCulture 

Secondary industry 

Small enterprise development/tertiary industry (focus on extra-regional 
markets) 

Tourism/recreation 

Alternative tourism/recreation/healing 

Education/training/retraining 

Transport/ infrastrucure/ land use/human services 

Access to finance 

Arts 

Use of Government owned land 

Co-ordination of Government services 

Each consultation will consist of up to 20 invited participants, selected for 
wide representation of interest groups but primarily for enterprise ideas. 

The following groups will be represented by selected individuals, in each of the 
workshops: 

Government agencies involved in regulation/assistance 

Local Government/Chambers of Commerce 

Private sector representatives from existing operations (big and small) 

Employment/training agencies 

Environmental/conservation/community groups 

The relevant contacts for the Project are: 

Community consultations 

- 	Mac Nicolson - 066/213344 

Project Co-ordinator 

- 	Ann Reed - 066/851134 

U 



SOME ESSENTIAL COMPONENTS FOR 
A NEW FORESTRY MANAGEMENT AGENCY 

PUBLIC PARTICEATION PFtOCEDIJRES - A FORESTRY ACT FOR THE 
1990'S 

A BOARD OF FORESTRY COMMISSIONERS 
A Board of, say, seven Commissioners representing a broad 
range of public interest, matters, from ti mber producti on, 
recreation, wilderness protection, wildlife conservation, 
bee grazing, water supply etc, should be appointed to direct 
policy reviews and oversee the operations of the new 
forestry agency. 

The Commissioners should ensure that conflicts of the use or 
value of NSW native forests are resolved quickly and 
efficiently, through public particpation processes, and 
should aim to implement the public interest in its broadest 
sense. 

AN EXPERT MULTI-DISCIPLINARY TECHNICAL ADVISORY COUNCIL 
A multi—disciplinary technical advisory committee of experts 
should be appointed, similar to National Parks Advisory 
Council, to provide independent expert technical advice to 
the Commissioners and the operati onal levels of the new 
forest agency. 

These appointees should be expected to direct research 
priorities and play a trouble shooting role where crucial 
technical issues arise. A review of Priority Management 
Prescriptions and the Standard Erosion Mitigation Conditions 
should be i mmcdi ate areas for revi si on and improvement. 

SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC IMPACT ASSESSMENTS 
Anal ysis of the social and economic consequences for forest 
management options should be prepared by competent 
independent consultants. The data and analysis of these 
option assessments should be publicly exhibited and comment 
invited. 

Such a process would remove the current fiasco where 
unsupported assertions of the social and economic impacts of 
forest management options are mad.e by vested interests, with 
no independent verification. Such assessment would ensure 
that impacts on local communities and economies, from forest 
management options, are mitigated or avoided. 

EXHIBITION AND SUBMISSIONS ON MANAGEMENT PLANS AND 
HARVESTING F'LANS 
Because State Forests are public assets, being managed by a 
public authority in the public interest, draft management 
plans or draft harvesting plans should be exhibited for 

j1 



public infornati on and comment, Just as Local Envi ronment 

Plans, prepared by local councils are exhibited. 

A new forest management agency should be required to 
consider public submtssions made on these draft Plans and 
should be required to amend the drafts to take into account 
matters which are recommended in the public participation 

process. 

People or groups who make submissions on draft plans should 

recieve a letter from the forest management agency 
explaining how the comments in their submi ssi on were 
adudressed or why they were not accommodated. 

STANDING FOR ANY PERSON TO ENFORCE PROVISIONS OF A NEW 

FORESTRY ACT - TO RESTRAIN OR REMEDY ACTUAL OR THREATENED 

B REACHES 
Under Section 123 of the Environmental Planning and 
Assessment Act, 1979, any person is able to undertake legal 

action to restrain or remedy a breach of the Act. 

Such a provision in a Forestry Act for the 1990's is 
essential, if the public's assets are to be protected and 
the management of these forests is to be in accord with the 

public interest. 

The days of unenforced Forestry Regulations, and continued 
breaches of logging and soil erosion codes must be 
terminated and a new era of competent forest manqement and 
use ushered in. Public enforcement of a new Act, 
Regulations, strict codes and operating conditions is long 

overdue. 

J.R. CORKILL 
1 4. 10. 1990 



OUTLINE OF OBJECTIVES FOR A COMMUNITY SEARCH FOR NORTH COAST 
FOREST MANAGEMENT SOLLJT IONS 

I N TROD U CT I ON 

Prel i minary, informal discussions with a wide range of 
interested and a4:fected  parties has indicated that there is 
general support for some dialogue on the issue of future 
management of North Coast State Forests. 

The North Coast Envi ronment Council suggests the foil owing 
outline of objectives as a starting point for firming up an 
effective process for achieving the much needed dialogue and 
for moving towards possible sol uti ons. 

The NCEC has suggested the idea of a 'community search 
process' since the disputes are manifest at the community 
level and since it is felt that it will have to be at the 
community level that realistic options for solutions are 
devel oped. 

A SUGGESTED PROCESS 
The community search process to consist of a number of 
meetings of all interested parties, coming together in a 

spirit of co-operation to aim towards finding solutions to 
disputes regarding forest management on the North Coast. 

- 	 These meetings should be 'referee-ed' by the impartial 
broker so that each interest group can have an opportunity 
for a frank expression of its concerns, clarification of its 
objectives and motives. 

Invited to participate should he a broad range of interest 
groups, such as the Forest Protection Society, logging 
companies, Forest Products Association, North East Forest 
(-U 1 i ance, Rai nforest Information Centre, North Coast 
Envi ronment Council Inc, concerned sci enti sts and academi cs. 

Initially, it is suggested that these meetings should not be 
open to any member of the public and should not be reported 
on in the media. There should be no intention to take votes 
or arrive at final decisions at this early stage. 

The process for making decisions and arriving at solutions 
should only be the subject of further discussion once the 
preliminary objectives have been met, a level of trust and 
co-operation has been establ ished and a commitment to an 
ongoing process has been reached. 

Once the community search process has reached an advanced 
stage, local countiliors, state and federal Members of 
Parliament should be encouraged to sit in on sessions and 
listen to the views of the participants. 



SUGGESTED O}3JECTIVES FOR THE CONMUNITY TO PURSUE 

The process of these meetings should seek to: 

*identi fy issues currently provoking community concern; 

* identify areas of agreement and disagreement between 
sectors of the community; 

* identify issues or areas of concern where more information 
is needed or where existing information needsto be verified; 

* clarify the values; of interest groups which are in 
conflict without making judqements on these 'values'; 

* identify areas where financial arid/or human resources are 
required in order to effectively proceed with the community 
search process; 

* to sketch future stages of the cornmurji ty search process, 
possible further objectives, and decision making processes. 

14. 10.1990 
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