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28.11.96

To all CRA Forest Campaigners
Re; Meeting with Herman Pintos-lLopez

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

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

Anda -meetixig has been scheduled with Robyn Kruk and Leanne
* ‘Wallace at 4pm on the 16.12.96 at NCC.

" All these meetings have been 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 people have requested that they are given some
idea of the agenda a few days before hand. So if you intend on
coming to any of these meetings and have specific issues you’d like
to discuss in mind, please let me know by Wednesday 11th
December. :

'Reg‘ards.

Elke Nagy
Forest Networker.

Membar Ct

IUCN

Tha World Cengersation Union
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PROTOCOL FOR CONSULTATION

STATE FORESTS AND NORTH EAST FOREST ALLIANCE

ble:

Since late 1892 successiul negoliations bétween Staté Forests and thé Nambucea
Valley Conservation Association (NVCA) on proposed harvesling opérations in forest
areas considered sensitive by NVCA have occurred.

A hasic tenet has been to treat each individual harveslihg plan area as a discrete
unil wilh the discussion centted around whiather or not NVCA believes harvesting
shiould oceur, and if so, how this can be undertaken without conflict.

The rasolution of bréader quastions Incmdmg, are Brushbox forests really rainforest
and catchment values and slopes excéeding 25 tegrees étc., are more appropiiately
resolved outside thls protocol due to the broad consequerices of these quéstions.

-1t is important that every effort is made by all paitles 1o work on the issues, nol the

people involved. That is, the discussions are about "playing the ball" nol “the player”,
All people imust be treated with respect

it s often posslble to avoid canllict in the forest by reaching compromisa posilions
acceptable to both sides.

This prolovol applies fot all areas for which Haivésting Pians have not been
prepared as of the dale of sighing. Whete llarvesting Plahs have alreddy been

prepared and where lime permits limited consultaﬂon may occur within the time
avallable.

Methodology:

t. For 1985, the order of workmg will be brépared by State Forests on a monthly
basis and laxed o the nominated NEFA comtact person for each Listrict cloge to
the end of each month In the following format for each District.

19956 HCV " Current Fully Approved Comment
Order .of as per Operations  Licensed Since Last
Work latest list Fleport

If a compartment becomes licensed and it is Intended to commence logging in
that compartment before the next monthly report would be available, then advice
of this intention should ba given to the nominated NEFA contact as soon as
relevanl licencés and approvals aré confirmec).

2. NEFA representative advises State Forests of the compartiment numbers where
concerns exist and seeking to be nolified when a Haivesting Plan (either draft or
final) for those compartments is available. MEFA'S fotilicalion ol ihe
compartrnents about which concerna exist will be given to SF preferably within 2
weeks of receiving the Order of Warks, bul no longer than 3 Wweeks {romi the lime
ot recaiving the Ordar of Wotks. (is. SF will onIy guarantea thie minlmuim 2 weeks

g W EE -
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10.

11.

12.

consullalion prior to logging beginning if NEFA indicales interest in consultation
for a compartment within the 3 week period.)

_ It itis known at this stage that logging is nol acceptable under any circumstances

for any of the compartments the NEFA represen!aﬂvg willl advige SF in writing. |f
so, then Ihe process and negotlations end for those compartments but continue
as balow for the olhers.

SF conlirm lo NEFA tepresentalive {hat the Harvesling Plan will be provided As
soon as It Is drawn up, advise approximately when that will be and the window of
time available for negotiations before logging hegins.

The Harvesling Plan is supplied to NEFA representative with a fixed timetable lo
raspond. This will be a minimum of two wasks and ideally should be longer. This
Marvesting Plah will be supplied free of charge where it is part of a pre harvesting
consultation process. B ‘
P . .

Due to lhe time lag involved in obtaining approvals froinother organisations,
somelimes the Harvesiing Plan supplied in Step & Is labelled final for the purpose
of obtaining approvals knowing that any operations which do eventually oceur will
be at least as sensitive as the supplied plan. In this event, an undertaking is
glven not to harvest until the explration of the limelable perlod. It Is acknowledged
that the Harvesling Plan sent lo other aulhorities may be amendéd following the
consullalion process.

Background information relevant to the compartment-will also be made available
on request if thera are no lagal or commercial téasons or policy directives
prohibiting their release. For example, habitat assessiment reports, erosion
hazard and sediment conlrol slralegies, the basis for the Universal Soll Loss
Equation, information on or special conditions on the Section 120 Licence from
the NPWS, compartment logging histortes and any other documents which are
relevant and on which the Harvesting Plan relies. This information will be
supplied at the normal cost. ‘

Written response s recelved from NEFA by lhe sét deadline. If the NEFA
response ig lhat no logging «is acceplable lhe negotiations end for that
compartment. Il not, lhey continue as below. NEFA understands that SF prefers
lo know as early In the process as possible If the NEFA response Is that no
logging Is acceptable in the compartment. NEFA will let SF know this as soon as
possible. . '

Negotiations commence with nominated NEFA representalives and the District
Foresler and/or hig represantatives. The negoliations can be held in the District
Forestry Ollice, in the Comparlment, in an Environmental Cenlre or other ayreed
venue.

: / _
The first round of negotiations may involve some compromise by both paries
and/or the correction of misunderstandings. :

There may be follow up work dons by State Forssts, for éxample, checking a
specific area for alleged incorrect forest typing.

Follow up joint inspections in the field then may occur to check contentious points
and to lry to reach agreement in the field about specific issues.




DL gyl LY WS e § T

Final Draft

13.

14.
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17.

20.

21.

Agreement may Involve the rernoval of small discrete areas from the area
originally proposed for harvesting and may involve othar compromises.
Negotiations may require several meetings vver a two month period or so.

Before the end of each meeling where posaible and al the last negoliation
meeting, the points agréed lo are listed with bolh Stale Forests and NEFA
representatives taking away a copy of the same. If no agreément has been
reached that too will be wrillen 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
suppled at normal cost to NEF/\

NEFA accepts in writing the list of points, the final Harvesllncj Plan that is in line

with those points and that harvesting can occur and continue in an unhmdered,

manner in accordance with the final Haweslmg Plaii.

There is a limetable given up fronl for the above steps based on the date on
which harvesling |s proposed to comimence. :

.If consultations aré underway under this protocol conceinlng a compartment

before logging begins then NEFA undertakes nol to block accass for non roading
or non logying activities.

. Any agreemant made as the resull of consultation at District level will not be
overridden by Regional staff. Il such an agréement is to be overtidden by higher

authority, the Regional General Mandger will nolify the relevant NEFA contact
before the agreement is broken.

Break down of the consullation process in one District or in one compartment will
not jeopardise constiltation in other Districls o olher compartments everi if
prolest activilies ensue. However, when ofllces of Slate Foresls are entered
beyond public areas and normal work Interfarec with 1hien Slate Forests may
cancel consultation and agreerments as they see fil.

This process of consullation will continue until 1st January, 1996,

Signed:  tynOrrego ... ...................

for Narth East Forest Alliance

Signed:  G. King [N ORN Ceereneesisieereeseare

for STATE FORESTS OF NSW
(Northern Region)

Date: e R




‘98’ 01,18 21:57 Bl 2 2471206 ACF SYDNEY =~ =++= NPA @002, 005
--ﬂ’.'/' . - - )

o - ;51, -
i LD e

Y

Environment group’s forests policy submission to Bob Carr MP
leader of the NSW Parliamentary Labour Party "‘N{)A

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: :

1. The ALP’s prq.\libusly announced promises of new national parks and
wilderness areas to be reaffirmed and illustrated on maps before the
election and all the new areas lo be dedicated within the first 12
months of a Carr Labor Government. All NPWS-identified wilderness
arecas should be gazetted. The attached notes demonstrate 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 arcas where World Heritage values are threatened.

3. 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 1is to
remain in effect until superseded by- the further forest assessment and
protection measures set out in {4} below.

4. Immediate establishment of a moratorium on logging in {a}
unprotected wilderness areas as identified by the Director-General of
National - Parks and Wildlife, {b} all remaining areas of unprotected old
growth native forest, and {c} forests adjacent to and in the catchment 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.

5. An immediate direction to the NPWS to conduct, in co-operation with
ANCA, a rapid assessment of all NSW native forests within a period of
six months to identify those addiiional forest areas likely to be required
‘to secure a comprehensive, adequaie 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
comment. 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

5, &
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establishing a comprehensive, adequate and representative system.

6. Establishment within the first three months of a Carr 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)) )

7. Establishment within the first three months of a Carr Labor
Government, under legislation, of a Forest Practices Review Board
‘charged with establishing a code of practice controlling logging on lands
of all tenureés and regulating all forestry opérations., 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. [Refer to TI(IP) Act for public
exhibition processes).

The -draft codc 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.

8. 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 impact assessment, soil conservation and pollution
controls..

0. An immediate direchion 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 comprehenstive regional assessments are completed for
cach region a final set of maps will be gazetted.
' 10. Establishment and implementation in the first $ix months of a Carr

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
transitional 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 manufacturmg 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 mcludmg
redundancy payments and acquisition of plant and equipment;

« accounting reforms which separate State Forests native forest and
plantation operations. which require both recurrent and capita!

accounts, and which require any annual operatmg shortfall to be
carried over to the following year.
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11.  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
Carr Labour Government.

Schedule 1
Guidi incipl ) _

*  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
1.e, in selting the terms 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.

s

* - Environment NGOs must be represented on all committeés and working
groups involved in the regional assessment process.

*  The participation of environment NGO'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.

ional rdinati i

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 input 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, Nationa! Parks Association, Local
Government. - S

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

Overseeing data collection, data entry into a computer Geographic
Information Systern and data analyses.

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,
envirorunental constraints on other lands, areas requiring rehabilitation,
areas suitable for‘plantations and other uses and management constraints
required to maintain conservation values. '

Preparation of final land use options and submission of options to the
Minister for Planning and Environment for ratification.
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HERE has been a passion-

ate row on the North Coast

over the logging of a small

area of ‘forest known as

compartment 579 of Wild

Cattle Creek. 1 had a letter asking:

“Have you stood beside a tree that

was.a seedling when Jesus was alive?

Well, if you'd Jike to you had better
be quick™

So 1 ‘went to see. Becauseuf

demonstrations, the forest was closed -

1o the public and .the entrance was

juarded by police. John -Ball-.of

Dorrigo State Forests took me in’ He

showed me everything that I wanted .

to see, he answered all my questions
fully and freely, he made no attempt

. to,influence my opinion.

last April When

Lossins began
-the first load of logs drove out, Notth -

East Forest Alliance blockaded the
Grafton office of the National Parks -
and Wildlife Service =~ which-
responded by modifying the“SiZO
licence which protects wildlife. *

Work had to stop while 2 scarch . .

was made for four species of frogs
that might be endangered. Spokes--
men for Boral, the millers, scathingly
announced that work stopped for
five months while searchers found
one frog. That was not so — it was six
individuals of one species, giznt
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

vehxci@, barricaded bndgm and sat
On ﬂ;e bamcadm.

one night, two girls taunted them by
dancing then slipping away
into the darkness out

buned deep underground, and stood

in a narrow hole dug in the middle of

a-track with only ber ‘head showing
above it -

'I‘heﬁruu'nckdrwutooome.'

could have sxmpty unhooked it
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
ears old, still an
e brush box and

not live to that age. They were about
-400 years old.

The trees are huge, upto40mtall
and 4m diameter at the butt produc-

f reach of -
'fon-s: and, under the rather hazy

ing solid logs 14m long and averaging
L.3m 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 grow smaller and sparser,

giving light for seedlings to germi-
nate. No log smaller than 35cm wide

: —_-clmofbarkmtheocntremmkcn. e
.- Ihchmber:sbemgteatedwxﬂ.\'”‘_'

thr. due to it. Much of itis
_ milied for superb parquetry flooring,
_as bctmsfor-mdusm.nl sheds that are

" so.much more durable and fireproof

" than steel, .as cToss arms, as-frames

for bouses, as show picces for
cabinetmakers.

HE opposition to,the loggmg
came sbout becavse it was
beliecved to be an cld growth

rules that the governshent works to,
such a forest :ssupposedtobe

L
-

sacrosanct. - ' .

Noonelsargumgabom'theageof
the hig eucalypts — “I am old™ is
written-all over thern. But nobody has
made sny long-overdue, definitive
protouncement on ‘what constinrtes
an oid growth forest.

Initerested bodies work to whnt
ever principle suits them. One defini-

; tion coming out of Gippeland faes
thémmnnnmarcaatBOhemms.old

wth in section 3579 covers 30

ectares only.

Moreover, according to somecns
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 I1I to make rifie 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 varymg opmmns as to what
percentage of the canopy of an old
forest can be occupied by the young
‘leaves ‘of regrowth. The Gippsland
figure is less than 10 per cent which
certainly rules out Wild Cattle Creek.

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

loggmg consist of all the rainforest,
slopes above 30 degrees and flora
and fauna reserves mear the creeks.

' .The whole exercise was brilliantly
done; it was'a model of timberget-
_ ting. Only 900 trees of the thousands
“"there were taken. Six habitat trees to
“the hectare were left, enormous trees’
~“with' hollow branches for wildlife,
-each marked by the foreman with a

79l - big white H, and six recruitment trees -

marked with whité circles to allow for
any natural deaths.
O 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

B 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 2 big painted “No™.

", Should this forest have been

+logged? No part of a forest should

either be logged or ieft .uilogged
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 wildiife 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’ 1o 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 waich the story
of 800 years disappearing down the
road as a dead log. .

{ - . B
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accustomed  to looking
after itself. For ﬁge than
100,000 years were
modified by intellipent
humans. Aborigines
worked them with fire and

" stone axes and there was
constant- disruption * tor

>

small areas of forest.
Such is the misunder-
ﬁding of our forul;g
arguments uwsed by
opponents to- the logging
?:t Wild Cattle Creek State
orest, near Dorrige on
the NSW. north ooast,

were sound reasons. the

old’ growth' forest should
be logged.

The tree: fellers are
expert They have tobe to
keep- their under.
stringent-conditions. They
must direct . falling. trees
away from reserved areas,.
they have to fell a group of
trees with their tops- to a
central point so that the
first one down is the only
one that thgymm unde_:;
growth, nmst avoi
knocking limbs off trees
that are to be saved and
they have to avoid
destroying young trees.

They use chainsaws
with 90cm blades. First,

ment' for the Thomson
Reservoif i Victoria’s
Central Gippsland:
“Water producti

streamfiow from a. young
regrowth forest.” N
That is true, but it is a
ridiculous argument
against logging. There is
greater run-off because
there are fewer vigorous
plants to use the water, If
the, catchment were
cleared. of plants alto-
gether there would be

[ 7 s

| Obscur

element for them and the
Statements. concerning
them: reduce the status of
conservationists at a time
when they need all the
aunthority they can muster.

Koalas like open coun-
try with several healthy
eucal to. the hectare
and light understorey so
they can travel easily. Big
old trees. are useless to
theg:n._ not .only because




they clear an area around .
the tree to be felled, then
they decide where they
will dropit, then they clear
an escape Toute at an-
angle of 45 to-the
line of fall. For safety they
have to be 6m away when
the tree hits the gronnd.

It takes about half-an-
hourto fell a tree 130cm
across at the butt. The first
cut is the searf, a deep
cushioning wedge taken :
out at an angle of 90
" degrees to the natural hm

of fall Then .the.lo
moves to the back thz
tree and makes the felling
cut 20cm higher than the
scarf.

. By leaving what he calls

of the

specified intervals
<cordance

KDALAS: Not sulted to life.in an olc-growth forest.

.even more watet, though .
‘there would be .a lot .of
-mud -with it- We have to
slow down water move-
ment, not increase -it.

- Water should trickie into

streams, not run. .
Another lE;um.-::n
~advanced by a Wi

_Creek Flora Reserve Pro- and
posal, launched by envi-

ronmentalist and former
Tasmanian MP Bob
- Brown two*munth.s

380-
concerns wildhfe. ;'" try ' do

expectad
hab!wfor some‘wspe-
cies of endangered ami-
mals The tall, wet, old--

growth forest and rainfor- PTass.
es est provides optimal habi-

tat for most of lhm
species and their long-
term survival in the area
depends upon the . reten-
tion of these old-growth

stands and ﬂmothg
remaining
" old growth™

It Lists 10 animals that
havebemfoundmdlf
area: koala, sooty ow
rufous scrab-bird, parma
wallaby, red-legged pade-

melon, long-nosed
g poto-

Despite the fact that
they have been seen there,
not one of them is suited
to life in an old-growth
forest. It is an unnatural

them.

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
brush ‘box with a three-
ying to. chmb & brick
trying to ¢ a bric
wall.

Muoch watg Thadc rc:li;_ the
_presence o e ous
“scrub-bird, which is small,.
reddish-brown, very rare]

and very difficult' to see,]
though they have a dis-’

tmctwc.]ond acceleraung
call
An ofﬁcer from
ﬁm&ﬁ% b Board one
[ t card one
he drove along one of
thc tracks, so forest rang-
ers took in a tape player
brozdcast the birds'
calls. They reccived good

Tesponses — thebm:lsare

there. .
Bmwhatsonofeuun—

favoume habitat -was tlu:

in

fom and fed in the thick
S Ferrier, who stud-
1¢d the habitat of the birds -

for the Royal Aunstralasisn
Ormnithologists Union 4in
1982, reported that seleo-

uvelnms“m;ﬁhl
an ificrease
of the
bene‘fnofthemb—h:rd“
Despite the excellence.
of the harvesting of Wild
Cattlie Creek, woodchip-'
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“can surrenr.ler to! I:Le aheer l
" of our *Weekend Elcape Package.
~  Sheraton On The Pack {pre-
viously named The Park Grand) is
. Sydney’s most gracions hotel,
perfectly located on Hyde Park i in L
“Yhe heart of sl-mppmg and tlu:atre areas.
(e Tlus package is the ideal way to escape
t]:.e everyday At only $245 for't two, your
© atay includes: Deluxe overnlgilt accom-
g moduhon in a City View Reom' * Full
Austra]un breakfast for two = Compla-

-.l'._

161 ELIZARETII STREET ON H¥YnE PARK, SYONEY 2000, AUSTRALIA. PHONE (02) 286'6000 FaX (02) 285 668b.

umy

245
- FOR
. TwO

SHERATON
ON THE PARK

'Y 0 W £ v

<ITT Sarnasem Luzsee CoLLECTEm

SHERATON ON, THE- PARK - :
3, ‘WEEKEND ESCAPE PACKAGE"'

..-—-..'

-

z

-gauna * Compllmentary ca'r;pciﬁmg
.Options: Two mghts 8435. Pavk
Vicw Room: overnight $270, two
mghts $485. Water View Room:
ovemlglﬂ $280, two mghta $505..
To book a 'Weekend Escape’,
contact your travel specialiat‘,’"-or' call ITT
Sheraton Worldwide Reservations toll free
on 1800 07 3535, or call the hotel direct -
on (02) 286 6000. .
This offer is valid Fri&ly, _Slturdly.ot
Sunday nights, subject to ava-i]al:il'ity. -

-

- !I' .
£

wnhthcslope.

TRE SUNHERALD, NGvémbsr £7:40987 3§
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SONSULATI-GENERAL OV SPAIN
frosind Addieed!
P.O.box EA4), 3L Junes MEW 1000
Sirect Adudress:
Level 24, 31 Morket St
Sydney NSW 2000
"e Tcf.: (612)-261-2433
Fox: (612) 283-16 25

@onaufado q cner.a{ de 89-}3@17»0. ‘ ;
VISA REQUIREMENTS FOR AUS'['RJ\I.IAN PASSPORT HOLDERS:

Holders of Australian passports residing in the States of New South Wales, Queensland, Northem Temilory of in
New Zealand, who wish to visit Spain must obtain a visa from this Consulate-General,

T

For tourist or business purposes two types of visas may be obtained;

« Llmited vlsa: This visa allows travelles to enter and remain in Spain for a period of up to 30 days [rom date of
entry. It alfows for one ortwo cntrics. Entry must be made within 60days of date of issuc. Fec s $31.20.

« Ordinary visa: This visa allows (he raveller to enter and femain in Spain for @ period of up to 90 days ffom
Allows for 2 maximum of threc entries. First entry must be made within 90 days of date of issuc.

3 alij':lication forms (per person) duly completed, dated and signed.

d:& recept passport siee photographs.
- Cugrent passport, valid for ot least 3 months {or o limited visa and 6 months for an ordlnary vise, from
date of application. ' _ o

D - 2 photocopies of retum ticket (0 Australia or, if ticket not yet i'ssuc@hotocopics of ight imx@

L3

- Photocopy of reccipt of pre-amanged tous and jtinerary OR. Jatest statement of passpait holders bank

account in Australia,

- For business visas, letter from employer staling length end purpose of tnp.

™NOTES

e The processing of visas takes approximately 4 worldng days and in somc instosices may loke longer.

« To avoid delays, all the questions in the application forms must be answered and all documents listed above
must be submitted. :

Children under 14 years ofage do not require a visa 1o enler Spain if accompanicd by paents.
. Rclulives of Eurapean Union (Europcan Economiq Community) pusspoit holders, i.¢. spouscs, ¢hildren under
21 years of age (living with their pacents and at their cxpense), parents and parents-in-law (iving at their

cxpensc) mny oblain visa frec of charge, providing they produce the following doouments:
e Proof of Kinship, i.c. full marvisge certificate (ot “libro de funilia™), full birth certilicate.

¢+ Copy of valid European Union member country passport. -
Visas by mail; Visa applicants forwarding theix docmenls by niail should suppiy a stamped scl-addressed cuvelope
of couricr bag for the retum of theic passporis. . .

TRAVEL AGENTS submiitting applications for Uicir clients should make swe that all the necessary equircments
are completed and payment included to avoid unnecessaty delays. Only cheques and money orders will be aceepted.
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Melboume

PASSENGE

ADDRESS.

CITY OF

PASSPORT

SEATING:
SPECIAL

ARE YOU
SPECIFY

SURNAME

ADDRESS

PHONE: A

ONE WORLD TRAVEL

3rd Floor. 227 Collins Street, Melbourne, Victoria, Australia 3000. Phone: (03} 650 3322 Fax: (03) 650 4254 Toll Free: (008).337 372
Travel Division of CAA Trading Py. Lid. A.C.N. 006 448 291 - wholly owned subsidiary of Community Aid Abroad Licence No. 31384 LA.T.A, Accredited —

Sydney Perth

Responsible Travel
P —————
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Accomodation Details / Fare Claim
Please complete and return to Jim asap

I require accomodation at the Backpackers on

18th Yes/No It is your responsibility

to pay for your

‘19th Yes/No accomodation and any meals
. I will Y;ov1de the manager

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

21st Yes/No ’

I will be leaving Coffs by 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 on
Saturday afternoon. N

............ «+.+...Signature

--------------------------------------------------------------

Fare Refund Form

I paid. ... vsnnncne. for transport te and from the
Conference and 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
ocumentatlong

Me"’L at _///\.4! /Zee{}mwt' gunda, é\/ehlnj
Lask  approximalely 7 //u,‘% 7

T e wish P2 Come YES//VO

ADO)’OV e gutire v@ge.fﬂ-rtft—» & 'Vejﬂ“'g yéf//\/o



BORAL

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 vear 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 low-grade 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 poticies 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 participating 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 purchased 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% 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,

© Sk
#y 3
Jim Leslie " _

Chairman
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"Mr JLO Tedder : : ﬁnviwnﬂ[em
rotection

Honorary Secretary . Authority
North Coast Environment Council’ " New South Wales
Pavans Road PO Box 1135 Chatswood NSW 2057
Grassy Heac - Tel .02. 795 5000 fax .02. 325 5678

.via STUARTS POINT NSW 2441

Qur Reference:

-* Your Referenge: == = = omT h memess cdiets cade an s e - - -16 APR~1gg3-

¢
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Dear Mr Tedder

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

The EPA is committed to providing information 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 heid from 1.30 pm to 4.30 pm in the EPA's Training Room
1 (Level 2, Citadel Tower B, 799 Pacific Highway, Chatswood) on Thursday, 29
April and invitations have aiso been sent seeking one representative each from
the Total Environment Centre_and the North East Forest Alliance. The Nature
Conservation Council will arrange for the attendance of up to six representatives
of environmerii groups unaer its umbrella. Lunch will be provided at the meeting
so please lst Yvonne Lazare ([02] 325-5502) know by 22 April whether you (or
one other person from your organisation) will be able to attend.

| look forward to a productive discussion.
Yours sinceraly
- ]

WARWICK FORREST
A/Director-Genearal




ORTH ~
OAST
NVIRONMENT .

QUNCIL INC.

Mr Jim Tedder

Pavaans Acc

Grassy Head via
Stuart Point 2441 NSW

Secretary:

Reply to: Lyn Orrego
Vice President
PO Box 123
. Bowraville 2449 NSW
Fax/phone (0€65) 647808
Home phone (065) 647478 °
’ { 4 - oL
Mr Allan Crapp, . 3/ /q4-
Operations, Policy and Licensing,
Environment Protection Authority,
PO Box 1135,
Chatswood 2057 NSW

Dear A]lan;

re: Questions regarding the EPA Discussion Paper on

. Pollution Control Licenses to State Forests

As per our phone converstion of teday | now submit to you in
- writing our Council's questions on the above discussion paper .

.1 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
kyen interest in this issue. Thankyou for whatever you can do to
help us with the following queries. -

- - .
1. The discussion paper mentions “general operating conditions.
derived from the -SEMGL's" wil) go ©n 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?

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

3. State Forests will have to propose their own site specific
‘conditions., Will there be any EPa guidance or requirements
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 reponsible) .

4. -Does EPA have the forestry-soil erosion expertise to assess the
adequacy of license applications, strategies, 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 appaeal to
the Land and Environment court against the terms of issued licenses
(as Jicense proponents who disagree with the ljicense are permitted
to do)?

.
+
b

MY

-
P

6. Has the advice of the Department of Conservation and Land
Management (CALM) besn sought to date on the preparation 9f the
discussion paper,.the requirements for adequate soil erosion and
water pollution control strategies, or appropriate specific
conditions?

7. 1f not, will CALM's advice be sought on these matters?

8. Will CALM's advice.ba sought on each application from State
Foraests for a pollution control license and each strategy
.submitted?

' 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 area? :

10. Will the details of the statewide monitering program required
of State Forests be made public (ie methodology, locations, etc)}?
And will the results be made public annually? . :

"11. oOur Council is seeking information on the effects of
sedimentation of waterways on wildlife and humans.. Does the EPA
have m'bibliography 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. | would appreciate it if you could deal wjth our
request asé soon as possible as we need the information to f1na1tse

our ‘submission to you on the discussion paper which has a deadline .
of April '30. i ' . . .

Sincerely,

%. ~
i

Lyn Orrego
(Vice President)

n;j CNCGELySEMEL



Tz e

E\‘WE COMMONWEALTH DEPARTMENT OF PRIMARY INDUSTRIES AND ENERGY
—_— 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.0O. Tedder

Secretary

North Coast Env1ronment Counc1l

Pavans Road

GRASSY HEAD via STUARTS 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 whlch 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 environment 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. o



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
preducts.

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.

ours sincerely

Lionel Wood
Director
Secretariat
Forests Branch
q March 1991
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North Coast Environment Council , o
11 May 14vz
Lear SirsMadam b
Rlk: OLD GROWTH FOREST REGIONAL WORKSHOP ‘ ;
The National Parks and Wiidlife Service has been B
contracted by the National Forest Inventory to ‘
prepare tThe design for g s¥stematic inventery for
attributes of Old Growth Forest in N.E. New South
Wales and S.E. Queensland, ' ' .
1
To assist this project a technical .workshov will be :
held at Woody Head on the North Coast on the 26 and
27 May 1982, You are .invited to participate in the
workshop. ‘
The National Forest Inventory 0ld Growth Fotrest o
Workshop held in May 1991 in Canberra identified the
essential features.of térest structure and
composition requiring measurement. in assessment ol
Uld Growth Forests. Theyv will serve as a focus for
discussion on inventory metheds. for the Project area ) L
at the Woody Head workshop. :
The Service has contracted Mr. David Miliedde to . SR
conduct. the warkshop and prebvare the inventory hbnhmnkcgoﬁ' ,
design.  Mr. Milledge is preparing a detailed program 49 Victoria Street
for the workshop which will be torwarded in the near Grafton i
- fouture. . PO Box 97 ;f
‘ . ' i _ Fax: 066 420 619 !
The workshop will be held at the Woody Head Field ek 066420 593, !
Studies Centre, north of Grafton, commencing at 10:30 ‘ " {
am on 26 May and conciuding at 3:00 pm on 27 Mav. " - Hasd Office !
Accommodation (sleeping bag required) and meals will 43 Bridge Street :.M
be provided. ‘ Hurstville NSW, :
Australia. - [
PO Box 1967 - ]
Hurstville 220

- Fax: 02 585 6553
Tel: 02 585 6444/ "<

i &
Australian-made 100% recycled paper o PR
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ORTH Sec: Mr Jim Tedder

OAST ey R
NVIRONMENT y, Stuarts Point 2441

Reply to: the undersigned
OUNCIL

September 23, 1992

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

Macquarie St., (T T TN

SYDNEY NSW 2000

URGENT
Dear Sir,

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

| 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 methodolegy 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. {f 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 community as rejecting a
viable solution to the longstanding and costly conflict over the
forests.

As NEFA, supported by NCEC, are intending toc 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



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 1dent1fy 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 future
possible old growth logging should only occur after this has been
done and where no alternative resources exist. (RAC Vol 1. p. 27)

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 recommendation. it. should be noted that the
assessment process pioneered in -Victoria maps all forests by growth
stages and thus w111 also serve to assess and locate t1mber
resources.

Thank you for considering our comments and request. It is our
sincere attempt to resolve this conflict for the benefit of all
parties and our unique Australian heritage, our. old growth forests
We await your cons1dered response,

S1ncere1y;

Lyn ;rreg;Aﬂﬂj{)

~Vice President
Reply to: Lyn Orrego

P.C. Box 123
Bowraville 2449 NSW

ahachwends . L pages
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Building 2
423 Pennant Hills Road
Pennant Hills, N.SW. 2120

12th October, 1992

Ms Lyn Orrego
PO Box 123
Bowraville
NSW 2449

Dear Ms Orrego,

Further to my letter of 24th September, 1992 I have now had an opporturuty to
consider your proposal inviting the Forestry Commission 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 Commission 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

JOHN HALKETT

General Manager, Forest Planning and Environment
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()1\51- The Secretary,

North Coast Environmment Council Inc

NVIRONMENT Pavans Rd,
Grassy Head, NSW 2441
OUNCIL

The Director, Mr JW Gilloocly, 8 Feb 1993
National Parks & Wildlife Service,

Head Office,

PO Box 1967,

Hurstville 2220.

Dear Sir,
re: Submission of Fauna Impact Statement for Mistake State Forest

The NCEC finds this FIS totally inadequate, as it is deficient in its
compliance with the requirements of the NPWS Director's letter in the
F1S Appendix 2. -

The data from which Mr Webster draws his conclusions on the impact (or
more correctly the lack of it) of logging on the fauna Mistake State
Forest is virtually 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 E!S methodology by saying it will be done in the future
as part of the Urunga EIS 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 F1S, (which is incomplete
in our opinion) there are 17 species of hollow-dependent birds and
mammals (excluding bats) and another 17 species of bats - most of which
are hollow-dependent also.

Pagel



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

One glaring 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 interdependence 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 on native species

‘was superficial in the extreme. To say that because no permanent roads

would be made, but only temporary logging tracks "the spread of fera]
animals in Mistake SF is unlikely to increase" is almost a criminal

statement given the publicity feral animals are receiving lately. |

- 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 never
return to forest. These tracks therefore remain as access roads 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 small 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. .

L]
Before the FC's 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.

1 hope you will take notice of our comments, and take the éppropriate
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 what is "left, it is certain
that we will continue to see the extinction of more and more species.

Y;;?s sincerely,

Lyn Orrego
Vice Presidént NCEC

* Page?



Mr J Tedder

Hon Secretary

North Coast Environment Council

Pavans Road

GRASSY HEAD VIA STUART'S POINT 2441

Our reference:
Your reference:

Dear Mr Tedder

26 March 1993

GLEN INNES FOREST MANAGEMENT AREA -
FAUNA IMPACT*STATEMENT.

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

Australian-made 100% recycled paper

NSW
NATIONAL
PARKS AND
WILDLIFE
SERVICE

Head Office

43 Bridge Street
Hurstville NSW
Australia

PO Box 1967
Hurstville 2220
Fax: (02) 585 6555
Tel: (02) 585 6444




2 o i

TheManager

Environmental Assessments
Forestrg Commission
Locked Bag

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 sixteen ¥ears 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 d¢velogments over the past
few years in the study of Australia,s forests and timber
needs and how these can be met. The EIS for Glen Innes
aEpea;s to ga¥ scant attention to these reports or to the
cnranging attitudes of the community towards timber use and
the other values of the native forests. Various inguiries
have hlghllghted changes in the timber industry both in the

supply and demand sides. There is an increa51ng 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 throughput 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 tatemenf 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 épages 1] 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 Forestr¥ 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 tar%ets some of what may be some
of the most valuable old growth forest in the areas of
Curramore west of Washpool National Park : Gibralter Range
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COUNCIL REJECTS GOVERNMENT'S .$1 MILLION GREEN POIKT OFFER

Lake Macquarie Council had cost the region 1ts chance ¢f 2
180 hectare regional bushland park by refusing to accept a
$1 million offer from the Government to acquire an aree of
the Green Point Estate, the Minister for Plannlng and
Housing, Robert Uebster, said todey.

“

Mr Webster‘said the Government was nov forced to withdraﬁ

the offer folloving Council's decision to renege on a
previous agreement to accept the money vhich it had made in

January, 19¢l.

Sept 18
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COURT REJECTS LEICHHARDT'S PLANNING OBJECTIONS

The Minister for Plannihg and Housing, Robert Webster, said
he vas delighted wvith today's court decision guashing
Leichhardt Council's objections to the State Government's

urban consclidation plans.

The decision by Justice Peariman, Chief Judge of the Land

and Environment Cour%:, vas in response to & recent challenge

: Dy Leichhardt Council over the rezoning for medium ansity
housing of four 1industrial sites in Balmain. s

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

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

There needs to be proper socio-economic studies to determine
the 1, costs of timber extraction from some_of the areas :
proposed as compared to obtaining timber supplies from other
sources
2. the cost/benefits of providing employment in _other

forest activities such as more intensive management of re-
growth forests and plantation-establishment o

. 3. the value of tourism through the provision of
wilderness areas and more national parks. eg the Binghi 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 which may have old growth characteristics or
which may come within a proposed wilderness area until a
Broper assessment is made under the terms of the National
orestry Policy.

This EIS is cast in the same vein as previous studies.It is

incomplete; it is inac¢curate ; it views the forests.sole1¥

from a tlmﬁer production viewpoint ; and it is,in light o

the National Forest Pollcy,verg out of date and contrary to

E%etNSW %overnment policy set by the signing of the
atement. .

Therefore this Council urges the Department to reject the EIS
as inadequate for decision maklng as to the future of the

forests of the Desxifjo Management area, and counter to the
intentions of Government.

e,

James L.O.Tedder
Hon. Sec.
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The Commissioners heve recommendecd that the vestern helf of
the site be exempted from mining to protect areas of
significant conservation value, including wvetlands. They
have recommended that the previously mined and disturbed
eastern part of the site could be mined, then rehabilitated
using modern technigues to a higher =ztandard than its
present concéition.

Sept 10
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PLANNING BOOST FROM STATE BUDGET

The Department of Planning has been allocated $40.2 million
in the KSW Budget, the HMinist e“ for Planning and Hous'ing,
Robert Webster, said today.

The Budget allocation inclucdes $6.7 million for funding of
the Area Assistance Schemes. This is -in addition to the 31,
million "pick up" funding announced by the Minlister which
assures the future of high need projects.

"~

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

Scheme.

In addition to the $40.2 million &gllocation the Depa*tmﬂpL
vill administer $19.4 million from the Sycdney Region
Development Fund and $2.7 nillion from the Heritage .
Conservation Fund.

: Sept 15 K v
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GRAFTON MAIN STREET CO-ORDINATOR APPOINTED

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

Mr Webster said Ms Clarke's appointment vould greatly
benefit Grafton's progranm,

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

Sept 16.

.
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Richard Jones
Member of the Legislative Council

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

25th May 1994,

Mr James LO Tedder

Honocrary 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’1l1 have a good look at this.

Many thanks for keeping me up to date.

Best wishes,

Yours sincerely,

Printed on 100% Recycled Non dc-in;kcd Paper. Save Native Forests.
Australian Democrats - Caring for You and Your Environment
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Locatioh I (sée map) LEARN ABOUT YOUR IAPACT ON Tais ECOSYSTEM DIRECTLY
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.~ LITTLE WONDER and the MISTAKE - EE=LY
One of the last Coastaj eCcosystem areas still intacy in .

the.entire ecastern half §f Gonwana, Halfway between
Sydr.wy and Brisbane, these two adjoining forests support DOZENS of enda gered species of mammats,
reptlles,. amphibians, birds and plants. Unfortunately, Licences to Kiij these creafures have been granted to
forest killers working for trausnational Juggernauvghts - by the Nationaj Par s and Wildlife Service, Licenses
to Pollute Waterways have been granted them by the Dept of Conservation nd Land Management. So it's up
to us and down to you. THIS IS A PEACEFUL, NON-ARR ESTABLE ACTION that cansists of camping in
and bushwalking thorough beatiful and {dyliic rainforests and finding endangered animals and plants and
documenting them, Using this and a number of ot

. her peaceful technigues welcan stup the destructivn of these
last intact coastal subtropical forests - with your help - bef,

; ore April Fool's D3y, when logging is due to
cominence without an Environmental Impact Statement. Camps are already operaling and need you NOW,
Contacts: Local base: (065) 644 108, Mobile Direct: (018) 666 650 ey “a
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immanena threat. Leecal crew have poenstrugﬂlllg asf{n.a
alt odds for veare, but now the tide has thrﬁﬁd-‘ hzj
loeal mill bunvned itseltr down lasc Year*%or 1#8f§anh;w
snd tried {unsuccesfully) to blame the _:rﬂpn!:: .

*hey want to sell off the last old growt. :23 n
¥secarpmont to orther towns., Here, pot enfn cheltora
economy will prefit from the roral destr * T
Biavegion. !
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EAST GYPPSLAND spascar  enpim ¢ 77
T heiastintact witd forests in muinland South-east Gondwona, stretching from{the mountains to the sea.
\'\’:.odchipping them has commenced and ongoing actions are costinuing. Destruction here is taking place on

K 3 b uly humungous scale. The same Juggernauts responsible for tbe near-comldie destruction of the south-eust )
i f:: 15ts of NSW over the Iast decade have moyed acrass the southern border. Almost nothing remains after

! { . ouly a decade 6r,woodchipping in the South East of NSW, East Gyppsland is Victoria’s last large forest

o ekosystem and is Tull of DOZENS of endangered species and is going fast.

5 Crintact: (051) 540 156, (054) 241 399, (018) 597 139

i L LAST GIPPSLAND FOREST ALLIANCE GOONGERAH VICTORIA 3888!

Vo | SEOWAWAYS |

o © NJL: Al convicts please nots thal most envirenment centres have arrunged for Commu}sily Service to be chennelted 1o

!IT""‘;\M trze planting and other globa) rehabllitation projects (o iocal areas.
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NODOGS, CATS, RATS ETC IN ENDANGERED ANIMAL HABITAT PLE AL . TO ,
FLEASE COPY THIS AND PASS IT ON. OM GALA! YEMPSEY
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Bureaucratic. - '
Conservatlon

Grams to peak environmental or-
ganisations, initiated by the Whitlam
Govermment, were seen as a measure
which would. partly redress the im-
balance of the resources available
them, as compared with those of
development interests. The grants may,

however, have .initiated bureaucratic,

growth rather than enhanced the cam-
pai;,ning effectiveness  of the favoured
organisations. 1n the FebMay issue of
the Total Envirorunent Centre’s Newslet-
ter, Milo Dunphy writes:

*Perhaps the Government
depurtments’ substitution of a soft en-
vironment agenda for hard issucs has
finally captured- the public mind. Tree
planting,, Jandcare, ESD are much safer
palitical topics than stopping the beach-
miners al Shoaniwater, the woodchippers
at Eden or cancelling the proposed muni-
tions depot at Jervis Bay. )

‘Are Lhe economic rationalists right?
Are jobs and the economy far more im-
portint than the environment? Or is it the
fault in the cnvironmenl movement it-
self?

‘When WhuLun was elected in 1972
there was an obvious case for sinall
Federad grants to.one or two major en-
vironment groups in each stale. The
prants enabled the societies (o ranslate
from part-ime voluniary groups to {ull-
tim¢ professional/voluntary organisa-
tions. The Government’s idea was that

the ;,rszs would service (he ;,r'tss rools
moevement.

‘But in 1993 the offices are becoming
scif-serving, Sums once beyond the
movement's dreams are swaltowed up in
office costs, overheads and academic ex-
ercises like ESD.,

“The professional fundraisers advising
the peak groups barp on the need for
"profile* 1 keep the money flowing.

‘Maximising individual group
profiles inhibils collaboration between
groups and hence the mobilisation of the
whole movement and the voling power it
represents,

“There is a tendency by paid staff in
the peak groups W regard grass rools
organisations and membership as milch
cows. A member’s task is to cough up -
perhaps six times a year,

‘Understandingly the grass roots
socictics and membees think the full ime
ollices of the peak groups can handle the
politicians and the big issues,

“Fhe few hundred full-time paid staff

of the major environmental groups
around Australia are frantically increas-
ing their output of documents, submis-
sions to inquirics and meetings with
minisiers and departmerital officers.
‘But the politicians are watching the
growing gap in the movement’s or-
ganisation. They know a few hundred
stalff members can't win the resources
strugple of Australia, by themselves.’

- Donations

We graléfully acknowledge donations
from the following supporters during
the half yedar ended June 30th. J.T.
Aiken, J. Ambler, V. Auenbrow, L.
Berkeley, G. Bolton, D). Bowman
M.P., C.0. Boyd, P.E. Boyd, 1. W.
Brown, 1.D. Bryant, The Budawang
Committee, C. Cadzow, R.O. Chal-
mers, E.A. Chapman Wade, Coast and
Mountain Walkers, M. Colless, 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. Hillsinith, J. Holiy,
M.]. Holmes, D.C. Johnson, L. Jones,
G.F.Kallir, A.J. Keen, H.A. Kilby, P.G.
Kodela, G.W. Lawrence, CJ. Lubbers,
L.G. Marsden, J, O'Reilly, M, Phillips,
J.H. Prai, 1.L. Rentoul, R, Rickert, M.
Rodd, J. Scarsbrook, G. Sefton, FE.
Smith, P. Tafe, Upper Blue Mountains
Conservation Socicty, M.J. White, J.
Wiltiamson, J.DD, Wrigley,

In addition the following have made
donations to the Australian Conserva-
tion Foundation enabling the ACF 1o
make granis to our organisation, 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. Butier, M. Cawte, R.J.
Conaghan, G. Cox, J. Howell, P.G.
Laird, J. Lawler, . Mayer, B. Meck, P.
Millard, G. Orr, M. Plumridge, J.
Simons, 8. Stevens, L. Sullivan, J.J.
Veevers.

...continued from last page

ciat guestion of brinqiple - why should

the public be made (o pay for the use of

its own Jand? The answer might be that
the public should be required to pay for
the management of is 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 management out-
lay. National Parks fulfil the same func-
tio of making open space avatlable to
the public, a very desirable amenity for

those who cannot afford to own any open

space. The Government's program for
making moncy in parks accords with its
policy of cashing in on public assets.

pugeh

the Commission.

Assessment Commission.

- Paying Loggers To Wreck Forests

The Forestry Commission has generated a nearly $2 illion ;
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 superwsnon by

The bottom line is that we pay the loggers to wreck our forests This
situation has been documented independently by the Resource

The Wilderness Society, quoted’in the NPA (ACT) Bixllatin June 1993.

Bulletin No. 139
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fBZueaMountains
i National Park
Extenswns

by George Threifo

D‘uring 1988 Blue Mountains City
Coimeil (BMCC) ﬁupporled the concept
of u.mskmng various Crown Reserves
under its care, control and mdndgemmt
td the Blue Mountins National Park. A
jmnl study was done by BMCC, the Na-
tionad Parks and Wildlife Service and the
Lands Deparunent. Local environmen-
tdists did not have 4 proiminent role in
discussions, neveriheless they agycéd

with the arcas fisted (limiled as they

were). The lands in guestion st_re'!'ch' from
Mt Wilsoun, Blackheath and Katoomba
down to Glenbrook. S
The subsequent report was buried for
the next four years by the Sute Govern-
ment. Upon leaving the Biue Mountains

réport. The report has now been provided

" o Ui¢ State Opposmon Leader, the Hon.

Bob Carr, who publicly endorsed it
rdeently at a mecting in Katootnba.

T‘hc ¢urrent Iocal member, Mr Burry
Mnms LI‘I[IC!H&.U Mr Carr's action. He
has bien aware of the report for some
tunt. and hig P.my has obviou sly |z,nort.d
it

We should publicly encourage in- -
dividuals 4nd groups to nominute other

areas for inclusion in the National Park,
as he report omits large areas (¢.g. Sas-
salras Creck and Florabella Pass). Those
areas already identified are either Reser-
ves or fragments of Crown Land adjacent
to the Park.

"lam preparing a case for the inclusion
of various Crown Reserves, Crown lands
and limited private lands along the East-
em Escarpiment bewween The Biulf (at
Glenbrook) and Hawkesbury Lookout
(a1 Winmalee). This is being done in
co-operation with the local member {or
Penrth Ms Faye Lo Po.

Meeting Dates .
Meetings will be held on July

29th, August 12th and 26th
and.September. 9th and
23rd.

July 1993

Making Money

~InParks

The 1991-2 report of the National Parks
and Wildlife Service describes the mis<
sion of the Service as being (o ‘conserve,
protect and manage the State’s natural
and cultural heritage’. Management

should therefore be for the purpose of '

conservition. Not so. Management is lo

be for profit. The NPWS is seeking a’
.+ business team to advise it on lhc,dcvclop N

ment of business nppnrlumly 0 secure
the hul Luuunuc:.d m:cs of return for its
service,

Several atiempts have already been
lmdc o market the Service's real estate,
One” was the prnp(\\cd £1.5 million 100

. seat restaurant and viewing platfonm o

‘ ¢ ill F Fitz Ff' Is
National Pack Advisory Commiticc, 1. b?ubilsfllmﬁ::'llir::relm \lr:t;[l:;::ody bdl';‘}l:
finally was ablc to obtain a copy of the' ProPOse ately y

Mooce. One of the most biatant comimer-

- cial developments 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
circlaker's residence and an information
outler, All but two of these activities
{public toilets and information centre)
are unrelated to the purpose of national
parks. The building is now nearly com-
pleté and is the only substantial intrusion
on an otherwise unspoiled section of
Middle Harbour. When Lthe Witloughby
City and Kuringai Municipals wok the
matter fo the Land and Environment
Court with the aim of stopping. the
project, al! work was halted until a proper
environment assessment had been done.
in his judgment Justice Stein found that:

‘Both the Davidson SRA Trust
{responsible for the arca when the lease
was approved) and the then Minister Tim
Moore did not fully consider the environ-
mental effects of the development. Both
were in breach of the Environmenial
Planhing aml Assessment Act. The use of
the land for private catered functions

(such as weddings) would exclude the .

public. This is contrary 1o the National
Parks and ‘Wildlife Act which requires
that the land be used for public recreation
and enjoyment.’

Justice 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 10 drift imperceptibly
lowards commercialisation of activilies
within parks, and this may have the in-
evitable effect of limiting the enjoyment
and recreation of the public at large.. .na-
tional parks are held by the State for the
enjoyment of citizen, including future
generations’.

Another development has now sur-
faced after secret negotiations (as was the
case with Garipal) extending over the last
two years, [tis for the Iease 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
il 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 their en-
joyment of the park.

The commercial development of
NPWS policy was expressed by Acling
Director Alastair Howard who said:
‘NPWS is commited to investigate its
commercial potential to increase funding
for ils natural and cultural heritage ac-
tivities.” (Financial Review 20/5/98). Mr
Howard’s statement accords with recom-
mendation 5 of the Public Accounts
Committee Report which is ‘that the
NPWS adopt a stratcgy of basing the
growth of its commercial funcuon on
cstablished programs such as conces-
sions and leasing corporale sponsorship,
NPWS shops and collection of park use
fees, whilstallowing for new commercial
programs which may prove to b¢ en-
viroumentally and financially sound’.

There is no way in which buildings in
parks can be environmentally sound, as
the development of Kosciusko NP
proves. Nor did the PAC address a cru-

continued on nexi page...

page 5



AUSTRALIAN HERITAGE
COMMISSION
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TWO NEW
AUSTRALIAN
HERITAGE
COMMISSION
BIBLIOGRAPHIES

THE FORESTS
OF SOUTH-WEST
WESTERN AUSTRALIA
(containing 781 annotated
references)

AND

THE FORESTS
OF THE CENTRAL
HIGHLANDS
AND
EAST GIPPSLAND,
VICTORIA '
(containing 580 annotated
references) !

‘The Australian Heritage Commigsion
is assessing three important native
forest regions - South-west Western
Australia, and the Central Highlands
and East Gippsland in Victoria - for
their National Estate values.

In association with this work the i
Commission has produced two new
bibliographies. * s ]
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. | : : I

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

.
Submiasion
Hunber

Peraon Making Submission/
Representation, Name and
hddress

Details of Submission
Land Description -
Submission and Reasons

bouncil'a
Conslideration
and Decision

PRIVATE 146

King & Campbell Pty. Ltd.

32.0 VILLAGE EXPANSION (continued)

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

Broadly, the study recommends that those harts of the property below the 1 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 proposed 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-

iate future and that development consents within this arca be withheld
until sewerage is ‘available to the property. ‘

In addition to the abovementioned recommendations, the study details
existing and likely future populatlons of the Valla Beach Vlllage

Whilst our Client Company does not object to the broad thrust of the
study recommendations, they do however question some of ‘the .detailed
1mpl}cat10ns of the recommendations. We therefbore, on thElP behalf,
make the following comments 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 major components of the Valla Park tourist resort aje 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 abovement1oned
proposals would seem to completely overlook this, Whilst we agree
that Council should be mindful of development on land stject to
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SUMMARY OF SUBMISSIONS AND HEARINGS' ’

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

Submisaion
Nuumber

Peraon Making Submission/
Representation, Name and
Mdress

Detaila of Submisaion
Land Description -
Submission and Reasons

Council's
Consideration
and Decision

PRIVATE 145

PRIVATE 146

W.R. & F.B. Hughes

Messrs. King & Camphbell Pty.
' Ltd.,

P.0. Box 243,

Port Macquarie. 244l,

32.0 VILLAGE EXPANSION (continued})

The small land area for example in Lot 41, D.P. 619047, is not conducive to any
economically viable agricultural pursuilt. )

That portion of lot 41 which is free of the 1:100 flood encumbrance 13 we beiieve
ideally suited to a continuance of the ribbon style development already allowed
adjacent to Wilson Road. : ' ,

Why deces the proposed eastern boundary of the areas marked for potential village
expansion not extgnd back to the Wilson Read?

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 portion 29. o

Turning now to the map on page 132 it would appear from our view of the location

of lot 41 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 41 is

we helieve diseriminatory of our position and not based on logical, ‘economic,

agricultural or environmental factors. '
1

We protest the propdsed potential boundaries for village expansion of Bowraville
and the proposed zoning of lot 41 in D.P. 619047,

Subject: Urban Expansion - Valla Beach.
HE .

Reﬁ Land aned by Auétralian Recreation Limited at Valla Beach.
! o \ . .
i

We act for Australian Recreation Limited who are currently the registered
proprietors of lots 1 and 2 in deposited plan 581794, let 3 in depgaited

plan 512170, lots 1-34, 36-44, L46-87, 00--104 inclusive in deposited plan ,
228703, lot 1 in deposited plan 529828 and Portion 132 in the Parish of Valley
Valley, County of Raleigh. The abovementioned study‘generally refers to the
land as Portions 7 and 132 anq part of portion 88. The various dgpositeg plans

1
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< oo KRORTH COAST ENVIRONMENT CLHINCIL letterbegd - ! v' . .
o . cedest?
Submissions - Forestry Licences, !
Envirunment Protectica Authori ty.
Waters and Catchments Branch,
Locked Bag 1502, .
BANKSTOWN NSW 2200 . .
i
- dratt o !u; |
P SUBMISSION ' ' ON ‘
; N.S.W. ENVIRONMENT PROTECTION AUTHORITY JEPA} DISBSOIIION ??PE?.
s . .
M CITHE ITSSUE OF
™
g POLLUTION CONTROL TICENCES

draft t'-.ro s/ 1004’ {jre:Zivncac\lic2poll _apal
3. SUMMARY (next drafi!) '

. ~
{ 1._nrreopycriox WS M{"\'{) . : .
| The North Coast Enviromment Counci]l Inc is the regional umbrell?[
+ organisation for the north coast of NSW, Established for 1§,
! wyears, the Council, or MCEC as it's sometimes known, has over 46 l
i local perber conservation and environment groups. el

T SJIGEC"corigratulates EPA for recognising that "soil erosion caused
v from forestry operations can be .a significant source of water
¥ pollution" and for addressing this ilmportant issuve through the

release of a discussion paperof a proposed ‘licencing frameworle .
~he-Courrcti 1s pleased that ZPA has recognised and acted upon the
histgric oppurtunity fgr the isspe of poliution control iicences
for forestiry operaticns, which was providad early in 1992 by the
notification of pollution due to logging and roading in the Qakes
SF. in the upper reachas of the Bellinger River catchment.

K e i+ wishes to thank EPA Eo}: convening several
meetings with public interest environment and cangervation greups
on this topic: the ssue of water poliution control licencing Sor
state forests; and for cesponding: to our menber Yroups Concermns.

, N :
%\_ NCEC requests written answers be provided to quastions posed tc (f
JEPA in its jatter of 13/4/1994, signed by Ms CGrrego. -

The Council welcomes the opportunity to comment on EPA's
Discusgion Paper on 'The Issue af Polluticn Control Licences to
tate Forests of N.S.W.', NCEC's Submission offers the following
general remarks, more detailed comments, further mestions and

= TO STATE FORESTS OF MNiw™ ;
CONTENTS Puaga No .
_—— . T aa
0. SUMMARY _ 1
1. TNTRODUCTION -
2. GENERAL REMARKS . >
— CUWNENTS ON T
L
- 3.  NEW FEATURES <
l— .
O ) 4
q— % - BPOAD FRAMEWORK— =
[ .
3 3. AREAS TO BE COVERED BY A STRATEGY 7
Ll -
z 6.  MATTERS STRATEGY MUST ADDRESS 3 %
" 7. OUAL PORPOSE OF STRATEGY 11 L
H 8. SITE SPECIFIC CO.DITIONS 17
®
+ G. EXPERTISE IN PREPARATION OF STRATEGY AND “OMDITIONS 13
o !C. SCOPE OF LICFNCES 14
- .
a 1l. WATER QUALITY MONITORING i35
3 12. REPORTING OF POLLUTION 1n
T i3. POLLUTION WD COMPLIANTS REGISTER 19
L1
, . . o
! i4. LIST OF RECOMMENDATIONS " oat d <
I
T
T
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4 SCrIET of recommendations.

Council seeks o written respemse from EPA to its submission whic:.
answers the questions, addresses the varigus recommendations and
advises how NCEC's submission has been taken into account by EPA.

Very significant further work is required to adeguately.davalop-.
the proposed licencing tramework into an operational process, aad
Council is concermed that rapid progress needs to be made if the
licencing framework is to be operaticonal by the date of next
FCNSW {SF) licence renewal application on Avgust 7 1994,

Further Council requasts that EPA convene another mceting with
environmant and conservation groups to discuss the EPA's
refinement of the proposed framework for water pollution control
licencing, soon after EPA has digested the various submissions,
and prior o any licnce rengwals. .

Council recommends this meeting iuclude all pitties intere;ted
in the Final framework's design includiag FCNSW ({SF), timber
industry, consultants, Department of C&LM, Water Resources.

p.-.
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2. GERERAL REMARKS

KCEC supports tha approach taken by EPA to date in.seeking to

achieve water gquality protection through the requirement that

best wmanagement practices 'be observed. To date those 'hest
ement practices' have included the SEMC's and more lately

the 1992/93 SEmMGL'z. - '

However, Council believes %that despite their recognition as
emergent 'best management practicaes', because the SEMGL's are
acknowledged as still needing scientific. validation on their
adequacy to prevent water pollution, there' is scope for the usa
of prescriptions of discharge limits to in achieveing water
guality standards., Those.discharge limits must be set at zero -
perpitting no pD.--ui'..lOﬂ .

Whiie Council is happy erough to have the opportunity to comment
on the framework for licencing Forestry Commission of NSW (SF's},
Council is cencerned that each 'pellution contrel licence' ought
itself to be the subject of a public- participation processes.
NCEC recommends. that each "pollution control licence' be the
subject of & pu.blic‘pa.rticipatin:: Processes.

The approprxatnnass of seeking further pubhc partici pat:on is

underscorad by the the facts that: |

* the soil and water likely to be affectad are public
" rasources, as 1s the, timher proposed to.bg harvested,

SCES (ac. Sahwissiay op EPA $scustima Sager un 'The Tusge it Yulbit.oc Coarral hicestes o SEHFCE - Pagel

* "protocols approved . by ‘the FPA' for water quality
monitoring: g - - . -

* ,the proposed *standardised . -format”™ for the pericdic
reporting of water quaiity monitoring "results’:

*. EPA's ipvestigation and reporting resourcas and procedures;

“The amxsm.on of these important c.cmpcnents d,oes not tﬁprasent
a commxtment to an open, transpa.tent rag-ulatoty process.

The Council seeks the opportunity to comment on these coamponents
in"due course as they arc ﬁ.*t‘*ar developed, przor to thez‘-
formal adoption.

Couricil 1is also disappointed that in discussing the EPA's
licencing powers no discussionm, let alone reference, is made co
the rrigger for such a rapid recognition of the applicabiiity of
the Clean Waters Act to forestry operations - i.e. the massive
pollutien event which was deteacted and reportad by North East
Forest Alliance im the headwaters of t.ﬁe Bellinger River in the
Oakes SF.

EPA's discussion paper ignoraes the role That the communi ty plaved
in alerting €PA to that breach and-in providing the motivation
to commence a ‘1cenc‘ng process ior forestry operations.

This pmmission is unfaortunate since the discussion paper fails
to 1dentify the verv considersbhis  =mphlir ioterest _in - apd

L ‘prcpdsed '.-orks-are an public land, allegedly under the
supervision of a peblic anthority; : .

* Farestry Commission's operation of their statutgry powers

comnunity concerm about the ma.mte-lance. of tho hxgnest possible
#ater qual x:y.

Regrettably. no further role for the public is indicated by the

ASTLE
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has peen appalling in most areas of {ts responsibilities:

» public interest in forest wanagement, scil conservaticn and
the maintenance of high water quality have been wmatt af
considerable pubiic ipnterest as deronstrated ‘via .t
actions, media reports, protest ac*t as, et al .-

‘Council  notes the invitatiop to sohmit public comment an

conponents of the framework, but is concerned that many matt .cs
ralevant to the effectiveness of the proposed "icencing frams Xk
are not akle to be commented uvpon becouse the: « ‘components
underdevelopad aad not presently publicly avallahle.

Comsonents which the Council would have preferrad to be able to
reviow pubhcly include:

* the 'general operat:.nq conditions' ;

. so0il erosion and water pollution comtrol. strategies,
especially any g\.udelu\es for the preparation of these
stratgies;

& the gualiifications and ezperience required in order to I:c

trained in soll erosion assessment and management in the
forestry context;

- the processes by which FPA will approve a person as being
trained and "approved : this purpose*;

by public interest groups to ate, -

The Horth Coast Environment Cal._nca.l is keen to challenge an
appd:  stly fundamencal assumprion being made by EPA in its draft
licencing f{ramework. This assumption is the repeated assertion -
that the {lean Hater: Ach permiis EPA to only congsider the
tepacts-on water quality winch night he caused by pollution which™"
aay arise from the proposed Iorestoy operatlom,.

EPS shounld accept that it has a responsibility under s.17D(4}{a)
ot tni Pollution Coptrol -Act 1970 (as amended)} +o have regard to
"the wmpact of that pollution on the environment™.

In order to do this, EPA must f;rstly know what constituntes "the
environment” which is. or is likaly to be, affected by pollutian.
Ia order to know the enviromment at risk of pollution, regard
should be had for the the  whole envirooment and vVarious
discernible components of the envuronment including: streambed
festures, invertebrate coamunities, wecrp vertebrates such as
platypus. figh, birds and certain bats, and rare fish such as
E.dstem Cod and rare crusteacea such as the Spiny Crayfish. -
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The proposal for a-pollution control licencr %o be issued for
each of 5 forestry regions is not tapported, . .

The central notion of a broad area ‘hsad' 1icence sﬁbject te more
detailed approval processes and more site-specific conditions isg
supported but under no circumstances could forestry regions be

accepted as being the approriate boundaries for such Licences.

‘zad' licence pmust apply to no greater area.than a total
tiver catchment area such as the Ciarance Rivaer, though it may
be appropraite to 1imit the 'head! licence area to a sub-
catchment area such as the Nymboida River catchment (as a najor
tributacy of the Clarence R.). . ’

This catchment area focus is neaded and much ovardue, since the
target of the licencing process is the protectian of identifiable
water quality standards in waterceourses. In the past Forestry
bas demonstrated , repeated ignorance of and/or
confusion on the catchment alues of SF's and possible downstream
impacts. 'Licensivg on the basis of catchment areas would forus
managerent activities on the functignal systems under management .

issue of licences on-a catchment. or sub-catchment basis would

alsc assist accountability and auditing. processes since all

'1cernces and subsidiary conditions ang. approvals for any msjor
& i i £3

NCEC rejects the use of Forestry Commission {SF's) regional
ooundaries since these are arpitrary, administrative units which
are subject to periodic adjustment (las% changed 2 years agoe) and

.-—-"37

,\f};ﬁﬁ‘

'<<\P .

&

It is essential tha‘lé .in raviewing any soil erosion and water
poliution control strategies that this broader urderstanding of
tue CPA's responsibilities be accepted and operated. .

NCEC recommends that EPA- respond to this iportant point in its
revised framework for water pollution comf‘:ol-rlicenc:ing.

Council is disappointéd in the presentation of the discussion
g. mar in that no 'pages, headings or paragraphs are numbered,
ma«<i%n7y reicrence to relevant sections difficult. No research is
i ¥ .. " to nor are other relevant publications referenced.

S, LU0NTS_ON NEW FEATURES
Thy e acw teatures of A '

* = 3. vrash for setting site specilic conditions; and

& Toams v ments to monitor water guality

Gre gendiolly supported, subject to specific comments made in the
&) *vaut Lo rhions of ) this submission below. -

Adrlitional features which the Envircoment Council would have
liked to see included in the framework include: .

P processes of consultation with relavant state agennies such
“‘i, Water Resources, witer supply suthoritias,
loCdl councils etc; -

+ . public participation processes for each 'head' licence and

T T T T AT SO LI EToR T On 3t WakeTs pollution control Strate es!

+ @ complete description of the baseline studies reguired
before any strategy for any cperation can be comtenced,
wncliuding methodologies for deseribing: | soid types,
hydrolasy. i i i i
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© beenforceable,” "but” is "disappointed that the GOC are

Preerr = MITLON. EEE) 50" regional
administrative boundaries wonld continpe cenfusion in the field,
revent easy identification of which watercourses were subject
¢+ licences and subsidiary approvals and would perpetuate tihe
-.s1dance of rxecognition of catchment values. . .

«{EC agrees that new general cperating conditions (GOZ) should_
not
specified or given in example in the Discussion Paper.

encouraging to see the claim that “"many of the
liscretionary aspects of the SEMGL have been Temoved for this
uIpose to create enforce~™ie conditions® but because the draft
#0C's are not avilable there .3 no evidence to suppoTt the claim,

The Council 'advises EPA that it has substantial concerns about
the nature, scope and ‘erationas effectiveness SEMGL's. These
oncerns are present}; being documented to the Departmeant of
‘onservation and Land Manmagemsat. A copy of this document will
= provided to the EPA for information shortly.

‘owe of ow. coac. about the SEMGL's may ‘be' able to be dealt
ith by way of redr..ted GOC, but other concerns may-need greater
‘0 .sideration.

and topogicphic conditions, ete. . -

the involvs "7t ot an independent scientific adwisory bady

ip aversee. . Jater quality monitoring methodology design,

implementition, veporting and review:.

& an evaloeation of The effectiveness of the newly relaased
‘Codes of Logging Practice' {or cimilar)

o

AS if.i:resen-éll-y: stands, the proposed !icencing framework does sot
appear to be an open, accountable, transparent process.

4. _COMMERTS ON BRCOAD FRAMEWORK i
NCEC generally supports the proppsed framework, though it does
50 conditipnally and with considerable reservation.

dhile 1t appears that the proposed framework tuy be practical and
capable of being operated, its effectiveness and dccountability
cemain  under - seripus question since relevant information
Appropriate to these issues is not available to the puoblic,

A great many relevant matters, itemised above, ought to have been

.2cluded in the discossion .paper %o enable greater than
rautlously conditional support to be-ckpressed. ’

aquatic sygtens (inclnding bed Yoade)  climatic
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- 1 dbviously it is more practical to completely avoid areas which
_ L - . - could only be logged subject. to rigorous and exhaustive
This secticn is generally supported though concern iy erxpressed conditions, thanm it it is to g0 through the lengthy and

that there is no specification of ° how accepted complicated process cf Mg an approval for 8 controversial
methodologies) doscriptions will be made, or bazards identified. ’ and vulnerable area.

| 6. COMMENTS ON MATTERS STRATEGY MUST ADDRESS

Council recommends that EP2 inclede as par¥Y of the final The Counecil is concerned . . “RAT At internal l.':ont.ra.dit:tinn

licencing framework an inventory of aooroved r thodologies for in this section. It is firg- »r d ths: practacal measures be
achieving Teliable irXfoTmation in soil oFosion  and  water outlined for conditions which “minim.se water pollution which
pollotion control stratorye.,, - could be caused by soil erosion®, and vet later o strategy must

“be capable of protecting from water pollution the whole of the

Adeitionally,. NCEC recomownrs that a stfategy oust jnclude a forestry area"...

water .quality profile of the oreas proposed to be harvested,
compiled prior to the compenrement of any works, to provide
baseline information upon which to measure foture water quality

standards’ ADD YensTiNG.

it . is NCEC's: StTONyg racommendation trat the strategy ana
conditions must aim to prevent all pollution, and must not be
allowed to degenerate into a lower standard of mnimising

) - 'Xx . pollution or regulating 'acceptable’ levels of pollution.

The cmmission of this regarenant is cdisappodnta- . :

: Ho goal! except. the preveation of rollution is acceptable since
NCEC . also. recommerds that wach strategy bk required rto santaining or recovering high was muality is a priority’
spectfically addresskatchment eras.cs and hydrology, ‘stability na+ *i objective. Furthet, ... sustainability implies -
of hillslopecmd—stgrean banks, -1:i*i-um sediment sinks and any tha. TARtry- which requires a - ermissible " level of
Jotent.at . = ¢ o h e T : pollutiun canno* clain to be ecalo. custainable. EPA must

¢ 2ot permit activities which a2re_not cjicaly sustainable.....

The inclus:on of an "eutline® of the practical measures etc is

not considered agpropriare An "oatlina® Wil ot T

HEWCASTLE
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satisfactorily detailed for an effective strategy. Rather than
en "euatiine”,-a strategy-ought to include a full description of
the "practical measures® etc.

The -precautionary appreach set out in the WNational Strateqy on
fZcologically Sustainable De7elooment [NSESNDY and in the Inter-
covernmental Agreement on the EnviTonment (IGAE) is particularly
relevan® - setting the Primary aim of the licencing process, Jt

- * —_— ey R o tsewnere that pollution control in
C ilt ¥ “ opriateness of any tor e

- RS 2. eTations is 2 new regulatory area, -where not a great
reliance on FCNSW (SF's) discretion in interpretation is aiso Y, L unown about efFective witigation measures, .potential
T2Ttinent ir considering the application of the term "practical® - “10ts and their conseguences. | )

N association with measures ote. '

stven this imprecise knowledge, in an erergent technical field;
qleat care must be exercised by EPA ang@- FCN3W_in their propasals
- - e - - YoT oparaticnz and approvsls, .

It is recommended that EPA specify what mafters could be
tonzidered. in declding *practical ity". No discration shounld be _ .
viforded FCNSW dmr this matter. Howaver before’ adupting such ‘W
~Pproach EPA ought to consult widely acreoss practitioners i

"« felation to "practical easures”™ NCEC submits that for the
+2ll conservation and water polletion control to discover new,

“orests of the north east of NSW it is practical to limit:

tfective, innovative, practical measures which are currently in @ logging to slopes below 25 deqgrees;
uEe or under development. ' .. ) & road construction to grades of & degrees;

- . ’ / n: snig tracks to slopes of 25 Jegrees or below; -
It is - sgtical to - aid foreetry oparations on slopes over 25 & hand*ire burning to slopes of not greater than 25 degreeas.
sogree. ond in hig. Aservation valve old growth forestg and . . - . .
<ilderness areas. : . i+t sho ¢ incumbent upon FCNSW (SF's) to establish beyond

] . ‘reason. i doubt, consistent with the Principles of ecological
dowever, FCNSW will cla... that, given its alleged commitments to Susta.  *ie development {including the precaut ionary principlel,
zae timber indestry, or the local MP's predilection to maintain rhat & practical to exceed these recommended limits.
wAsustiinable levels of timber industry ermployment, it- is NOT )
rractical to avoid operations in .these areas. How will EPA assess

whether measures -proposed ave "practical® or whether there are

‘pPractical® measures available whick - .:vg been ommitted? . ¢

fiiven the di-irth of a gquantifiable body of research or verifiable
wdta demomst: - ing the effectiveness of any conditions being
opplied t¢ ciurations, let alone operations in excess of these
.1mts, and the uvicaertainty inherent in any operations over thesae
b imits expressed by various researchars, scientis_ts angd fialg

Moo Lowmdnwdil C&ﬂ'd}l\/\w.wm%ou.«a_ 2 s
praschicality ” Low gm 1o0 &g -Ld?ﬁe\:%kmw&ﬁ
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practitioners, the FINSW's satisfactory demonstration of tiA
practicality of exceading these limits seems unhkely.

KOO, v BUT '

In the aljnce of such demnc‘trable practicality E¥A will Yave
no optionAto refuse to accept proposals for operations
exceed these limits.

NCEC is aware of research relevant to e 1imits as follows:

4 logging on slopes not to exces! 1 legrees: Dr J MgGarity,
g UNE Conferernce 'Sustainable Forestry in Australiy: Future
Birections® 1993;

* road construction grades not to exceed 6 degraes: M.8.
Harewood 1994:. t

* snig tracks )t to -exceed 25 degrees: Bill Ker wish CSIRD
1993;

* harndfire burnirs to accur oo s!opes graiter than 25
degrees: Chaney, - ..aid & Kaight 1992 for Notignal Bushfire
Rescarch Unit. B

KCEC ies not confident that FCNS« ‘SF) is capable bf identifving
whether any additional water qual.ty monitoring shbuld be carred
ount. Council has grawve moe e about -the FCHSW's current
rethodologies for water S nitoring. Giyep~Sliese concerns
KCEC recommends that o ¥ rely on FCNSW/ to identify
whether, or areas whe:z 5o Y mnni'torrng shoutd take e,

Farther, -Couacil is e aed that notwichr ng tha parly
assertion that the SEMGL's were being developn .o enforrceable
standards through the expunging of Qdiscreticnary aspects, the
Niscussion Paper Yeguires that the strategqy must take intn

TS HEWCARSTLE
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.eariier it . as | =stated that compliance..with . the Te.ovant

account (presumably on a discretionary basis) the  SEMGL. -

It is not explained why this reference to, SEMGL e Al
operating conditicons) continues. Mor is 1t explain.. »
tne strategy would "take inte acccunt" the '"relevas ut
logging practice prepared Ly State Forests (if appro. Shan

funspecified} code of logging pranilce will be reguired,
Council recommends that these matters be explained.

There is no reference in the Discussion Paper tn a.timetable for
the preparation of soil erosion .and watar pn--.ution. control
TR rategxas-

HCEC recommends that a timétable of propoased strategies‘ be
submitted to EPA by FCNSW (SF)} with the pol lution co~*rol licence
application or within 7 da;s after its lodgement

Y TEC recommends thal su:h a timetable of st- .teg -ducticm
Jught to be prepared c; ¢ basis that strate. o « e first
prepared for areas of no or low couservation s . a1 s, land
ast for areas of highbest conservation valtue. ’
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In considering particularly the first of +these proposed
straiegies. and conditions NCEC submits that the EPA, in
satisfying itself of the suitability of the sirategy and
conditions, must exercise the precavtionary approach and err on

the side of caution in issuing zpprovals. Little is yet known om -

the zeliablity of certain prescriptions, becaugse ., post-
implementation monitoring of the effectiveness of .prior appli

conditions (SEMC's and SEMGL's) ik ‘presently rudimentary a
underdeveloped. . !

NCEC considers the adoption ¢f sech a precavtionary apprﬁoach
essential for EPA‘s and its' licencing process' credibality.
NCEC regrets that EPA did not include in the Discussion Paper,
or refer ro, a detailed "list ¢f the methodologies which must be
apphed to proguce an acceptable strategy. The short and general
list of matters to be addressed coes not provide this level of
information.

Council recomends that EPA include i the final licencing
framgwork a « “ailed list of the rethodologies which must be
applieé to » - .oe an acceptable strategy. . - --

3. _COMMENT. HEAS TQ BE CCOVERSD BY A S'I‘FATECY
NCEC recommer. . that .the EPA imppose an upper limit of( 3007 ha'J

——

=
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Vhy rewmove "many” discretionary aspects to create enforceable
conditicns but not remove ALL discretionary aspects?
“hat aspects remain discreticnary? Why are these unchanged?

Council recommends that EPA convene a working group with C&ILM and
SF:to address conceros with SEMGL’s and to furtber develop the
proposed General Operatiing Conditions.

Reference is made to *"the relevant codes of practice™ prepared
by FCNSW (SF's) and “other conditions inciufded in the current
licences® but these are not specifisd.

What is the relevant Code?
What other conditions contieue frnm rarlier t¢ -ubseguent

lf{cences? Will all relevant wate:r pols:ution control licence
dccupentation, such as- Jicences, conditions. and strategies,

still be reguired to be publicly availanle at FCNSW (SF} cffices?

What steps has EPE taken itself to evauvlate the appropriateness

and effectiveness of "the relevant cores of practl.ce""

Is the EPA aware that-the recent "relevant codes of practxce“
prepared by FCKNSW {SF's) ware developed prioi to the adoprion of
national standards for such codes of logging practice?

on the area the subject of a strategy, to prevent FLHSW TS
it on again' by deliberairly choosing a .very large area and
preparing a strategy which cannot provide the necessary level of
detail and site specificity. Left to themselves FCNSB.' cannot be

Is the EPA aware that a joint Commonweaith/-'State Govarament
discussion paper "Setting Easeline Stardards for ¢ estry
Cperations {check corect title] is being. developed for the [ne.w
nampe for Australianm Forestry Council].
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Too many examples ezist, particriarly in ic. Fstry EXISt'a, of FONSW
attespting to thwart requlatory requirements by adopting obtyuse,
adminigstratively convenient or ‘creative' interpretations of
legal obligations, for this discretion .in detaramining the siz
of & strategy ared; o -be- alrowed to-be operated without &ire
guidance.

If EPA fails to direct or otherwise specify the upper limit for
d strategy's area, it- can be reasonably pred.icted that this
issug: size of strategy area; will become-a matter of con..entlon
in due course, .

The statement of how the size o the Eorestry area to be covered
by a strategy is to be ascertained is not well expressed., Given
that many compartments, partzcnlarly vwmsining old growth forast
areas, have, .in a comparse ot aver 3.4 aize 250-300ha, a broad
range of topographic, and geuvinyic variation, how wiil
an area ganerally *uni oo Talation L2 the ccmd:.txons ‘neading
to be applied” be identif . '

’l
hed?

Will this approach mean Yhat soms CoNp3rtoents may rnq-ulre the
preparat:on and approval /of more r_han one stxateg/"

Wili EPA overhaul FCNSW (SF's) Codes of Practice once these
national standards are adopted 1o ensure that ihe “"relevant
codes” meet the national staandards? . :

' Council recommends.that EPA underrtake a review of the "relevant

odes of logging practice” immediztely fellowing the adoption of
wy mational standards”or guidelines by the [AFC reruuaned?)  and
~107 to comsidering further appl.\catlom Sor reneual of annual
licences. ’

The proposal to prevent forestry cperations until a soll erosion
and water pollution control strategy and site-specific condxt;ons
have been considered and approved is endorsed.

NCEC .believes that any Notice to. permit commencement of
operations cught to be made public at the time of the Notice's
issue and be available as part-ol the licence documenta_tion.

The Environment Council! recommends that both the soil ercBlon and
water-pollntion control strategies and site-specific conditions
be the subject of public partisipation processes that wounld allow
the public tp comment to FONSW {SF’s) on their proposed
strategies ond conditions prior to FUNSW forwarding them to the
EPA for consideration for approval.
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EPA shouid refuse to accept a strategy Tor legging of Ligh
conservAtion value forests, old grewth forests or/wilderness
areas /until and unless all otber areas (with no or: low
conservation sigonificance) of possible foregtry operations witizin

- 'é-r"
e
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The Environment.Council is concerned that there is no expla:ition
of how the Department of Conservation and Land Management's roles
intersect with the powers snd duties operated by the EPA '

=ly with outside regulatory
requirenents.

the 'he.ad' licence area have strateg:e r . ' : : . :
) - . g-es prepared f_or them ' Council recommengs that as a further cdoypdment of the licencing
. . . : .. work EPR clarify and docuwent the-rdles C&IM will play in
{ouncil recommends that all final soil eros:on and  wat ' f;ame.::or b4 | .
wollution control strategies mus: be  binding; and‘.ang: ' o finalising the General Operating Conditions, in preparxing or
. wretionary. They must be publicly available ’as licence Lo reviewing soil erosion and water pol lution control strategs.es or
* .mpentation in the same way as the 'head’ licences ware - v site-spacific conditions.
-rev.ously required to publicly 1 . . , - . ; . . .
¥ qu_ be iely available : i) Faurther, NCEC recommends that C&LM's role in investigating
J. COMMENTS. ON DYAL PURPDSE. OF STRATEGY . v pollution control incidents, recommendisng remediation measuvres
The Aual purpose of a strategy, to mest requirements of both “he ! 3; or asisting in any prosecution of a breach of 141 ce be
ZPA and the Minister for Planning, is supported. X f\v] explainad. — a}\Q
. . .
sy - Additionally, the- concept of ‘'dyal: purpose' could bear
"t is recommended that EPA and CRLM zonsult -ore! ,
their respective legal rrguirement “s for stragggxg Lfoozg_-;?:‘f: X exploration at the level of site-specific conditions. Hurvesting
the greatest degree of —atuval satisfaction. in order thas %he ‘ Plans requirec to.be prepared under the Forestry Act are.required 8(',(0 gwj'
extent-of strategies procared for dual puiposes cac be maxim:sed ' to include aaditional site specific conditing which will be pb it
s _ I . , aplied within the cmnpartmEn* proposed to be harvested, Gfm M"M
- ]
The preparation of a st1- Eeq_,v for EPA'sS purposes, Ior areds where ! o
: Thi Harvesting Plans have'not haen referred Lo in +h= Dipcussion 0
4 strategy is naot reguired the Mj f ' :
q.tpporteg{r G ed by rister for Plannr.ng is also ' Pap=: despite the act that - they currently provide the:[ M
e e - - - - - s .- ) 1 operational. framework under. the Fovestry Act. -
1
* THe dual purpose approach needs-careful serutiny. ! . . . A W
A purported cdual purpose strategy mnay ddd*e};s EPA's water o ¥CEC recommends that thé EPA explore the possible 'dual purpose’
ot L1 a- 1 o
pollution control requir nts put net fuifiii Lhem. . , '__J of site-specific conditions to meet EPA and FCNSN (SF) own
. : eme - ) L requi repents.
1 :
the appropriate methodology for the descrzptian of soil T-mes yo0 .
soll landscape papping., the derivation of soil orodibility P - 8. COMMENTS ON STTE SPECIFIZ COMNDITIC ﬂ"EWMITIU\S
indices and the application of the Unwer:-»al So01l Loss Equation’ ;o This briel section is wholly msatlh'{dctﬂz—y as it i3 presently
{DSLE} . b VZ expresed 1n the Discussion Paper.
. . .
’ . . : P While it is asteed that an additional. layer of site-specific
ZPA cannot allow FCNSW or their ':onsultante to atitemit to ' P e e . | ; i :
raproduce -Such o -Qispite- £ - the- pallutton - cont 1"'icé:-__.‘vxg' . . - conm‘.mns‘.xa..-;e.c.;u.x_:ec‘.-.be.yuni the - GOC's and.sodl @rosion -and - e
arocess, by claiming "that an approved _.tr:ategy by the Minister wate poliuticn - cantrol strategles. ‘.lt. LS not c:onsAdr-:-.rgd
for Plar ing,. using disputed methodo: ogies 13 satisfactory as t W APPIC_ rate ‘to.leave. the objective of additional site-specific
a2 dual purpose strate far EPA' - ] . D) condiiions defined in such bhroad tems as “prevent,’ control,
g gy S PuIpe ; ' Vo abate or mitigate water pollution”
] i M B
EPA must reésolve what it considers as satisfactory methodolc"es ' 3= i i
for soil type identification / mapping, appl:.cablln:y of the USLE s Counci} remnds ‘that E}’A ai;ect' PCNSW, 1in preparing sn_te
and ‘erodibility indi as a matter af priority ' a specific conditions, to devise effective practical measwvres which -
T . T will prevent polluticon. It is unacceptable to NCEC that FCNSW
. |- i d to devise measures whose ocbjective might be
JFCEC recommends that EPh resclve these technica) concerns sbout V= could be permitte =S - .
appropriate methodologies through scientific peer raeview af ' o f;mply 1cont.r01. abate or mltigate® pollution. No pollution
! e ' : .
proposed methodologies. - wohatuntL { : T 1s the gbal. 2T
DIOP oglies ‘ M Lowsh ' o . )
v v An additional discussioa point for the licencing framework might
Consequently, NCEC recommend hat # 2 N : - -
and s.zparat; consideration ofs tthet {A_\i[}fl.e'ta“e an exmff:;;:f N E e the inclusion of a reguirement for either FCNSR or EPA to
z Sty = S . e 4ot :
erosion and water pollution controd strategy. Such consideration : E develop an’ ‘expert _sys_t_&m' fm?f?lte spe.-.r::.'rf_c cc}:go.;xons. This.
chould commence from a realistic - ~gnition of FCNSW's repeated v would be a bank of site-specific conditions which have been
tailure or 1nability to willing : ' independently val;dated as beiny effective for spet:ified s:te
t
1
1
1

conditions.
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10. COMMENTS ON SCOPE OF LICENCES

NCEC notes with approval that the scope of the proposed licences
is narrower -than the 1992 iicences which peruttted pollution by
substances other than so:\l

Council recommends 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 bumming activaties.

Counecil believes that the Discussidn'Péper shouzld have referred

te pollution from materials other than soil, rock and vegetation. /

MCEC 1is aware .0of the potential £for pollotion Ffrom fluids
associated with various %ypes of machinery used in forestry:
bulldozers, 4WDs, chainsaws, snigging tractors. [fuel: diesel,
petrol; engine, transmission and hydrauiic oils: brake fluids,
radiator conlants or anti-freeze, et al ]. '

1t does not reguare a great deal of speculation to imagine a
sitvation where a bhulldozer's diesel fuel tender, wsvally hauled
gdaep into the oompartmeant being worked, is either damaged in the
forest, poor:y miintained or carelessly unioaded such that diesel
fuel is spilled, possibly’in significant guantities, occasioning

— —————a—polletien—neidents
+ e

sdditionally, litter can .substantially pollute water and
watercourses, constituting major visval pollution of otherwise
natural! areas. Further, it possibple that chemicals ([(such as

T7EC 'ar. Srhwiseirn oa BP Piscussion Paper ca "0 Issue of Paliztioe foatra' Lizences to SF‘_-;FE; - PagbS

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

NCEC recommends that EPA include licencing of tiaber indust;-.y
rsonnel within the framework for issuing water pollution
control licences to FCNEW [SF). :

11. COMMENTS OF WATER QUM-IT’Y HONITORING

Councal supports the requiremsnt fo- FOISW (ST) ro 1rwestigate
the -impacts of logging on water .ality by wonitoring water
gquality in areas selected in consultation with EPA,

A critical pre-regquisite ¢ ost-implementation wonitoring
15 the recording of a water s profile of the atea prior ta
the commencesment of any works. This water quality profile shouid
be a central component of any s0il erosion and water pollution
control strategy

1t is esse.ntiaa that EPA play an active role in selecring these
sites since NCE\. has no confidence din ‘-‘C‘JS{M‘ s capacity to

- 3 iCyw o - Flgarars JE.

FCNSW's identifacation bof sites fer lts ELIS vegetatior and
wildlife survey &k study plots has been shown to have sufferead
irom serious site selection flaws which were not reported by

P.18
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herbicides or inceckicldes) used fOr plantation Or other LOIEStIy
purpoaes could pose a potential water pollution nazard.

Is it proposed that p-ollutxon of waters from these sources will
not be subject to licences and conditions?

Eow will EPA respond _to compliaings of polivtion from the::.r=
sources? CT

Does the "relevant code oi‘ 1og91ng practice™ satisfactorily
address these coocerns? .

Further, t:he. Discussion Paper is aimed at Forestry Commission
{SF} but makes no reference to the need for timber .mdustry
personnel to be hcenced

The cmmission of discussion of the issue of pollution contxyol
licences to f{pdivideals who are menbers of the private timber
industry is curious since the 1992 lticences pointed to the nead
for separate licences faor timber indostry workers and FCNSW
referred to- industry as being 'to blame' for pollution of the
Belliager River, ir proceedings before .the Coffs Harbour Lecal
Cozrs when prosecuted by EPR over poliution in the (akes SF.

Is it preposed to issuve pollution control licences to timber

industry workers? \S’ o {.. . ‘09 EPA W C.

PCRSY T TIEYE 1S N0 ISARDN Lo DElleve thEy, =Ty TC ThELT QW

devices, 'FCNSW may not nake similar errors in identifying water
qualltv mont toring sites.

®CEC agrees that undisturbed fore-'s and Forests currently being
logged shcould be monitrored ‘or wa® . Quality, but Covncil is not
catisfied that, water gquili-ty toving . will only address
ﬁe.agresentatxve sit’es Tog s+ in tre. last™s years. ~ 70 .

Dr Hart;n Thoms, consultont fluvio- geomrpno-ogls t, advises that
US studies (Coweeta) ochow that despite the regrowth of
vegetation, suspended sediment contentrat:ions can still remain
elevated during stors events, for more than 20 years after
anitial logging, ané up to 80 % of eroded =0}l can Temain within
stream thannels 2-2 yearg aft 1= ‘ng finishes.

KCEC recommernds that EPA include in the representative areas to

be monitored for water quality, sites which have been logged in

the last 7-9 years.

‘North Coast Environment Council Inc has grave cancerns about the

scientific validity @f methoiolicgies used by FLNSW (SF) in
monitoring water quality. :
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or independently elsewhere, sather than be "accepted on’ face
value. . .o

Council rteccxmends that. the stasdardised format for the making
of reports on water quality monitoring be the subiject of external
sclentific peer review before it is adopted by EPA snd applied.

Council reccmmends that tha data, results and all sumnariaes and
standardsised  reports on FCNSW water quality menitoriag be
publicly available as licence documentation. .
Council 1s concerned at.the lack of scientific validation of the
design and operation of FCNSW's zraesearch catchments. Council is
aware of considerable criticism of the research catcbments in the
state's south east and holds sericus reservations about the
transferability or applicability, to other catchoents in the
“ate's north east forests, of any Tesearch results derived froa
" 2 Karuah River researcu catclments. ’

.-

1t undermines from the striect Liability which applies td
polliution incidents, and reserves to FCHSW's disceetion an
assessment of whether the -pollutior "makes or may make ..."etc.

1t has bean repeatedly shown that the FCMSW is not capable of
nroperly operating asy discretionary ypowers and will use such
i agretion in the narrowest. sense, rather. than broadly.’ :

Council recommends that the terms of the polivtion cantrol
Ticoence require FUNSW.to notify EPA .witkin 24 hours of becoming
suaze of pollution of waters which may have been caused by
Ingging opercstions. without further qualification or caveat.

WCIC supports the idea that EPL may request & written report of
the peoilution, and recommends that in every pollution incidence
EPA tequire the written notification oi pollution, in a
gtandardised format. . .
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Specifically. NCEC rejects the reliance on datd obtained by - . . - '
tegular periodic monitoring of water quality ipicators, since i‘onseguently, NCEC recommends that rather than require FCHSW to '

. such data understates actual turbidity 1 1s imaediately zimply “maintain its research catchments® EPA should ewbark on X
foliowing nermal and.peak discharge events. - : program of critically evaluating the usefulness of ‘the existing )

. L . : : research’ catchments and their methodolegies -as baseline !
founcil believes that water quality monitoring should not be studies, and testing the validity of any claims as to the broad :
averaged out over arbitrary periods, thus reducing overall levels, ipplication of results to other catchments, L. :
of turbidity.- . - (. i . '

i . {CEC supports the reguirement that FCNSW provide a copy of any '
“CEC vecommends that water ¢uality.indicators {including -total cublication generated as a result of Tesearch conducted in ;@
dissolved salids., sediment load, particle size distribution, research catchments, but believes that this reguiremeat may ' ;
qurrient gistribution etc.} should be measured immediately after, v.adpr rather than accelerate publication of research, which may T
4ischarge events and for Teqular periads thereafter to record s+ rotentially -advetse to the laterests of the FCNSW.or timber S
actual levels of water quality at and immediately after the time ledustry. .o
of o discharge ewvenkt. : . ' co. - von
’ : . : Twe ~ouncil supports the not:un that water quality monitoriag and y T
further, concern is expressed at FCNSW's -practice ia some EIS's research programs are aimed primsrily at improving . manayemant ' @
of undergtating stream loads and turbidity levals by reporting practices and: refining management prescripiiens. T |
the concentration of suspended sediment or solute rather than ) . . . '
reporting totals loads. Very high loads may be masked by high Council is adamant howevar that the intention of such improvement i
stormflows diluting the total volume of sediment transported. ang¢ refinement must be to prevent. any impact from logging on !
. . . . water quality, NOT simply to minimise the poilution to the :
For “hese reasons NCEC supports the reguirement that FONSW (SF's) grestest extent practically possible. Lo '
undertake tnis mopitoring in accordance with protocols approved ' .
by EPA_ S , ) . ) ] :
- i I - 12. COMMENTS ON _REPORTING OF POLLUTIOR ) !
NCEL recommends that in developing such protocels. the pTotocols The Horkn Coast EOvizoome T T e 1 - ' —_—
be subject. to a2 period of peer review by .academic and other FCHSW {SF's) notify the EPA within 24 hours of becoming aware of Do
srTactifioners ' in water. quality wonitoring.. Further, NCEX pollution oi waters which wmay "have been csused by logging Lo
ceconmends that these protocols be available for public comment operations, ' : . ,
and input to EPA, at the sace Lime &5 LI Soterstitc PUET TEvTITews . - W

. - R . . ' Council opposes the asdditional <aveat to the definition of VI
founcl! does nol support the proposed monitoring reporting method pollution incidents which are requireéd to be reported viz: “and ! “i’
whare results would pe summarised by FCNBW. NCEC recoamends that whsch makes or EmAv nake those waters NOXicus or, poisonous or : w
all data be reported as raw data in addition to aay analysis or narmful or (potentially harmiuly fo _hujpgn inos, wildlife ‘oz
summaries. Council recosmends that this raw data and all data regetation.” : - . /C‘LO.EI ¢ A
summaries or analyses wast be reviewed and re-gvaluated by EPA . : UAAAARA, and & Ul

Comncil belivves-an additicnal Erssticatao A5, Unnecessaly =i & . -

i
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NCEC mecoemends that EPA develop public education and commmnity

ICEC ;ecommends ttat a format for reporting pollution incidents . ;;ainil}g Péggn;amsworkto{s%;%za'jén pgl;?utfit:::s:gs)poltl_:;.'iz:;g;?:t::é
nclade: - - Jicencing Tame .
+ a precise leocation of the poll hion event, ) v_-esponsibilities_- of E‘CHSH {SF's), EPA & '.otbe: government
s an accurate identification of tas catchment value Wit RrS ager;gi%. ,;"‘;"-“'i?‘ dl{l:«‘;ustiy, amfor c;!:n é’“ﬁ"‘ficil‘i's p::gre;r;se
»0lluted {(or potentially polluted} L . wou assist in ] 'igent en r 4
# the substance causing pguut;m\,' mrevention or early detection of any breack af law, leadding to
+ its mass or volume, o . +he swiftest acticnm possible on any appropriate remediation and
+ the time PCNSW (SF's) became aware of the pellutiom, . srosecutien. 4 of- L mclude. bame urfo-o OV bu&,&.w
+ how FCNSW became aware al the -« . ant, : i . A y !
+ the names of the .. arvising FCI... taff Tt is recommended that “hese pablic eJnM:auon and C(.)gnnmnitywm:__
« the namas of any ;- -vat industry or FCNSW staff iovolved. ProgIams eould form addiitional components of the EPA licencing 64\,
;any other ideas fox the usport?) Q O : Gnlﬁ— LEhma iy e L U\,fo framework. oo . . e
: - S PLEy . C :
NCEC is disappointed that - its Iramework for licencing EPA has, +'° A i . i 'e
wot. referred to the Autnority's processes for investigation of 13. COMMENTS ON_POLLUTION AND COR PPLAINTS REGISTERE
nd public reporting on any notification of & pollution incident. WWa;ﬁb;r\ he Discussion ;I:p'!‘gf dﬁ’é):LﬁiOb;x;}i‘giiS::‘esﬁgisgfﬁs oroposed that
- " " - = 16 5 (" H

~he Environment Council belicves that it is important to document + l Wonn o onlalr one water pollution incident register will be kept by FONSW
15 & part of the framework, EPA's powers to intervene in work (SF‘S_), presumably at Heatt Office in Pennant Hills. recerding all
~here pollution may have been, notified., to apply a “sSton- WM . wneidents of pollution by FCNSW acrose the state.
otk 'order or to 1ssue a idlotice etc. : . .

' s - : . . WCEC recammends that each regiop or caichment for which & 'head’
MCEC recommends and requests that EPR set out its stafif resources licence is issued be requl red to publiciy nominate an office at
4an¢ management decision making processes for investigating and which it will keep a water Pﬂlll:ltmn incident register.
incidents @s ‘additional components of  the final- licencing WCEC Tecommends THAt €afh Water Pollution _Incidewt regimter

{ramework for FCNSW (S5F) to denonstraie its commitieent to an record the same information repur‘.‘.e'n:l to the £PA.

open transparent process. . o .
NCED recommends that each water pollution incident register be

further it is recommrg-ied that EPA regulre FCHSW [5FT To et out - publiclracchesible Eor inspection during normal office hours.,

“n its General Ope 7 Conditions, its processes of responding

Yo & pellut ich it has notified. ROEC recommends that FCHSW be required to enter the details of

Jul1 FCNSW v stop work? . . any pollation incideat into the regional -or catchment water
d . ‘ pcllution incident regisiers within 24 hours of beconing aware of
“he.. Environhowt Council is aware that the Authority is concerned . “he.aincident, as it is required to notify EPA. .

. rhat.excessive time and. resources mey be diverted from its range
of funcrions, in investigating and reportiag on unfounded or
vexatious complaints., - -

s -~ . -COMPLAINTS.REGISTER . e .
rre Discussion Paper does not explain whether it is proposed that
only one complaints register will be kept by FCNSW (SF'S).

The Council 'is also aware.that the Authority. could be greatly presumably at Head Office in Pemnnant Hills, recording all
assisted if members of the community are trained {o the standards complaints of incidents qf water pollution in state forests
of reporting and gathering of 'prima facie' evidence which might across the state. ) ] R

pe collected to support a serious, founded corplaint, . A . .
HCEC recommends that each region or catchment for wnich a ‘heag'

NCEC acknowledges that mach relewant infoFmation. such as copies .1ceace is issued .be requi,rgd 4o publicly nominate an oifice at
+f-licences and conditions, will be required to pe made publicly ' which it will keep-a pollution complaints Tegister.

vatianie- . . - gt recommeods that FCKSW be required to enter the getails of
ionetheless, many of the Council's member organisations, being .y complaint of a pollution incigent inte the regional or
~omuunity based environment ceatres, would appreciate ready . -astchment complaints register immediately a complaint 18
inforpation to make available te a potential complainani tao \/ teceived. . -

assist %them ‘te test- and, if appropriate, formalise their

complaint. This might include a compiaint 'form' or 'checklist'.
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Nambucca Valley
1 Conservation Associa-
tion vice-pregident and
Nambucea Councillor
Lyn Orrego (pictured)
has been included on
the new State Forestry
Policy Advisory Com-
| mittee. - :

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

She said she had
received .a letter in-
forming ther of her
suceess 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 adviee
forestry on a State

Jevel -on new policies

and management of
State Forests.

-*1 am pleased to be
able to represent the
environment movement
on this committee,” Cr
Orrego said.

*l 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-
mitiee would be a good
forum to present all
the goals and aims of
the environment move-

Cr Lyn Orrego
ment, where they would
be “reaching the top
for consideration”.

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

: Loeal

N ambucca councillor joins
Forestry policy committee-

resentative Colin
H Dorber, Union repre-

sentative Gavin Hillier,
Government
representative coun-
cillor lan Chaffey,
Ministerial Committee
on Land and ‘Water
Conservation Cheirman
Peter Cochran MP,
Forest Protection So-
ety 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 com-
mittee. . .

- *The appointment
of the committee is one
of a number of initia-
tives the government
has taken to improve
the t of NSW

forests,” Mr Souris said. - .

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

“The advisory com-

‘mittee will provide a
process for involving
conservationists, the
.community, industry
and government in

“the formulation of

forest -policy,” Mr
Souris said. )
“It will :assgist the
community and gov-
ernment reach a bal-
ance between the
conservation of our
forests and their use,
and the achievement
of a viable and sus-
tairiable forest indus-

try.
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THE HONORARY SECRETARY :

ORTH : Mr James LO Tedder,.
Pavan“s Road, Grassy Head C
(3[\51' Yarrahappini via Stuart’s: Point.'244;.

Ph and Fax 065 690 802

'NVIRONMENT
OUNCIL  Iwnc.

. A ' - N . Y .
L S : 6 May 1994
Dear I : .
Please find enclosed, for your information, églpop§z§f the North‘.
Coast Environment Council's submission on the recently exhibited

EPA Discussion Paper. on the 'lIssue of Pollutlon Control Licences
to State Forests of NSW'

NCEC is very cautiously supportive of the broad framework but is-
guite critical if the 1level: of information presented and the
limited opportunities 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, aveocidable 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 Environment Council is of the view that
forestry which reduces water quality and volume, and which
routinély pollutes waters cannot be ecologically sustainable}

For more information please contact- John Corkill @ Blg Scrub
Env1ronment Centre Inc 149 Keen St, Llsmore 2480.

Yours 51ncerely,

James LO Tedder,
Hon. Secretary.

- ZS/L@/%%A Tec ﬂ"&“ %ﬁ“ %
| @ Nee - Drd N"“@«H
‘E)g,,w Allan o Tm‘f UMLEEHQ/ WS
Richard ciu,s - -



PARLIAMENT OF AUSTRALIA
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

GARRY NEHL, M.P.

-MEMBER FOR COWPER

DEPUTY CHAIRMAN OF COMMITTEES
NATIONAL PARTY DEPUTY WHIP

Mr J. Tedder

North Coast Environment Counci!
Pavans Rd

Grassy Head

via Stuarts Point 2441

Dear Mr Tedder,

SiIX ELBOW STREET,

(P.O. BOX 1446)

COFFS HARBOUR NSW 2450
TEL.: (066) 52 6233

(ocB) 800217 TOLL FREE
FAX.: (066) 51 4346

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

For your information, | have enclosed a copy of my recent speech on the timber

industry.

Yours sincerely,

&ﬁfﬁ“a YVM M o]

Garry Nehl, MP
MEMBER FOR COWPER
GBN:CM

December 21, 1993.

PARLIAMENT HOUSE, CANBERRA ACT 2600 TEL: (06) 277 4826 FAX: (08 277 2056
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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 NEHL (Cowper) (11.10 p.m.)--Before 1
talk about the Forest Industries Research
Levy Bill and cognate bills I want to reiterate
something 1 say very often; that is, that the
'p' in politics 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 whe 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
dangerous, 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
Ulong 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 late
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, Ulong, 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 NEHI--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 fami
was operating the mill at Briggsvale (Jewel
Briggs is a very efficient woman. How can the
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.
attending a

I had the privilege of
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
putting up tripods in the forests and digging
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
should” bé—approaching 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.

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-
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

26 October 1993

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
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.

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.

26 QOctober 1993



Garry Nehl MP
Member for Cowper
PO 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 base Kour claim that"there has been
a tremendous loss of jobs in the lo%g1pg industry..... mainly
because of extreme environmental activi ¥" ? 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_uT to 43% in 87/88 and even up to 11% in 91/92 in
the Macksville area. Cougle that with over estimation of the
yYields -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 1is_
increasing and _you will be aware that throughout Ausgtralia
the increase of wood production(including woodchips} has
resulted in a cut of some 45% in the prersons employed and the
export of potential jobs overseas.

- "sadly ,the fanatical ,extreme greservationists have been
bandying about groaagan&a which has been verK hurtful to the
timber industry e would be interested to know what this
propaganda is and from whom it is coming. Much of the .
information that ! have sent you has come from an analysis of
the State Forest records .

- "stop these fools gutting up triﬁods Y  You will I am sure
remember that these tactics held the action so that the
conservation movements could grove they were right in the
Courts. It was proved that no .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 Belllqgen where the
State Forests had constructed a road which the “fools with
tripods” brought to the attention of the Government and the
ublic and where the State Forests decided to settle out of
ourt. 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 kee some of these
areas without human interference ? fle are no asking that
there be no logging in the native forests but if you look at
the economics of 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,understan ably,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
articular the decreasing role of the local independant
ggger and miller. We would welcome your considered opinion
o

hese issues and how you may help. .

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

Yours sincerely

Jamegﬂggg.Tedder
Hon. Sec\
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94 Skyline Crescent
Crescent Head
N.S.W. 2440
2P.4.93

Mr. J.L.0. Tedder

"WAINONI"

FPavans Rd.

Grassy Head

Via Stuarts Point

N.S.W. 2441

Dear Jim,

The recent article sent to me by you claims that small
Sawmills in the kKempsey Area are closing due to overcommitment
of rescurces to BORAL. This is not strictly correct, however
what has constantly worried me is the useage by the Commissian
of these small millers for short term gain.

What most peocple do nnf realise is that the Kempsey
sawlog allocations are made up of two components.

1) LIGUIDATION CUT

"0ld Growth". or more correctly forests that have not been
significantly harvested in the past, are slowly declining
in total merchantable velume 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 = o e

LICUIDATION FPERIOD

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

2) BUSTRINED YIELD

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

THIS ASBUMES THAT THE FOREST HAS A "NODRMAL" DISTRIBUTION OF
SIZE CLABSES.

(Normal means a delioccort or inverse J distribution)

This is where Kempsey comes unstuck.



&)

b)

c)

d)

e)

)

qg?

REASONS

The Liquidation period was shortened, so as to allow industry
a "Fhasing in" Feriod.
(This generaly 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 specles
which in all other Forestry Districts are considered
Guota Sawlog species.

The sleeper cutters were allowed to cut regrowth trees
down to one or two sleepers in ¢ross section.

Az the great majority ﬁf 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
liguidation period.

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

1} Blackbutt forests are being thinned for pul pwood,
with merchantable sawlogs not capable of further
net merchantable growth being felled and removed
with the intent of transferging 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 tp
for the removed volume.

2) Flooded Gum forests have been harvested for veneer
Timbers.

3) Fole operations proceed without annual limitation
to the extent that this industry has now
all but ceased.

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

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

I hope this assists you in understanding the position of yields

~3
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Director ' .
Environmental Protectio
Locked Bag 1502 e
Bankstown *2200 - ** .
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“:Licences. to Pollute is estry?
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Dear Director, ° o CRIET R Y he

»

our ‘Council bgliéves’tﬁﬁt;ﬁicén¢¢9§is$ueﬁ last year to the
Forestry*Cgmmrssron*to:al&ow'the‘Comm15319nfto pollute
waterways in NSW are due fgr.reneqa},w1th1n_a'few weeks.

P L L [+]

Before these licences are renewed we would urge the Agency to
agproach the matter in a more refined manner han the issue
of the original licences. . . .
It is suggested that all licences for renewal together with
the condifions which are to be imposed be placed on public
exhibition and comments squght from the community, before the
licences are actually issued. ,
Secondly the conditions that agplg should be clgselt tied in
with the ph{Slcal attributes of the area for which the

icence apg_ys. There are areas which we consider should not
have conditions applied and others where perhaps no licence
should issue. '

Finally the Agency should consult closelY with other
Government agencies particularly the Soi Conservation, Water
Resources , and the National Park Service before preparing
conditions for the licences. T

-
]
Yours faithfully o .’
. ""J‘ P . =, ’
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BANKSIA INSTITUTE
RED RCCK, N.S.W., 2460.

NEJ "COMMON QWNERSHIP" GUIDELINES

FOR RURAL PROPERT IES

From Nimbin News, October 1979

AT _LAST - P.E.C. POLICY ANNCUNCED

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

de nothing until the Government had declared its policy. Now this has
been done, and the P.E.C. has adopted a peclicy, 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 QCCUPANCY OF FAR:#S3 INITERIM 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 relatienship to community facilities and services and existing and
future land uses in the locality; . - o

b) the development will maintaln Or. enhance the env1ronmenta14gua11ty of
the land. _,m

¢) future sublelsion of +he land to be prohiblted (to be implemented by
way of covenant or tltléy,

._1-"'

d) ‘the déﬁélopment fo have reasonable all weather access, adequate water
supply and wast-disposal facilities, and not to unreasonably increase
the demand for community facilities and services. .

e} the dévelopment not to pose undue fixg risks to occupants or to ad-
. Jjeining properties, . _

f)‘ the land to have a qeneral minimum area of . 40 ha, with an absolute
‘minimum of 20 ha where such is the prevalllng subdivision lot size in
the lccallty,

g) prier advertising of the proposed development locality, together with
“due consideratien of any representations received.particularly with
regard to the implications for adjoining property owners;

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

The policy statement 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.

ene/2
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ACF SYDNEY . 001,001

y Australian Conservatlion Foundatlon a.ati.N, uo7 408 482} ] . /" '”“‘\ '
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Mr-George Souris
Minister for Water and Land Conservation

Level 3

State Office Block
Phillip Street
SYDNEY NSW 2000

Dcar Mr Souris

RE: Meeting with Australian Conscrvation Foundation

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

*

Implemcentaton 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, hi gh

‘conscrvation value forest areas o reserve system,

Protection of watcr yield and water quality valucs in foresicd catchments (including
Dompgon) o

Research in Forest hydrology.

Yeasibility study for Hardwood Planution cslablishmem_iﬁ' NSW,

‘Victotian Auditor General’s Repont on Victorian Timber Industry Strategy,
Progress on Public Accounts Committce Review of NSW Foresiry Commission.
Institutional Arangements for Maﬁagem(snt of Water Rest;ﬁrces in NSW,
Cubbic Station proposat for 100 (00 ML private dam and implications for NSW.

South Australia’s call for moratoriom on water allocation,

ACYF campaign direction s.
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PARLIAMENT OF NEW SQUTH WALES Electorate Office
LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY - 37 Ebow Street

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,

Weun

Bruce Jeffe; ; M.P.,
Member for Oxley.

BJ:mb
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HEW EOUTH WALy

MINISTER FOR
LAND AND WATER CONSERVATION

Mr James L O Tedder

Honorary Secretary

North Coast Environmental Council
Pevans Road

GRASSY HEAD

via STUARTS POINT 2441

Dear Mr Teddar,

| refer to yodr letter of the 1 July 1993 concerning logging on freehold lands and
the level of participation by govermant regulatory bodies,

The Department of Conservation and Land Management (Cal. M) becomes involved
with privats 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. CalLM 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" whaereby
rainforest associations 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 mest 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 administared by tha l\ilational 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 logging if it congiders necessary. The Council
may also request that additional environmental sssessment is undertaken by the
proponents in the form of an Environmental Impact Assessment.

Leveed 3 State Otlice Bluck Macyuarie Street Sydney NSW 2000
Fhona (02) 228 36R]  Iax (012) 270 3807
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The NSW Forest Products Association, Forestry Commission of NSW and CalLM
havae 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 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
forastry 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

ate Oelewed?  _ aem



MINISTER FOR
LAND AND WATER CONSERVATION

. | 30 JUL 193

Mr James L O Tedder

Honorary Secretary

North Coast Environmental Council
Pevans Road

GRASSY HEAD

via STUARTS POINT 2441

Dear Mr Tedder,

I r-efer 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 invoived
with private property legging 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 Council
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 Siate Office Block Macquaric Street Sydney NSW 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 developed a draft document which aims to guarantee a high standard

H 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 Unitin 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

.

) éorgeCSouris, MP
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Forestry Commission of N.S.WW.

Forestry Office

Northern Region

PO Box J19
Attention J Tedder ' : Coffs Harbour NSW 2450
Honorary Secretary -
North Coast Environment Council Inc.
Pavans Road
Grassy Head .
Via Stuarts Point NSW 2441 Our reference: RO 639

Your reference:

Telephone: 066 528900
066 512909
Fax. .
Contact Officer: Mr S Hutseon
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:

(i) the proposed size of the consultative committee and make up?

(1) 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?

(iii) objectives of the committee? Is it an advisory/consultative
/decision making forum?

(iv) anticipated frequency of meetings.
(v) 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

b

for MIKE ROWLAND
Planning Manager
Northern Region




15/3/93.

Mr Grahame King,

Northern Regional Manager, ,
Forestry Commission of NSV, ' '
Coffs Haruour,

Dear Sir,

The North Coast Environzent Council sees it as essential to adopt
prfcesses in northern NSW that ean begin to resolve the conflicts
that have characterised forest issues in recent years,

To this end HCEC requests that a consultative committee be established
for the Forestry Commissionds Northern Region., It ia considered
essential that this committee have a balanced representation

of the principle interest groups and strive to reech consensus

where possible to ensure no group feels that they are over ridden

by the pracess,

It is considered necessary to start with a simple 3tructure for
the committee to give the process a sound footing from which a
broader consultation process car evolva. ’

It is thus suggested that the initial conpozition of the proposed
censultative committee be 2-3 representatives from each of the
forestry Comission, Hational Parks and Wildlife Service, YNorth
Coast Environment Council, timber industry gincluding the Forest
Products Association to represent .quota saupiillers and a
representative of non quota sawnillers) and an indenendent
facilitator acceptable to nll parties, o

-
[

‘The purpose of the proposed committee would be to commence
dialogue between the principle interest groups cnd discuss a
variety of issues as necessary to see if ®®nsensus canh be reached
on action tc be taken in respect to specific 'issues. For the
praoens to work it is essential that all pertinent information be
made freely aveilable to the coumittec. R

Agendas for the committee shouid be up to the comnittee to
decide, though issues we woulg like to se¢ addréssed include:
neaningful public involvel@BRE, oldgfowth forest, rainforest,
logging prescriptions, ecologically sustainable forestry, timber
allocation and future options, . ,X

Ye hope that you may be interested in this'phbposal to establish
sone meaningful dialogue and develop means of %esolving sone of
the many contentious issues associated with north east forests,

A

Yours sincerely, ' .
. ¢

\

J.L.0.Tedder, Hon.Sec;-' \
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SHIRES /e
ASSOCIATION OF NSW

PO BOX 384 CLARENCE ST NSW 2000
DX 1346 SYDNEY

LOCAL GOVERNMENT
ASSOCIATION OF NSW

Local Government Centre 215 Clarence St Sydney
PHONE (02) 299 7711 FAX (02) 262 1049

- Our ref: R94/0030
Further contact: John McSullea

8 April, 1994

SPECIAL CIRCULAR

To: All General 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 \gyor‘s Relief Fund. Seventy (70) submissions were received
seeking about $5M. However, 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 . \ .
PO Box 123 30 0CT 1992,
.BOWRAVILLE NSW 2449 -

Dear Ms Orrego

Thank you for your letter dated 23 September 1992 urging the Forestry
Commission to support your proposed assessment of old growth within W||d
Cattle Creek State Forests.

It is my understanding that the Forestry Commission has responded to your
invitation in their letter dated 12 October 1992

| 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 alil forest values. | 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
Commission's EIS assessments when it goes on public exhibition.

Yours sincerely

vAs

arry West, MP
INISTEBIFOR CONSERVATION AND LAND MANAGEMENT
AND MINISTER FOR ENERGY

.-

Level 2, 151 Macquarie Street, Sydney Australia, 2000
Telephone: (02) 251 8498  Facsimile: (02) 251 1442
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_Greens join forestry outcry

By LENORE TAYLOR

t N " CONSERVATIONISTS have
]01ﬁed the forestry industry to
condemn a recent list of forests
proposed by the Minister for the
~Environment, Mrs Kelly, for

“protection under an agreement
‘between the Federal Govern-

sment and the States.

! pfrs Kelly recently angered the
tlmber industry and ALP can-
dida.bes in marginal seats by
\S TS fting to State governments
proposlng logging temporarily
st.op in a long list of forests while
a, new permanent national re-
serve 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
concerhned 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 s0 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 sald the
Commonwealth had no inten-
tion of forcing the protection of
the forests.

He bhelieves 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 8ociety, Ms Karenne
Jurd, sald 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 Assoclation 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™.

B ———




laby from north
SIMON BULLARD

H been overlooked

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
wallables 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 lo-
calities and apparently
restricted to a small area of
eastern Cape York near Coern.

Petrogale mareeba, the Ma-
reeba rock wallaby, confined
to small areas of the Atherton
Tablelands west of Cairns.

and named after Macquarie
University professor of biol-
ogy Geoff 8harman, who
pioneered the genetic study of
rock wallabies.

Dr Eldridge said researchers
had for some time suspected
the wallables were distinct,
but so stmilar 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 motecular
analysis.

This revealed they were
cryptic species and quite sepa-
rate, despite their strong
physical resemblance. They
had dlfferences both in the
number and shape of their
chromosomes from those of

e " other wallabies.

Petrogale sharmani t

wallabies and found the
hybrid male offspring were
stertle 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 sald.

“But animals mostly operate
on olfactory cues, which
means they are probably well
aware they are from different
specles although to us they
look the same.

“This raises the intriguing
probabllity that there are
quite a few more undiscov-

more obvious that there are
quite a lot of cryptic species
and discoveries will continue.”

Dr Eldridge said the knowl-
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-
abllity of cryptic species.
“Regrettgbly. it alsomeans a

Meanwhile, Queensland ‘Dé;;t;;d:!'
partment of Primary Indus
tries sclentists yesterday &n="<"
nounced the discovery of g%
new species of golden peréh;™
or yellowbelly, a freshwater "4
native fish. it b

Dr Clive Keenan and Mf -
Mike Musyl used genetic tests ™,
to show that golden perchg’i’n,‘?“
the Lake Eyre basin in central®+"
Australia were a distinct spes*?
cies from those In thé™%
Murray-Darling system. ‘”"*i

They had also establisli?’.“a&‘;;,
that golden perch from t.hE..,,;Q
Fitzroy River in Queenslani™
were a subspecies. "“‘fg

The work showed the Lake, sy
Eyre and Murray-Darling,
perch species became sepa-....




ORTH i z Sec: Mr Jim Tedder

OAST | Z?ZZZCSHE';'d via
Stuarts Point 2441

NVIRONMENT

OUNCIL

Reply to: the undersigned

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

| 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 cCopY ).

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 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 better so that
the information can be taken into account in deciding the future



logg1ng program

our- ca]l for th1s assessment to be done is based on the .
Commonwealth Resource Assessment Commission (RAC)'s Final Report
(March 1992) recommendation for the preparation of comprehensive
reg1onal ‘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 future
-possible old growth logging should only occur after this has been
done and where no alternative resources exist. (RAC Vol 1. p. 27)

As' the Commonwealth Government is recommend1ng 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 recommendation..lt should be noted that the
assessment process pioneered in Victoria maps 'all forests by .growth
stages and thus will a]so sarve 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 benefit of all
parties and our unique Australian her1tage, our old growth forests.
We await your cons1dered response.

S1ncere]y,

OMego

Lyn Orrego
Vice President

'Rebly to: Lyn Orrego .

P.C. Box 123
Bowraville 2449 NSW

A;H;chquanjﬁi_ éL/Quzgas'



MANAGING DIRECTOR'S COMMENTS
BY BRUCE R. KEAN

59?6,4 6 Mov 92—

Than

you 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 1 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 opportuniry. The operations
which we acquired comprise hardwood processing in
northern NSW and Tasmania, softwood pracessing 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. As a 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 facilides. 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
Public Meeting

A public meeting was recently held by Lismore
City Council to gage public feedback about the
introduction of 4 $12.50 garbage levy to fund
recycling.
There was widespread publicity for the meeting
in all formy of the media, but the turn out was
somewhat/dissappointing. Only 41 people actu-
ally atteryded the meeting, and of those only a
few werk 'recyclers'or 'greenies’.
Not sugprisingly, the issue of t
ly debated. It was interestin

€Yy was hot-
0 nofe that more

of recycling.
ASide from that

cling in the ar
made about

(WMAC) wi]l continueA0 consider
investigate possibil#ies.

options and
Other i1ssues the WMAC has been J;rking on
include composting, worms, chemical issues,
}'sposable nappies and information exchanges.
=or any more information about the committee
~ ¢ase feel free to contact me (sam) at the centre.

- the effect of permanently locking up the publics forests for

* real threat to jobs from Boral it is left up to environmental-
" ists to protect the jobs of Australian workers. Borals timber

Tze

Boral : 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.
*Boral now controls 62% of sawlog quotas in Coffs Har-
bour forestry region & >80% in the neighbouring Port
Macquane 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 it 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 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

extraction sector is non unionised and is characterised by
low pay long work hours and inadequate safety precau-
tons. :




CARRAI PLATEAU

Appalling fauna management by

Forestry Commission.
The Eastern Quoll 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 1 may remain in the Carrai and Petr01 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 Quoll, as well as a host of other endangered
species.

Two months ago NEFA aclivists 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. Eventuaily the
Commission agreed to conduct surveys for the Eastern
Quoll and logging was stopped at least until October this
year whilst surveys were conducted.

The Commisston 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 toa -

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
dozers 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 after-23 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 Natlonal Party cabinet
ministers over the ducision.

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 guota
reductions needed to-achieve 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.

Worms worm worms

As you can see by the insert in this newsletter,
the 1ssue 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, part:cular-
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 matenals 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 ar 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. Containers should be matched
to the size of your proposed 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 t
be moist in order for the worm to 'breathe’. Bed-
ding therefore should have a lugh water content.
Cow and sheep manures are the best matenals.




MT ROYAL MANAGEMENT AREA, FORESTRY COMMISSION OF N.S.W. ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT A%éi’
STATEMENT (RIS) and FAUNA IMPACT STATEMENT (FIS).

SsSuUurMMARY CJF’ OBJECTIONS
NOTE: Send objections to the EIS/FIS to the Forestry Commission, Locked Bag 23,
Pennant,H1lls, NSW 2120, to be received by -November 17th. Submissions should be
clearly labelled Mount»Royal 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
submlss1ons recelved to the Department of Planning and the NPWS.

. K
1. New leglslatlon ‘now: requires the Forestry Commission to prepare & FIS' regardlng
impacts on fauna of logging operationg in order to obtain a-Fauna Licence from the
NPWS with respect to proposed operations. The FIS is included-in the EIS. The EIS
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 def1c1en01es, and is a major basis of objection to the EIS and the FIS._

2. The EIS and FIS state that the lack of pre-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, means that it is not possible to assess the impacts.of the proposed operations
on flora or fauna. In other words, the EIS and FIS admit there is insufficient data
_ to support their conclusions that 1mpacts of the proposed operatlons are not likely
to be significant! . T

3. 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/pulplog harvesting. Consequently, insofar as impacts of -logging operations
are considered-in the EIS, the assessment and conclusions do not apply to the
proposed operations. :

4, 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 EIS and FIS 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 invalidates conclusions drawn in the FIS and the EIS.
5. Even without correcting for these errors, the Fauna Survey Census found that 80%
of the Yellow-bellied Gliders, all the Koalas, 60X of the Greater Gliders and 80% of
the Brushtail Possums recorded in the survey were in the unlogged forest plots.
Consequently the finding of the EIS that logging impacts are-not likely to be
significant is not even consistent with the data in the fauna survey with regard to
these species. . . b y : .
6. If this is so it would appear that the impacts of logging on other specxes, such
as Owls, is also likely to be 31gn1f1cant .

R , St . ' : t
7. The EIS and the FIS make avnumber of false and lxsleadlng claims about measures
proposed to conserve flora and fauna:
(a) the EIS -guggests a 51gn1f1oant area has been excluded from logging as part of
special "safeguard measures" to conserve species. In fact the difference between the
aresa-excluded from harvesting by the routine prescriptions in the Management Plan
and the area now proposed to.bé excluded is negligible..
~(b) 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 mlslead1ng to call them "fauna reserves'
(c) the "safeguard measures are clearly and demonstrably 1nadequate to conserve
species of fauna. The "reserves" are absurdly small and the "corridors" are merely
rainforest filter strips unsuitable for many species - 1t is mlsleadlng ‘to
call them "wildlife corrldors



{d) the EIS 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 corrxdor,
+this is a 51gn1f1cant and* mzsleadlng omission,

. ,
(e) 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 urilogged areas

and reserved areas should ensure its (Tiger Quoll’s) survival"; "the development of
a grassy understorey under a more open canopy would 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
severely reduced in populaton size over the entire area.:. and where there is an
indication that resources from:old trees are required, 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 preéented 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 grassy understorey

by thicker regrowth); and research studies of the .dimpacts of logging on fauna
contradict these conclusions. The FIS8 is, quite simply, a.dishonest and biassed

-attempt to justify logging.

' - . e , . .
8. The EIS claim that standard erosion mitigation prescriptions will ameliorate
impacts on erosion and water quality is not supported by ev1dence'and it would
appear that such impacts have been and will be highly significant.

9. The impacts of frequent burning and grazing:are not adequately assessed studies
and other evidence suggest the impacts.of these to be significant.

10. The EIS does .not attempt to address the cumulative impacts of successive cutting
cycles, and therefore is 1nadequate as an assessment of likely med1um to long-term
environmental impacts.

11. Only two.studies using pre- and post~logglng survey data. have been undertaken to
assess the impacts of logging in NSW forests. Both studies found significant

" impacts, and consequently the EIS makes no reference whatsover to these studies.

Since the major purpose of the EIS is to assess environmental impacts, this is a
major deficiency.

12. A growing body of literature exists reportlng studies into impacts of logglng
operations and aspects qf management such as burring and grazing:on forest
ecosystems, flora and especially fauna. There is scarcely a study from this

" literature reporting adverse impacts cited in'the EIS. Most' are not mentioned at

all, or even cited in the EIS Bibliography or the FIS 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.0. Box 9 Singleton 2330. Phone: (065) 77.3105 Donatlons towards legal and campa1gn
expenses are needed and much appre01ated
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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", foresis 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: ' S
"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 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: "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
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
40cn 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, 1.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 annun." 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% (135,000m3) 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 ré-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
savwlog/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 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 16911n3 net from 217 ha as against 4460m3 net from 200 hsa 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 1584 was 28,884 cubic metres per annum, whéreas
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 guotas will need to be reduced
substantially, from 1989 onwards. 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 {(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.

FRREEERREREKE
- 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 reguired by
law. The first of these EISs 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 EISs 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
EISs and do not appear at all in the listed references. In addition, the EISs
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 EISs.
Closing date for responses to the Wingham EIS is October 26th and for Mt
Royal, November 17th.

GROUNDS FOR OBJECTION: THE MT ROYAL EIS

FLORA

The Surveys reveal an astonishing variety within the spall 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 asscciated 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 guite 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 12M.

* The so-called "wildlife corridors" are simply the old "filter stripé"
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 5 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 hanks: 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
jnvalidates the EIS conclusions regarding impacts, and reveals the bias and
dishonesty of the document.

* Even without correcting for these errors, the Fauna Survey found that B80%
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 EIS to suggest that'narrow filter
strips and a couple of small bogus Yreserves" 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 EIS 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 EIS admits, and even more severe damage
could be expected from the proposed continuation of the road beyond Cross
Creek.

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.

TOURISM

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 EIS 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"; 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 EIS 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 EIS says these will he
"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 EIS 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



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 "hlgh 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 Servic:
refuse to issue Fauna Licences to the Forestry Commission for operations in
old growth forests in Mt Royal and Wingham Management Areas.

¥ The Directof, 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 i
legislation, due to be introduced next month.

You could alsoc 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 Reglon

P.0. Box 9 Singleton 2330

phone {(065) 77.3105

.
A




THE WAY FORWARD

7

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:

offs. 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'téz

i} remedy major 'déficienciés "in' knowledge necessary to
- design an_adequaté reserve gystem; :

ii) use scientific criteria to design a reserve system
capable of sustaining all- the forests present natural and
cultural values into our uncertain future;

ili) identify regrowth forests and plahtations,required to
provide adequate timber.volumes .to industry in the long
. term, with intensive management;

" iv) allow local input into deciding the most appropriate.

regional timber industry and seek Government assistance to
facilitate industry restructuring, .

v) use transparent open processes with allowance for public .

participation at both the national and 1oca1 1evels,

vi) develop a reactive system that can be reflned_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 identified with the irgency required,

if both +the State and Federal Governments provide significant
resources. Even then it - must be recognised that research and
monitoring will have t6 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
bloiversity




For cénvenience the boundaries adopted for North-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 economic regions based on catchment
boundaries. The bouridaries of these regions may differ widely.

WHAT ARE THESE PROPOSED, RESERVES? ‘=

Using the best information obtainable and computer analysis it is .

proposed that public forests be allocated to three tenures:

(i). Conservation Reserves - forest areas given legislative
protection for the adequate conservation of the full . range of
forest wvalues which are significantly affected by - forestry
activities; . :

(ii) Timber - Reserves - forest areas given legislatiﬁe protection

for the supply of timber to industry under an Iintensive

management regime and in ‘a sustainable manner. Timber Reserves
are to be delineated in conjunction with a plantation

establ ishment program. To be .identified within the constraints

imposed by an adequate conservation reserve system and proper
multiple use constraints; - e R

(iii) Multiple-use forest - forested areas not required for
Congervation 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 accordingly. Low intensity = timber

production is expected to be an _acceptible use in appropriate
areas under constraints imposed by other values or uses. ~

WHAT ABOUT PRIVATE LANDS?

The assessment prodess 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 Committe 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. ' oo . . S .



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 usés, ecosystem and environmental research, heritage
protection, conservation reserve management and social impact
assessment . ' ‘ - S

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 degign based

on timber production crlteria (within identified environmental '

constraints).

"1.3.1 (a) Conservation Reserve design

' The identification of an adequate reserve system will require;

i) 1dentify gaps in avaiable information and in1tiate research to
obtain data required;

ii) enter all required information into a computer1sed Geographlc
Information System (Appendix 2);

iii) publish report and meps showing data layers - forest types,
land tenure, wilderness, old growth forest: types, naturalness,
water resources, . cultural resources, actual and predicted
distribution of target speclies, areas required to maintain

minimum viable populations of indicator species, etc.

iv) undertake further surveys to validate predictioné; design

options for a reserve system based on ecological criteria

v) publish report and maps of .reserve options_-for' public

consideration.

1.3.1 (b) Multiple-use and Timber Reaefve design

1) identify gaps in avaiable 1nformation and 1nit1ate researxch to,

obtain data required;

'ii) enter all required informat1on into a computerised Geographic

Information System (Appendix 2),

iii) publxsh report and maps showing data layers - water
resources, recreational potential, forest productivity, logging
history, available yields of forest types, 1long-term yields of
forest types, land suitable for plantation establishment;
unloggable areas : .

iv) 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 and seek
.expressions of interest from landholders for establishing
‘commercial plantations : ‘ '

1.3.1 (c) Impact mitigation guidelines
The advisory panel has - the responsibility 'of.'détermining

management goals and prescriptions for each tenure  and
threatening process, by: . ) o ’ )

i) compiling 'existing information on environmental impacts
of forest uses, identifying areas foi further ‘research,

prepare management’ prescriptions and initiate mongtoring..j.

- g8ites

i1} exhibiting a report and inviting: public submissions
before adopting management prescriptions "to be applied to
mitigate impacts B of all forest uses upon epvironméntal
attributes. ’ B S ‘

iii) compiling existing information on regional'ecdnomies,
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, - ~ : Y -

1.3.2. Integrate reserve and prbductibn designs

The Steering Committee and advisory panel then integrate the

reserve designs:
i) integrate models and produce report and maps showing
options for . forest use, this should delineate three forest
categories - reserve, multiple-use and production.

ii) consider public -submissions in  finalising forest
allocation and publishing final report

i1i) publish - prospectus 6f available resources "and seek
tenders from industry, ‘ o ‘ ' o

iv) make ‘tenders publically . available and invite public

submissions, giving particular weight to regional concerns,

before deciding allocation of resource

v) identify role for Government in facilitating industry
restructuring and developing employment - financing milling
and drying equipment, assisting -plantation establishment,
silvicultural - 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 technologies as they apply to the production of composite
timbers, pulp and paper as well as milling and drying technologies for small timber.
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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 undertaken-on the resource will be enhanced forest productivity in
relation to regrowth forests and plantations, as well as investment considerations for private
sector share farming. The project will require access to government (NFI, 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 opt:ons to be
nitiated.

FUNDING

The participants are currently seeking costings from consultants likely to be involved in the
process.

PARTICIPATION

The present working group includes representatives 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.

m. forkilict.



z:_J/VO/S’aM o o Tze

To

\.? ‘ : '
i N \.Dss._.._’. ‘«—;Ya - . ) ’
o R . * Clr Linda Gill
: VIS o 21 Possum Pie Rd
R : » ' WOOTTON 2423 "

Ph;977 263
Fx; as above

gﬁ‘Bob.Martin'M'P'

Horw Shadow Minister for Lands & Forests,
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Dear Beb,

On

behalf of the delegation of mehbers from the North East Forest

Alliance (N.E.F.A), North Coast Environment Council (N.C.E.C) and the
Great Lakes Environment Association Inc (G L E. A),'I would like to
thank vou for our recent meeting.

We
is

felt it a valuablé exercise and belleve that dialogue such as this
essential to resolve .the present state of confllct over and in our

state forests

We
as

are anxious for clarlflcatlon of some matters raised at our meeting
soon as poss1ble

Would you have,the Forestry Commission substantiate their claims. .
of 5 million hectares of OGF, in light of the Resource Assessment
Commission (R.A.C) Forest and Timber Inqu1ry 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.C figures and estimates only 1.14 million hectares
of the 1.5 million hectares are Eucalypt old growth and that these
areas are hlghly fragmented

What optlon will the Labor Party take in regard to the iﬁmedisfe.

cessation of OGF logging as recommended by the final R.A.C 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, has protection 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 a commltment to a complete review and’

assessment of private property clearing for, woodchlp, the present
assessment process is totally inadequate. : :

2 /l.
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NEWS RELEASE - Thursday 9 _Sept. 92

Logging violence cc~“emned .
WE HAVE A RIGHT TO . DJTEST

The vielance and assault on polic¢e’ and peaceful protesters carrisc
out vesterday by timber dndustry supporters in the Wild Cattla
creek State Forast has besn condemned as "truly extremist
behaviour” by the united voites of north coast environment 7

l!n s joint statement issued today oveF 40 grou:. & :iled ¢
* restraint from timber industry supnorters wﬁs vesktarday

threatened and attacked onvironmer  iats and . . ue;

* the NSW government to:
-~ abandon its proposed Natural Resource Package, .
- stop the logging of old growth forests Jmmediately and
- undertake a comprehensive assessment of old arowth forests as
recommended by the Resource Assessment Commission.
. »

"Australia is  demosracy in'which the right to peaceful protest

-must be prote i, People have a right to express their views
non-violently, - -pakesperson for NVCA, Cr Lyn Orrago, said.
“Conservatior %e are not aimed at the timber industry
workers," a LTS . Jor NCEC, Mr Jim Tedder, said.

"We are conc: 8d about employment in the industry and have
sympathy for workers but it doasn't justify assaulting paople

protesting cefully. wWe condemn the vielence.
TOur prote are aimad at the mismanagement of the Forestry
Commission cutting out the remaining old growth forests at an

accelerating rats. Thare's no long term future for timber workers
‘.under present Forsstry Commission management,” he said. '

"we are alarmed about the loss of ©.d grewth forests. Thare is
orly 1.14 million hectares of eucalypt oid growth left in NSW, less
tha. % of what was here 200 years ago,"” & CHEC representative, Mr
Trevor Pike, said. ' . a

“Al} groups support the Resource Assessment Commission’s Final
Report recommendation for a comprehansive assessment of old growth
forest to create adaquate consevation reserves and that logoing
only be contemplated AFTER this has been done and whaera no
alternative supplies of timber exist. .

‘"aAs only 2/3 of &. 5 remain .g o'd growth is protected in reserves
we believe .an assessment would snow 3 have already lost too much.

“Compartment 546 of Wild Cattle Creek State Forest, with its
thousand year old brushbox trees, rainforest and abundant wiidlife
is a rare gem of old growth forest adjoining a major tourist drive.
It hes much more poteéntial econemically and environmentally as
living history than it doss as a one-off cut for timber and
. woodchips,” he said.

. For more information phone: ' .
North Coast Environment Council: Mr Jim Tedder {(065) 630802
Nambuceca valley Con Ass: Cr Lyn Orrego(065) 647478 or (065) 647808
Coffs Harbour Environment Centre: Mr Trevor Pike (066) 551865,
BeV¥lingen Environment Cantra: Martin Hogan {066) 552583
Clarencse Environmant Centre: Melinda fleisman (0686) 431863
wild cattle Creeck Action Group: Kalina (066) 575180 . '
North East Forest Alljance: Aidan Ricketts (066) 213278

B R
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NORTH-EAST FOREST ALLIANCE GREEN ALLIANCE NETWORK

C/e,
UPPER HUNTER REGION FAL BROOK WILDLIFE REFUGE , z

P.0. 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:

"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 i
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 -
pmammals 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. S€& P-ro.

"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 sclerophyll 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

1t

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
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 econonic
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
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 vieid
had fallen to 4 cubic metres (of fencing)! As a result of this massive rate
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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 toc 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 formalised 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 1984-5. 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: "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".

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
vears 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 heen 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 i



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.

CHICHESTER 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:
L9 Cay R H Ry - Lt - LR . HE. - - . B
"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% (135,000m3) 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 45%} in full 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 prejudicing 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) nakes
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 industry and
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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
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, especiglly 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
cancopy 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 sclerophyll 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.
Consequent]y 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 prepared 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.1.8. 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
vield 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 leave-much margin for error. - B

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 roads.and.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 Royval State Forest.

- Barrie Griffiths, August 5th 1992
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Fauna Survey
20 Year Impact of Logsing

Number FfFound

Greater Gilder

Brown Antechinus
Yellow-bellied Glider
Long-nosed Bandicoot
Sugar Glider
Brushtail Possum
Keoala

Ringtail Possum

Unlogged
79
39
33
14

= =3 =3

1 54
2 23
3 8
4 10
5 5
6 2
7 0
8 3

In early 1991 the NSW Forest Commission conducted a Fauna Survey in
The consultants conclude that there it
no difference in habitat wvalue 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.

the Mt Royal State Forest.

Data from Forest Commission of N.S.W.
"Mt. Royal Management Area Fauna Survey - June 1991" s4.3
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Has the dedicetion of National Parks adversely affected
enployment in the timber industry in northeastern New South
Bales?

Introduction

The Forestry Commission of New South Wales has
sugdested that employment in the tiuwber industry in NSW has
heen reduced by the locking up of timber resources in
National Parks (Gibbs 1982). We (HCEC and UNE} wish to test
whether there is any basis for this statement. We will
examine changes in employnent in the timber and other
industries in areas where National Parks have been declared
and cowpare 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 1931 and
1986 censuses. They can be extracted using a computer
program, ‘Supermapr’. Two types of analysis will be carried
out:
1. A general comparison of enployment in logging,
sawmilling, production of other timber products, supporh
services (i.e., retail, public service), agriculture and
tourilism thwPPn those LGAs in which National Parks have been
declared between 1981 and 1986 and all other LGAs.
2. Paired comparisons of individual LGAs with and without
National Park declarations between 1881 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
tiwber industry have changed in comparison with other
industries. Sultable LGAs for this comparison in
northeastern H3W are: Washpool, Dorrigo Border Ranges,
Berrikimbi (Wauchope} and Nymbolda aresas (with NPs) vs.
Walcha, Urbenville and HNambucca areas (without NPs).
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FORESTRY STATEMENT BY THE NORTH COASTlENVIRONMENT COUNCIL

PRIOR To Till PREPARATION OF THE E.I.S. FOR

‘THE WAUCHOPE AND KEMPSEY MANAGEMENT AREAS

Introduction - : RS

This Council represents forty conservation ofganisations between
the Hunter and the Tweed and west to the New England Highway.
It has fifteen years of dealinp with matters of resource congervation,

and acting as one of the voices of the community.,

0ld 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 resource - possibly less then 5% of the State
Forests, ’ .

-It is often on very steep and inéccessible areas and therefore
poses problems of erosio; control and economics of logging,

- it is considered to be refugee areas for rare and endangered
fauna and possibly flora,

- it is importanf 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.

Regrowth Forests

This Council is not opposed, in the forseeable future, to logging

in regrowth forests. Provided,

~ royalties are adjusted 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 smaller logs,




- that re generation programs encourage the growth of mixed.
hardwoods to take advantage of specialiseﬁ 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.

Plantations

This Council believes the only way to resource security for an
assured timber industry on the MNorth Coast is for industry to
start providing their own resource by plantation. This can -be
achieved by,

- lense arrangements with local land holders to plant Erees,

- encouraging local land holders to plant wood lots.

Wood Chipping

This Council is oppdséd to export wood chipping. Tt 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.

wéodchipping contd.

The Council considers the present policy of forest management is

pointing to wood chip productioh as a priority and it bases this

helief on

- the integrated logging process which encourages thick regrowth
of generally ‘one species of timber,

- the encouragement of hlackbutt to the exclusion of other speciecs.

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.

‘I've 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, Victoria 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.

N

Tuesday March 17th, 1992

HELP SAVE THE OLD GROWTH FORESTS

The Forest Industry is attempting to pre-empt the determination of '
important wilderness and national park proposals. Over the next few
months areas of high conservation value will be logged without prior
environmental 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 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
Areas) Bill which seeks to expand wilderness protection in N.S5.W.
Summary maps and descriptions of this proposal can be obtaimed from
the Foundation. The Wilderness {Declaration of New Areas) Bill
proposes to add 400,000 hectares of wilderness to the natlonal park
estate.

Representation should be made to your local parliamentarians and
letters sent to key members of Parliament expressing alarm at the
holiday from envircnmental impact assessment given to the Forestry
- Commission 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 cur timber industry
because it is unsustainable at current cutting rates. Only
plantations can secure forest industry jobs in the medlum and long
term.

Should you require any further information on this matter, please
contact me on (02) 247 4714 or 241 2523 (work)

Yours sincerely,

Keith Muir
Project Officer

18 ARGYLE STREET SYDNEY « NEW SOUTH WALES - AUSTRALIA 2000 + TELEPHONE 274713



- BACKGROUND BRIEFING ON THE TIMBER INDUSTRY® S
ATTACK ON OLD GROWTH FORESTS

The resource security/wilderness protection debate has to date been
largely focussed on regional and local employment issues to the ‘
detriment of the mare broadly based publlc interest in nature
conservation.

According to Premier Greiner's policies,. employment loss is
acceptable when it saves money (eg the 27,000 reduction in N.S.W.
public sector employment) but not when it saves the environment.
Logging the remaining old growth, -bowever, can only save a few jobs
for a few years until the tlmber is cut out, then timber supply and
employment will collapse .

Only SZ (or about 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. presefrvation of endangered species. The
claim that 1,200 jobs will be lost if wilderness is protected must be
based on the fact that the Forestry Commission 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 forests.

" . The Resource Assessment Commission 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 immediately be employed in
the establishment of sustained yield forestry. Expenditure on forest
plantations would promote sustained yield and ensure the preservation
of the old growth forests.

IMPACT OF THE TIMBER INDUSTRY BILL (ACT) ON N.S.W. WILDERNESS AREAS

Five Nominated wilderness areas are affected by the leqislatioﬁ:

. 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 naticnal
parks and inscribed on the World Heritage List. About 487 hectares of
the Torrington State Forest in the Binghi wllderness is also
affected.

- By this new law, logglng Df key- areas- w111 pre~empt wilderness and
natlonal park proposals unless a strong campaign is mounted to stop
this strategy. ‘

The legislation allows for logging and roading of high value areas of
forests outside the national parks in state forest, vacant and
reserved crown land, leasehold and freebold land without prior _
environmental impact assessment and review. In about 1.7 million
hectares of state forest and 0.3 million bectares of private 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




preparation of environmental impact statements, their public
exhibition, review 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 proposed as wilderness.

During the time whenr environmental 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 Commission is’ requlred 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 dperatlpns may be carrled out pendlng
env1rpnmenta1 assessment and review.

Wilderness assessment for all areas listed in Schedule 2 of the
timber- industry legislation will ofcur 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
wildermess areas 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. For Deua and. Macleay
Gorges the decision represents a reprleve from the logging which
would almost certalnly occur if the wllderness nomination was
reJected this year.

Impacts of the legislation on the five wilderness areas most affected-

NEW ENGLAND .

About 19,000 hectares of the Oakes, Nulla—Flve Day, Styx, Lower Creek
and Pee Dee State Forests and 1,000 hectares of vacant crown land on
Jobs Mountain can be logged without prior assessment. This represents
about 317 of the Aominated wilderness area. Adjoining areas of
private freehold and leasehold lands can also be ldgged with

impunity.

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 epecies‘fdund'in N.S.W.

About &,738 hectares of Billilimbra and Washpool State Forests can be
logged without environmental assessment, overruling a previous Court
“Judgement. These forests were the subject of an injunction issued‘in
1990 .by the Land and Environment Court restraining logging activities.
until an environmental impact statement had been prepared The area
of forest represents 18% Df the w11derness area.

* ’Schedu.!c 2 of the Timber Industry (Interim Protection) legislation tists New England,
Washpool, Barrington, Werrikimbe, Mann Deuva, Guy Fawkes and Oxley

" (Macleay Borges). The schedule provides that parts of Mann, Washpool ,
New England, Werrikimbe and Barrington and all of Macleay Gorges,
Deua and Guy Fawkes wildermness will not be logged before the -
environmental assessments are prepared.



Importance of wilderness management: .

The -existing 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.

BARRINGTON:

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 crown land of 650 hectares which

. séparates the northern section of the national park from the -southern
section. Logging this area will cut the wilderness in two and can
occur without environméntal assessment. Logging activities can occur
in five discrete forest areas and represents about 13.5 A of the
'nomlnated wllderness area.

Importance of wilderness management'

Wilderness contains 15 threatened mammals. Habltat for 215 spec1e5 of
bird & 53 mammals. 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. '

- WERRIKIMBE

About 6,600 hectares of Carrai State Forest within the Nerrlklmbe
wilderness can be logged without an environmental impact statement.
this represents 10.5% of the nomlnated_wllderness area.

Importance of wilderness management.

The area protects the headwaters of the Macleay, Hastlngs and Forbes
rivers., The national park is part of the N.S.W. rainforest world-
heritage property. The Natiomal Parks and Wildlife Service 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 major 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
catchment representing 14% of the Mann wilderness.

Importance of wllderness management..

. Plant communities range from rainforest to eucalypt mallees. The
Nymboida River is considered one of the best canoe touring rlvers in
N.5.W. The wilderness contains tiger cat, Parma wallaby, rufous rat
kangaroo whlch are rare and endangered. ‘



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 wlthout environmental lmpact assessment and

review.

The legislation is an attempt to pre—empt the Government’s
decisions on five important wilderness nominations. Four of the ’
five wilderness areas contain rainforest which is only partly
protected in national parks which are, inscribed on the World
Heritage List. The teewt area of wilderness which can be logged
without prior environmental assessment totals approximately
48,000 hectares.

The New England wilderness nomination is.badly affected by the
timber industry bill with over 304 . of the wilderness nomination
available for logging without prior envirommental assessment._

© In Washpool ,- the largest area of old growth forest in the
northern half of the state, 184 of the wilderness nomlnatlon
can be logged without prior assessment. The decision to log the

_.northern. end of. Washpool overrules the Land and Environment
Court’'s decision to make the Forestry Commnission undertake
environmental assessment for the area ‘before it is logged.

The old growth fdrest areas within wilderness areas are some of
the last refuges of many endangered species. Yet the Timber
Industry legislation 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 public sector} but not when it saves the environment.

Only about 5% of the fnrest estate is in a wilderness
condition, or about 200,000 hectares. 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 resourtes, then these forests must have been grossly
over cut. The timber industry has substituted short term profit
for long term sustainability and forest workers should

- immediately be employed in establishing forest plantations.
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THE COLONG FOUNDATION FOR Wil DERNESS LTD.

Tuesday March 17th, 1992

1)

HELP SAVE THE OLD GROWTH FORESTS

The Forest Industry is attempting to pre-empt the determination of
important wilderness and national park proposals. Over the next few
months areas of high conservation value will be logged without prior
environmental 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 information are provided to-assist your group and to
enable it to inform us of local developments. n

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 Wildermess (Dedication of New
Areas) Bill which segks to expand wilderness protection in N.S.W. -
Summary maps and descriptions of this proposal can ‘be obtained from
"the Foundation. The Wildermess (Declaration of New'Areas) Bill
proposes to add 400,000 bectares 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 envircnmental impact assessment given to the Forestry
Commission so-that it can permit logging of national park and
wilderness proposals with impunity. Explain that']ogging 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, pIeaée
contact mé on- (02) 247 4714 or 281 2523 (work).

Yours. sincerely,

~ Keith Muir - :
e Project QOfficer: ! \

I8 ARGYLE STREET SYDNEY - NEW SOUTH WALES - AUSTRALIA 1000+ TELEPHONE 27 4714
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BACKGROUND BRIEFING ON THE TIMBER INDUSTRY'S
ATTACK ON OLD GROWTH FORESTS

: The regource 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 Breiner’s policies, employment loss is
acceptable when 1t saves money (eg 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 1s cut out then tlmber supply and
employment will collapse.

Only 5% (or about 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 must be
based on the fact that the Forestry Commission is unable to find |
alternative timber resources in the 3.6 million hectares of forest
outside wilderness. If this is so then 1t proves that there has been
gross over cutting taking place in our forests.

The Resource Assessment Commission 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 proflt for long term

sustainability and forest workers should xmmedlately be employed in
the establishment of sustained yield forestry. Expenditure on forest
plantations would promote sustained yvield and ensure the preservation
of the old growth forests. '

IMPACT OF THE TIMBER INDUSTRY BILL (ACT) ON N.S.W. WILDERNESS AREAS

Four Nominated wilderness areas are affected by the leqislaﬁion:

Major parts of New England, Barrington, Werrikimbe and Mann .
wilderness areas are affected by the legislation. Three of the four
wilderness areas contain rainforest, elsewhére protected in national
parks and inscribed on the World Heritage List. About 487 hectares of
the Torrington State Forest in the Binghi wilderness is also
affected.

-

By this mew law, logglng of key areas will pre~empt wilderpess and.

national park. proposals unless a Strong campalgn is mounted to stop

this strategy.

The legislation allows for~loggihg‘and_roadiﬁg of high value areas of

. forests outside the national parks in state forest, vacant and

reserved crown land, leasebold and freehold land without prior

. environmental impact assessment and review. In about 1.7 million

hectares of state forest.and 0.3 million hectares of private 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 prlor




preparation of environmental impact statements, their public
exhibition, review Of public submissions and the proposal prior to
1ts determination will be required. In accord,with its long
established practice of accelerated logging of proposed naticnal
parks, -1t is probable that wilderness areas will be logged before the
1.5 million hectares of farestry lard not proposed as wilderness.

During the time when environmental 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 CDmM1SSan is requlred by ‘the legislation to prepare
environmental impact statements according to a set timetable for
forest managenient areas specified in schedule 4. This schedule sets
out the forests where logging Dperatlons may be carrled out pendlng
env1ronmental assessment. and review.

: wilderness-asseSsment far qu.Fawkee, 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 areass. This provides a timetable for
wilderness assessment. The Government will. determine the Guy Fawkes,
Mann and Washpool wilderness’ areas by October 3lst of this year. New
England and Werrikimbe by May 3lst 1993, the Macleay Gorges by April
- 30th, 1994, Barrington and Deua by September Ioth, 1994.

Certain areas of the wilderness areas prescribed above will not be.
logged prior to the determination of the environmental impact )
statement. Part of the Deua wilderness, however, is affected by the
environmental impact statement completed in 1983 for 48,928 hectares
within the Wandella State Forest No 1008 and Dampier State Forest 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 commitment by the Government to a moratorium until
the wilderness assessment report was determined by Cabinet.

Impacts of the legislation on ‘the five wilderness areas most affected

NEW ENGLAND .

About 19,000 hectares of the Oakes, Mulla—-Five Day, Styx, Lower Creek
and Pee Dee State Forests and 1,000 hectares of wvacant crown land on
Jobs Mountain can be logged without prior assessment. This represents
‘abaut I1% of the nominated wilderness area. Adioining areas of
private freehold and leaserold lands can also be logged with
impunity.

Importance of wildermess management:

The existing mational park is part of the N.S5.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.

BARRINGTON:
"About 8,000 hectares ‘of the wilderness is 1n state forest whlch can

" Schedule 2 of the Timber Industry (Intcru-n Protcct:on) lcg:slatlon lists New England,
washpool Barrington, Werrikimbe, Mann Deua, Guy Fawkes and Oxley
(Macleay Gorges). The schedule probides that parts of Mann, Washpool,
New England, Werrikimbe and Barrington and all of Macleay Gorges,
Deua and Guy Fawkes wildermess will not be: logged before the '
environmental assessments are prepared.



L

now be logged without prior environmental impact assessment. There is
an important area of vacant crown land of 650 hectares which
separates the northern section of the nmational 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 % of the
nominated wilderness area.

Importance of w1lderne55 management:

Wilderness contains 15 threatened mammals. Habitat for 215 5pec1es of
bird & 33 mammals. One of the largest areas of.primitive rainforest
in N.S.W. Thé national park is part of. the N.S.W. world herltage
rainforest area. .

WERRIKIMBE

About 6,500 hectares of Carrai State Forest within the Werrikimbe
wildermess can be logged without an environmental impact statement.
this represents lO.SZ 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 Wildlife Service has
recorded 46 species of reptiles and amphibians, 52 speC1es of mammal
and, over 130 species of blrds

. {

MANN ,

The proposed Mosquito Road is a major loggimg haul road which will
bisect the Dalmorton State Forest to the south of Nymboida Natiomal
Park. The cbvious intent of the road is to fragment the wilderness by

_1solating about &,000 hectares of wildermness in the Mosguito Creek

catchment representing 14% o6f the Mann wilderness.

Importance of wilderness management : ] -

Plant communities range from.rainforest to eucalypt mallees. The
Nymboida River is considered one of the best canog touring rivers in
N.S.W, The wilderness contains tiger cat, Parma wal laby, rufous rat
kangaroo which, are rare and endangered

DELA : . . :

Logging of Deua wilderness is occurring in the Dampier State Forest
near the National Park boundary in the very beadwaters of the Deua
River.. Logging of Georges -and Diamond Creek catchments are stheduled
in the current plan of management. Approximately 10,000 hectares are
at risk of being logged. .

Importance of wildermess management:’
The rare Long-nosed Potoroo, Eastern Native Cat, Nhlte"footed
Dunnart, Peregrine Falcon and the Australian Grayling are found in

. the area along with 20 rare and'endangered plants. The wilderness

core. is drained by the Deua River. . The Deua headwaters contains
a series of waterfalls varying in height from 10 metres to 50 metres
in ralnforest lined gullies. This beautiful area will be ruined if .

- logging continues.



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 prlor env1r0nmental impact assessment
and review. . .

The legislation is an attempt to pre-empt the Government's

decisions on four important wilderness nominations. Three of

" the four wilderness areas contain rainforest which is only .

partly protected in national. parks which are inscribed on the

World Heritage List. The area of. wilderness which can be logged

" without prior env1ronmenta1 assessment totals approxlmately '
50,000 hectares. -

The New England wilderness nomination is badly affected by the
timber industry blll with over 307 of the wilderness nomination
avdilable for logglng without prior environmental assessment.

"The continued logglng of Deua wilderness is a breach of falth
by the Forestry Commission. The Parliament understood that the
Deua wilderness would be protected until the assessment for
both the Iogging activities and the wilderness nomination were
complete. A loop hole -in the Act, however, allows for ten year
old reports to fulfil the env1ronmental requirements. The
outdated inmadequate environmental impact statement should be
rejected, otherwise the area will be logged out before the
wllderness proposal is considered. by Cabinet.

~The Dld growth forest areas Wlthln wilderness areas are some of
the last refuges of many endangered species. Yet the Timber
Industry legislation permlts logging of. these key endangered
species habitats.

According to Premier Greimer's policies, employment loss is |
acceptable when it saves money (eg reduction of 27,000 jobs in
the public sector) but not when it saves the.environment.

Only about 5% 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 million hectares of forest
outside wildermness areas. 1f these forests have no suitable
timber resources, then these forests must have been grossly
over cut. The timber industry has substituted short term profit
for long term sustainability and forest workers should '
immediately be employed in establishing forest plantations.

.~
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MEDIA RELEASE

MARCH 11, 19982

The NSW taxpayers, the timber workers themselves and our Aussie
~animals will all be hard hit by the Timber iIndustry {interim
Protection) Bill according to Cr Lyn Orrego, spokesperson for the
Nambucca Valley Conservation Association.

“"The Bill basically authorises "more of the same" for NSW forests,”
she said.

"More of the same means continued unsustainabla logging without
proper assassmant of what animals and habitat are being disturbed and
tost, it means the NSW 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'11l 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 am EIS in certain circumstances has
tried to tell us that €,000 jobs will be lost by Juns because of lack
of supply due to the requirements of these Acts. Thie ¢laim is as
often repeated as "The Sky is Falling" in the children's story yet it
is totally unsubstantiated with factse.

"So what sort of things can | tell readers now to substantiate the
claims of the environment movement that forests, animals, people's
pockets and jobs will suffer unless we stop thes 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 vagetation.

“The Forestry Commission, in a 1987 paper, stated they were
overcutting in 7 cut of 18 Management Areas in the State. Many of
these are still doing so daspite Forestry Management Plans that gay 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
yiald and likely to last only until 1987 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

let’s care for the environment . . . kifc; ciefvﬁnols on &
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drastically Sﬁﬁsing'job losses.

Nowbuced . |
"Our Yrunga area is an example of an area that has already reached
the stage following the cutting of the old growth. Quotas in. the
60's were around 50,000 cubic metres. By 1880 they'd plunged to
8,000 and have since.bheen struggling to achieva 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
260,000 hectares in the last 10 years," she said.

"and yet the industry is declining. The number of quota sawmills 1is
down 25% for the same.ten year period., And it's not the big boys who
are closing. . '

"pustralia 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 woodchipping. ‘ -

"Regarding taxpayers maney, in 1988, when the NSW Forestry commission
divided its commercial operations from its non commercial ones the
Treasury assumed the Commission's debt burden of $100 million in
exchange for an equity stake. The Commissions first year cqmmercial
results showed a surplus of $28 million, howaver, a tally of
subsidies given to the Commission adds up to far more than $28
million. (non payment of dividends, lease fees for Crown Land, local
government rates and charges, not ional income tax on the surplus
etc). . '

"rFinally, regarding the animals themselves, the Foresiry Commission
often says it has never been proven that logging has caused any
extinctions. 1t also has never been proven that logging hasn't
caussd extinctions. However, regional and local extinctions have
been proven. For example in the Tenterfield Management Area the
largest population ever found of the endangered Hastings River Mouse
wa$s 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. ' :

«;%r(£wqﬁy @Apcﬁwdﬂni'HjmﬂhWTp 6“”415
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PARLIAMENTARY SECRETARY
TO THE PRIME MINISTER

CANBERRA

"9 MAY 1991

Mr J.L.0O. Tedder

Honorary Secretary

North Coast Environment Council
C/- 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 establishment 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 off ocur native
forests.

Yours sincerely

ROSS FREE
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TO FORM AN ORG&%IZATION KNOWN AS THE FOREST FOUNDATION

OBJECTIVES

To formulate forest management techniques which incorporate the valuas
of economic viability, supply of recources to meet the need of the
people of New South Wales and the forastry industry; bicdiversity,
ecosystem management and the enhancement of enviromental values,

To improve the economic and environmental value of the States forestry
assot.

To seek the co-operation, involvement and membership in the Foundation of
representatives of the forast industry, the enviromental 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 divaerse envirementally sound and economically

feasible management models for use by the Forestry Commission and private
landholders, :

To 1iaise and associate with thoss organizations and individuals which have
any similar aims and objectives.

To seek, when necessary, the allocaion of lands suftable for the purpose of -
establishing and supervising the concept of spacies diverse native forests
managed and utilised for the benefit of the people of New South Wales.

To at all times meet the requiremants of the Enviromental Protection and
Agsessment Act. v

To register the organisation as a tax exempt Reg{stered Charttable
Institution persuant to $78(i)(a) of the Income Tax Assessment Act 1936
for the purpose of soliciting public and other donations.

To raise funds from any source, (1nciud1ng government grants) for the
specific purpose of financing any and all of the above objectives.

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 ths 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 any-objective of the
Foundation, .

Yo accept and consider submissions on foresty matters and formulate
recommendattons for direction to appropriate funct fonary,

24 APR 91 11:33 ‘865 B41B66 PRGE.BE2
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GENERAL STATEMENT

THE FOREST FOUNDATION
A COMMUNITY DESIGNED CONSULTATIVE MECHANISM TO ACHIEVE A UNITY
PURPOSE AMONGST ALL INTEREST GROUPS BY ESTABLISHING 'COMMON

GROUND' ON THE MANAGEMENT OF STATE FORESTS BASED UPON;

a)
" b)

c)

a)

b)
c)
d)

Recognition of environmental values within forestry practices
The hypothesis that an environmentally viable forest is a
commercially valueable forest.

The concebt that the native ha}dwood 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 value back into past and presently

worked state forest for stable commercial and wildlife benefit.

?

EMPLOYMENT STATEMENT
TO REVERSE THE DECLINE OF JOB OPPORTUNITIKES IN SMALL AND MEDIUM

.TIMBRT MILLS THROUGH NEW FOREST PRACTICES.
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COMMITTEE OF MANAGEMANT
ELECTED BY MEMBERS OF THE FOUNDATION TO REFLECT PUBLIC INTEREST.

(1) PROCESSES AND DISTRIBUTE SUBMISSION PAPER WORK
(A) Accepts submissions direct from public.
(B) Screens submissions to determin whether they fit the
FOUNDATIONS objectives.
(C) Direct accepted submissions to EXECUTIVE ADVISORY COUNCIL
(EAC) members for scruteny and responce.
{D) Individual responces from EAC members are returnecd to
THE MANAGEMLNT COMMITTEE for circulation to cach of the
other EAC MEMBERS.
(E) EAC scrutenise and respond to total discussion papers.
( on site observations if necdecd)
‘(F) The COMMITTEE recieves final responces and calls a
meeting with the EAC for final deliberation,.
(2) ACT UNDER CONCENSUS
(3)THE COMMITTEL DIRECTS RECOMMENDATIONS OF FOUNDATION TO
APPROPRIATE FUNCTIONARY.
(4) IS SUBMISSIONS IS A SPECIFIC PROJECT IT WILL BE
(A) Subcontracted .
(B) Supervised by FOUNDATION
(C)
(5) RESPONSIBLE FOR FUNDING
(A) Marketing and public relations
(B) Submissions to government bodys,industrices cct.‘
(6) RESPONSIBLE FOR DISTRIBUTION Ol FUNDING.
(7) MAINTAIN UNITY OF PURPOSE.
EXECUTIVE ADVISORY COUNCIL (EAC)
APPOINTED FROM INTEREST GROUPS :BY Tilli COMMITEL
(1) RECIEVES APPROPRIATE SUBMJSSIONS FROM THE COMMITTEE
FOR SCRUTENY AND RESPONSE GIVING ALL RELEVANT FACTUAL
DATA (procedure as (1) above) '
(2) EAC MEMBERS MAKE SUBMISSIONS TO THE COMMITTEE ON
" BEHALF OF THEIR INTEREST GROUP (procedurc as (1) above.)
(3) HAS AUTHORITY TO FORMULATE AND RECOMEND POLICY TO THE
COMMITTEE FOR APPROVAL BY GRNERAL MEETING OF THE
‘ FOUNDATION.
(4) ON REGULAR BASIS PROVIDE REPORTS TO ALL RELEVANT
BODIES OR INDIVIDUALS.




FOREST FOUNDATION

Forest manasement and project submissions originate from individ-—

uals and interest zroups within tne community.

COMMUNITY

¢ RECOMENDATIOHS

GROUPS L

COMMUNITY
(DTVINYALS GROUPS

v

MANAGEMENT

COMMITTE

INDAVIDUALS

ﬁs

viv

SUPERVISION OF )
PROJECTS

EXECUTIVE COUNECIL




(1)

(2)

(3)

(4)

(5)

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.
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P.O. Box 462

ERSTRUDAIN, - e

15th April, 1991

—
Dear \S\fk

In reference to a proposed semlnar date for the 1nst1tut10n
of the Forest Foundation.
The Forestry debate,as you are; ‘aware, is a hlghly p011t1ca1
and emotional matter. Given that it appears 11ke1y ‘there will be
a State Election in May/June 1991, the committee of the Forest
Foundation feels that it would be 1nadvisab1e to ryn the seminar
in a volatile political environment. We do not w1sh to see.the
Foundation and- ‘its programbecome .the subject of séctarian political
agendas. To this end we have decided that the seminar. date be put on
hold till the stabilisation of the polltlcal env1ronment. .
Durlng this period the Foundatlon intends to ‘hold private formal
meetings with all interested partieés. in order to brief those parties
. on the agenda, p011c1es,.forma1 admlnlstratlon and representatlve
" .models.of the proposed Foundation,:
We propose that these meetlngs take place in May 1991, so
that all parties can be adequately~informed on the progress and
function of the Forest Foundation.:

Yours Faithfully,,

) Jim Slater ’ . : Trevor Corliss Eﬁi )
Pre31dent : Vice President - &
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Freedom of Information Legislation Campaign Committee

=

c¢/o. Rupert Information &

Referral Bervices
PO Bok 346
Dicksofi ACT 2602
1 59 By
ffi.‘i ,3'; ..'?,_.u-
i:.J -.:‘;' .: ¥

. public interest in access to official

-Australian Parliament to take a responsibl

:“: F ':’m ‘,‘(“ ;':_'J?‘ 5'!‘- - E lﬂ_?ﬂ d F
NS b ¥J}5r5§§} % d E ? b gﬁg
s b WVEEEIA 1 R

The Westminster system of government that has develgped in Australia
has been associated with a.degree of official secréey unmatched in
comparable parliamentary democracies. Austraiian/politicians must
bear much of the responsibility for the failure 4f legislatures to
write into our governmental system public and péArliamentary rights of
access to official information.

ocu as a member of the
interest in public access

to official information. He believe thatfarliamentarians should not

be automatistic instruments of approval for proposals-advanced by the
Executive to demark -the extent of the ¢itizen's right to know. The
nformation must be ‘given priority
over pressures for political self-profervation. We hope 'you will have in
mind, when considering proposals foy freedom for information procedures,
that the citizen's right to know h#s usually proved to be co-extensive in
effect with Parliament's right t¢/know. The time is overdue for Parliament
to question how well the communjty has been served by the developing con-
ventions of compliance with angd sensitivity to the needs and practices of
parliamentary Executives in disclosing official information.

The purpose of this letter is to plead with

. As a first step, I ask you/to read the attached Brief. It sets cut in

summary form some of inhe poiicy points at issue. On one hand .are the

. policy propesals for fre€dom for information legislation submitted by

the bureaucracy to Mr./&llicott. On the other hand are our preferred
policy alternatives réflected in a draft Freedom of Information B8ill
which is designed tp’give all practicable priority to community interests.

Our purpose is tg premote adequate freedom of information legislation and
to guard againgt fraudulent substitutes. YYe are anxious to assist and
further advisg you on the matter. I should be grateful to receive your
advice as tg whether you are prepared to comnit yourself to generally
bipartisap’support for the preferred alternative policies outlined in

the Brief. Representatives of this committee may be contacted through.
myself/at Melbourne 347 4661 or Mr. John Wood - Canberra 489 484,

“Youfs faithfully,

Sl
PAUL MUNRO
Campaign Secretariat
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P.O. Box 462

TSI~ e

Phone 856 282

FAX ~ 856 497

ITINERARY FOR BUS TRIP

18th May, 1991
Meet at Wauchope Post Office 9:00 a.ﬁ.
Departure 9:30 a.m. SHARP

‘Returning 4:30 p.m.

Climatic Conditions'suggest trousers for warm clothing

Morning Tea at Gingers Creek au way to Visual sites -

Lunch on return (approx. $10.00 per head for M/Tea & Lunch)
There will be a full commentary for the duration of the ' '
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 operation -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 Dufipglbusiness hours
Please indicate four intention and ﬁuhbers, if groups,

of attendance to facilitate our hire of bus capacity
by 15th May.
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GROUND' ON THE MANAGEMENT OF STATE FORESTS BASED UPON;

a)
" b)

c)

a)

b)
c)
d)

-

GENERAL STATEMENT

THE FOREST FOUNDATION ' :
A COMMUNITY DESIGNED CONSULTATIVE MECHANISM TO ACHILVL A UNTTY
PURPOSE AMONGST ALL INTEREST GROUPS -BY ESTABLISHING ' COMMON

Recognition of enviroﬁﬁental values within forestry practices
The hypothesis that an environmentally viable forést is a
commercially valueable forest. ' ‘

The concépt Lhat the native h#rdwood forest can become a

renewable and sustainable asset.

FOREST MANAGEMENT STATEMENT

ESTABLISH NEW FOREST MANAGEMENT PRACTICES;

Through thé conéultative_process of the Executive Advisory
Council. -

By determining a set of env1ronmental and commerc1al values.
That maintains the natural diversity of the forest.

That puts environmental value back into past and -presently

worked state foresﬁ for stable commercial and wildlife benefit.

EMPLOYMENT STATEMLNT
TO REVERSE THE DECLINE OF JOB OPPORTUNITIES IN SMALL AND MEDIUM

TIMBRT MILLS THRQUGH NEw FOREST PRACTICES.
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.a)

T b)Y
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d) -

)

f)

© g)
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" TO FORM AN ORGANIZATION KNOWN AS THE FOREST FOUNDATION

et e e s

OBJECTIVES - v

To formulate forest management techniques which incorporate the values
of aconomic 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 enviromental values.

-

To improve the economic and environmental vé1ue‘of the States forestry -
assetn ' . 7 - ’ : ' , \
To seek the co-operation, invo1vemant'ahd membership .in the Foundation of )
representatives of the forest industry, ‘the enviromental and conservation
movement, the general public and the scientific and academic community.

To'operate_the-fgunda%1on'for‘the banefit_df the people of New South Wales. -

To cohsider and recommend'ﬂiverse enviromentally sound &nd ec&hom#ca11y
faasibTe”managemen;“mode1s'fon use by ‘the. Forestry Commission and private

. Téndholders.

To liaise and associate with those organizations and individuals which have

-

any similar aims and objectives, .
To seek, when neqess&ry; the allocaiorl of. lands suitable for the purposa of
establishing and supervising the concept of species diverse native forests
managed and utilised for the benefit of the peopie of New South Wales. .

To at all times megt1thé requiremants of the Erviromental-Protection and
Assssament Aci. R - . : - :

Tb.registe} the organisation asja'ﬁak exempt ﬁegistered Charitable

‘Institution persuant to S$78(i)(a) of the Income Tax Assessment Act 1938

. for the purpose of soTiciting public and other donations,

3

k)

24 APR '91t’

To raise funds ‘From any source, (i1n¢luding govﬁrnmant grants) for the

. spacific purpose of financing any and all of the above objectives,

To give and or make available money, facilities, aquipment, assets,

parsonnel -and other resources to any person, trust corporation, firm
association, fnstitution, government, instrumentality of government -
municipal authérity or, other body for the purpose of carrying out any
objective of the Foundation. or for the purpose of setting up and or -

“invastigating the feasibility of .setting up any trust, association or

corporation for the purpose of carrying out any-objective of the
Foundation., . S -

Yo accept and consider submissions on foresty matters and formulate
recommencations for diresticn to appropriate functicnary.

AN

11:38 o _ . . '@BS B41@6B PAGE.BO2



COMMITTEE OF MANAGEMENT

ELECTED BY MEMBERS OF THE FOUNDATION TO REFLECT PUBLIC INTEREST
(1) PROCESSES AND DISTRIBUTES SUBMISSION PAPER WORK.
(A) Accepts submissions direct from public.
(B) Screens submiésions to determine whether they fit the
‘Foundatlons objectives.
(c) D1rect accepted subm1551ons to Executlve Advisory Council
(EAC) members forscrutlnyand response. T
‘(D) Individual responses from EAC members are returned to
' The Management Committee for tirculation to each of the
other EAC members.
.(E) EAC scrutinise and respond to total dlscu551on papers.
(on' site observatlons if. needed). .
(F) the Committee receives final responses 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) IF SUBMISSIONS ARE'A SPECIFIC PROJECT IT WILL BE
(A) Subcontracted
(B) Superv1sed by Foundatlon
) | |
(5) RESPONSIBLE FOR FUNDING _
' (A) Marketing and public relations
(B) Submissions to govérnment bodies, industries etc.
(6) RESPONSIBLE FOR DISTRIBUTION OF FUNDING. ’ '
(7) MAINTAIN UNITY OF PURPOSE. ; ‘
EXECUTIVE ADVISORY COUNCIL (EAC)
APPOINTED FROM INTEREST GROUPS BY THE COMMITTEE
‘ (1) RECEIVES APPROPRIATE SUBMISSIONS FROM THE COMMITTEE
FOR SCRUTINY AND RESPONSE GIVING,ALL'RELEVANT FACTUAL
DATA (procedures as (1) above.)
(2) EAC MEMBERS MAKE SUBMISSIONS TO THE COMMITTEE ON
BEHALF OF THEIR INTEREST  GROUP (procedure as (1) above)
I3) HAS AUTHORITY TO FORMULATE AND RECOMMEND POLIOY 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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Mor man‘r)ﬂ’ Elands
residents have called for a
s complete halt to regrowth -
~? “2 7 Jthinning operations in the
Wingham management
area.

Residents want a total

oOonn - : . stop to the current thin-
j ning operations until aa

JAPA’I\I environmental impact
) v/ 7 statement, can be pro-

This was one of seven
esolutions passed at a
public meeting on Mou-
day night chaired by
Alderman Mick Tuck. ™~

Those attending the
meeting included Jim
Simmons and Brian $la-

w ter, represented the Dis
trict Forestry Commis-

sion, Steve Collett of
.Taylors Chip Mill, Tea
R e

o0 Tt obéf

70 seek chlp

- work hait

Gardens, Winston Green-
away, of Greenaways Bus

X Service, Elaine Alley of

the Liaison Commiite,
representatives of the Ox-
ygen Farm and lan Head,

principal of Elands Pom- .

ary School. .

' Accordmg to Dekyong'

Sun, spokesmanan for the
Elands residents, the
meeting was convened 10
address six key issues
affecting the local en-

vironment.

2 et
'

& The state of roads -
from Bulga Plateau (o

_Wingham. -

® Woodchipping opera?
tions at the end of Pad-
mans Road. =

& Woodchipping opera-
tions at Kpodingbul,

¢ The volume and in-
tensicy of milling opera-
tions io the Wingham
management area.

- The number of wcod-
chip trucks using the Bul-
ga Plateau to Wingham

© sion  environment.:

Road during schoc! “ravel

- peniods.

. Mrs Sun said thai nany
residents of the® area
had expressed great con-
cern about the numter of
trucks coming out cf the
Wingham management
area each day.

“Three or four rucks

with full loads pass ot of

the area each day ca:Tying
small under-deve.oped
trees,gadhe said.

“We believe the impact
of the woodchippinyg op-
eration has not bee. ade-
quately 2ddicised by a
Swate Forestry (’mnrusr
im-
pact statement.

“Factors such a: ero-
sion, soil content an J time
to renew the desiroyed
resource must be taken
into account.’

Concern for saicty of
loca! children trave'ling to
school by bus eaza day
was also raised at me pub-
lic meeting. .

““Safety of cki !dren

travelling by bus to school

—ach day has becc me of

}

greal concemn to parents-
0 lhc area,” Mrs Sun
said. .

“Roads are narrow and
deteriorating rapidly,
with many woodchip
truck drivers showing bla-
Jtant d:sregard for specd
limits.”

The public meeting,
which ran for more than
four hours made six mo-

tions to try and address 2

the emotive issues.

The three motions to be
presented 1o Greater
Taree City Council are:-

e Council should up-
grade the road to cope
with current traffic levels.

e Council should re-
examine speed limits
through buwilt up areas '’
being used for woodchip
transport.

# [n view of damage zo
"roads, council should gwe
consideration o makmg a.
weight load limit on main:
road 109.

The three mouon.s to
the Forestry Commxss-on
daiel-

@ That logging trucks

do not use the road when

school buses use it.
e That an alternative

+

-
|
i

i

}.

2

road at the western ead of - fr——————"—"-

Padmans Raod leading to
Knodingbul be upgraded.

e Forestry give copsid-
eration to reviewing en-
vironmental impact ia ihe
light of information re-

|

ceived from local people

at the public meetin
m_v\:ﬁi T/szs ; 8/3?
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The accounts of the following companies Boral's Transfers to/{from)Rescrves  Contribution to
have hecn consolidated Lo determine Beneficial General Capital Asset Group Profit
the Group's resulis. Ownership Revaluation
1990 1989
% Inc.in  $000 $000 $'000 §000 $000
22. SUBSIDIARY COMPANIES (CON'T)
Boral Limited - NSW 21,088 2,229
Boral Resources Limited*<C 100 NSW 4,963 3,065
Boral Resources (W.AL) Ltd.*< 100 WA 1L,241 10,454
Boral Resources (Vic.} Ply. Limited™*< 100 Vic 16,275 20,846
ideanc & Runge Pty. Lid.*< 100 Vic 87) (65)
South Western Quarrying and Asphalt Pty,
Limited (In Voluntary Liguidation)*< 100 Vic - 4y
Western Washed Sand & Stone Py, Limited
(in Vuluntary Liquidation)*< 100 Vic - (210
Boral Resources (South Ausl) Py Ltd*< 100 SA 3,039 2,990
Dunnstown Quarries Pty, Lid.
{In Voluntary Liguidation)*< 100 Vic - -
Miners Rest Quarries My, Lid.*< 100 Vic (80) (76)
F. Kennedy Piy. Lid.*< 100 Vic - 289
Riviera Sands Proprictary Limited*< 100 Vie - -
Avon Quarries (Holdings) Pry. Lid*< 100 Vic - -
The Avon Quarries Pry. Ld*< 100 Vie - -
Avon Quarries {(TTaulage) Py, Ltd ¥ - 100 Vic - -
Boral Resources (Qid.) Ply. Limited*< 100 Qid 435 (435) 8,717 1,423
Ramsay Dredging Co. I'ly. Lud.¥<< 100 Qld - -
tarreman Bros. Pty. Ltd* < 100 Qld - -
Anstralian Chemical Company Ply. Lid.*<< 160 Qld a3 84
Q.A.R. Road Services Ply. Limited
{In Volunlary Liguidation}*< 100 NSW - -
Q.LC. PLy. Limiled
{In Voluntary Liguidation)*< 100 Qud 33 (a3 206 -
Boral Resources (N.SW.) Puy. Limited*<< 100 NSW 23984 18518
Brisbane Water Concrete I'ty. Limited*< 100 NSW 388 33
Bilumax Pty. Lid.*< 100 SA 513 1,068
Spir-L-Ok loldings Canada Limited > 100  Canada - -
Spir-L-Ok Industries Cavada Limited > 100  Canada 547 208
Cascade Culvert Corporation> 100  USA 155 130
Quarry Industries Limited+ 79.24 SA 5400 6,627
Road Surfaces Group 'ty Limited 58.11 Qi B25 GU0
Bayview Limited®<< 100 Vie - -
Bayview Quarrics Py, Limited*< 00 Vig ) (2)
Dandenong Quarrics My, Limited*< 100 Vic - -
Boral Transport Limited*< 100 NSW 114,761 1452
All Troducts Tadage Py, Limited < 100 NSW {ti8) -
Martin's Trausporl Pty Limiled® < 100 NSW 231 -
Bellfyres Py, Lud*< "140 WA 562 1,293
Belltread Piy. Lid.* << 100 WA (VO 7
Beft PreighUines My, Lid.#< 100 WA (1,307%) 45
BILS. Py, Limited*< 100 WA G4 6o
Wondwards Tyres Ply. Jid. < 100 Tas 495 (54)
LR Py Lid. Gn Volusiary Liguidation}r< 100 NSW - . -
Allen Taylor & Company Linsited? < 100 NSW 3,351t 4,774
Sawnmiliers Exports Py, Limited ) NSW 3,711 3,841
Bitupave Limiled™< 104 NSW 4,i53 4,337
Boral Resources (Conunlry) My, Limited™< 100 NSW 5,083 5,742
LO0AL
L ,J
o .’:'t.-‘-"i'.}:"
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The NSW Agriculwure and
Lands. Minister, Mr Jack
Hallam, has reassured the
North Coast timber industry of
guaranteed resource availabili-
ty.

Following detailed and lengthy
inspections of North Coast forests
and timber mills Jast week, the
minister re-iterated tha¢ the
government would stand by s
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 1o farestry.

mber aid

“There are no ifs and buts about
the government’s commitment. We
appreciate the fact tha; indusiry
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 | believe

the industry should also do 50 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 1o place more
North Coast forests in national
parks. -

" “"However, thesa aroups realise.

lhal_a reasonable balance between

a

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 iour of Port Macquarie

and Coffs Harbour.

“We are talking about one of
Australia’s biggest industries and
one of our most imporiant export
earners. At a time of critical trade
deficits, hardwood timber
availability is essential for our
economic welfare,” he said,

“Hardwood, in particular, has an
important role to play for future
€Xport earnings.

“What we are talking about is
the livelihood of thousands of peo-
ple, and the survival of whole com-
munities.

“I want it known that my sup-
port and the government's cemmit.
meni 10 s wadenaking are une-
quivocal.” . .

»
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INC. 10/9/90

Dear BEditor,

llow hypocritical of the Forest Industries Association to talk
ahout the need for balance in the debate about North Washpool to
ensure continued employment.

The sawmilling industry has sustained itself for years on mining
the Stateds forests and made little attempt to provide iteg own
resources,

In 1983 a spokesman for the Country Sawmillers Association said

"we cannot exist with re growth timber". So what hbhphpens vhen the
old growth forests have all been cut? How nanyw hardwood plantations
have been established by the industry since 19839 Quotas have

been cut by the Forestry Commission but still industry says it is
necessaray to move into the 52 that is old growth forest. 1In

200 yecars Australin has reduced its forest cover by 50%., The
remaining 50% has been cut over and regencrated for 95% of its area,
Horth Washpool, Chaelundi are part of the remaining 5% largely
untouched old growth rainforests (some 45%Z of rainforest is

under Forestry Commission control). Yet that is what the industry

1s after. Where is the balance? "All 22 ¥orestry Districts

on the Horth Const have Sustained yield managecment Strategies in
place but in 7 of these districts there will be progyressive quota
reductions to achieve sustainable yields in the long terms" said

the then Minister for Natural Resources in October 1989,

In other words the Minister adnitted that "mining" of the forests
still continues and old growth forests will bhe 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 Kookaburra
Sawmill at Kempsey was bought out by a compctitor in 1938 and

26 men lost their jobs? VWhere was the Industry's concern about Jjobs
vhen the Wills Creeck will was bought bout by a competitor (19857)
and 30 men lost their jobs? Inr 1945 there were 47B6Crovn Licence
Mills in NSW,in 1977 there were 165. What happened to all those
who becane unenployed due to nill rationalisation? Note that
these closures were by the industry before new nrational parkas

were proclaiamed. In 1939,8200 were enployed on the North Coast
region as timber workers. In 1976 there were only 633, This
reduction has been the result of ney technology, lowver demand, ,
larger mills, s5upply problems and better productivity but does the

.Industry weep for these lost jobs?
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Taree sawm|II
‘closes: down

A sawmlll at Taree has closed, another at
‘Herons Creek is working at hall capacity

. following the 1atest downlurn in the timber

—_——
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industry.

To retain their jobs 16 workers wiil have to
transfer to other mills in'the group following
ithe closure of the Herons Creek Timber Mills
'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

Duncan Holdings Ltd. A Duncans company

mill at Wingham wilt continue Lo operate.
The company.says the Taree mill and its

machinery were all but worp out. The Herons

Creek mill on the Hasungs is now working at

~ hall capacity.,

The problems lhere have heen blamed onthe
Broken Hill mine strike, as the Hastings mill
has received no mme timber orders t'or two
months.,

In July last year the Herons Crek mill cut nls .

:productmn from two shifts to one, sackmg 35

workers. . el .
s + " . ,! M~
L. - g s e e .

e ammrn e b

~7 2 a_."'



RQE -
231090

Forest

Management rese

. THE Secretary of the
- North Coast Environment
wCouncil Inc.;.Mr-J Tedder,
~has“suggested (Express Ex-
Yaminer,” Octobers 2) that
-there is some degfee of im-
‘balance in the use of forest-
ed lands in Australia.

In!Support ‘of this argu-
ment,”Mr Tedder claims
that only S per cent of our
remaining forests:are un-
‘touched, ‘and says the tim-
ber industryintends to har-
vest all of 1t: This is typical
.of :the. misinformation con-
'stantly presented by the
{Green Movement.

" ~In NSW alone, there are
3.6 million hectares of pub-
lic old growth forest. Of
“this .two million hectares
are reserved in National
Parks, and 1.3 million hect-
ares in State foresis 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
%er 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 Siaie forests comprise
3.6 million ha. Surely that
is balanced land use.

J—

R

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
to go without paper, wood-
en %ouse frames and wood-
en furnishings, the net re-
sult will be increased
importations -of 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
Coffs Harbour
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First Step in Saving
- -South East Forests

T{E State Labor Opposition’s introduc- &
tion of legislation o protect Taniawan-
galo, Coolongubra and several other
Jareas by making them national parks was
described by Pam Allen, Shadow Mini-
ster for the Environment, as “a first step
. in réviewing the nature conscrvation
.. nceds of the South East region”. She
. described this as“the most urgent conser-
" vation nced in the state. 1t is a clear chal-
. "lenge/to the Premier to overrule his Na-
* tional Party colleagues and create 80,000
‘hectares of spectacular new national
" parks.”

Pam Allen described the loss of old
. growth forests as a major environmental
disaster. “At a lime’ when atiention is
focused ori thé Greenhouse Effect and
. depletion of the ozone laycr conservation
" of old growth forests has become an im- .
. perative and not an option. If the Govém-

" ment continucs its policies, we'll lose
these marvellous old growth lorests over
a 20 year period.” :

&
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Areas to be protected as new
national parks

l;'.'t&’f.' o

4 ment and the economic imperative to develop
.| our resources, while at the same time limiting the

| destroy major projects of national economic sig-
i| nificance.”

- f\ the Natlonal Australla Bank, 25/1/90

| repositioning of the parties on the environment”, however, con-

| “We must maintain a balance between the
| legitimate need to preserve our natural environ-

ability of small but noisy groups to delay or

Address by Sir Ruperi Clarke to the shareholders of

: . ~
( A Greener Greiner
Mr Greiner's admission that the Coalition parties had often
responded half-hcartedly to the environmental concerns of mid-
dle Australia is welcome. His call for “a positive and dramatic

tained no positive proposals. The Colong Foundation has
prepared, at its own expense, two well researched proposals for
major conservation measurcs. These are our submissions for
World Heritage listing for the Biue 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 Mountairs proposal is understandably held up await-
ing NPWS$ examination. The Nattai Park proposal has not been
approved because of the existence of 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 “rcpositioning of the parties or the ehvironiment”. °
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TIE 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 resulls of
wildlife surveys” the report states, “are
not available for much of these forests,
The effccts of different firc regimes on
wildlife are largely unknown. The ef-

animal species, especiatly understorey
plants, inveriebrates and uncommon

biased.

In the Eden Management Aréa 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
16 preserve. These arcas have been
covered in the park proposals of the

fects of logging on many plant and

vertebrates are unkpown.” The EIS's for -
togging are described as inhercotly -

- Only Woodchips Matter

The Australian Museum has issued a repont, within a cover labefled 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 Colong Foundation, so itis not
surprising that it is labelled “draft”, at the behest of the

Tota! Environment Centre. The report

nominates Coolangubra and parts of

Nalbaugh and Bondi foresis as having
the highcst conservation value. Other
arcas of high conservation value include
Glenbog, Tantawangalo and Cathcart. It
is recommended (hat existing wilder-
ness arcas should be maintained as such.

The report stales that there is an ur-
gent need for more specics surveys, lar-

gely becausc five Jand systems are not

represented in reserves of sufficient
arca. Concemn i expressed about the sur-
vival of a number of specics which re-
quirc large arcas of prime habitat for
survival. They include the Spotted-

.tailed Quoll, Brush-wiled Phascogale,

two specics of Potoroo and two species
of owls.

The report states that predictions of

long-tcrm timber yicld for the period
2013 il 2030 are unclear, and that the

Forestry Commission we understand.

_described as follows:

'Flora Reserves. In addition, comments

" environmenl or public concemn, that

suggestions of SEFA [or the cslab-
lishment of cucalypt plantations. on
cleared farmlands and the use of thin-
nings have not been well considered.
The arbitrary role of the Foresury
Commission in tand use decisions is

- There has been and still is little oppor-
tunity for interested partics to comment
on fand use and land-management
proposals. There has been no apparent
solicitation of comments on proposals
for cstablishment of National Parks and

arc not gencrally sought with regard to

the Regional Plan of Management |

preparcd by the Forestry Commission.
In other words it is woodchips, not the

maiter to the Forestry Commission.

rrnr-. FORESTRY COMMISSION of NSW
has becn under attack from concerned
conscrvationist for 20 years. It wasinthe
late 1970 that the Colong Commilice
strongly opposed its appropriation of the
Boyd Plateau, a reserve for the protec-
tion of flora and fauna, in order to plant
Pinus radiata on part of what is now
Kanangra-Boyd National Park.

This was the lirst of many transfers of
tenure from Forestry to National Park,
the most notable being 100,000 ha of
rainforest in 1982, The baule lines are
now drawn over the management of the
relatively undisturbed old growih
forests under the control of the Commis-
S10M., )

In a recent forest strategy, launched,
be it noted, by the Premier and not the
rclevant Minister, it was admitted for the
first time that “foresiry is facing an in-
creasingly difficult lcgal and political

o Old Growth Forest |

by Jim Somerville

environment.” The strategy was
prepared 10 reassure the communily that
their forcsts would be managed on an
ecologically sustainable basis and the
Commission be publicly accountable
and responsive Lo involving community
concerns. :

In an attempt 1o defuse the “legal and
political imperatives” of the old growth
issuc on the North Coast, fouricen arcas,
totalling 180,000 hectarcs will not be
logged in the next five years pending
complction of cnvironmental impact
studics. It is no coincidence that four of
the priority areas ar¢ currently the sub-
ject of injinclions obtained or
threatened by conscrvationists in the
l.and and Environment Court, i.e.
Chaolundi, Ben Halls Gap, Davis Creck
and Blackbutt Platcau.

Additionally, the Commission has, at
long last, reasscssed its refusal to

-of them), will notquestion the conserva-

develop cucalypt plantations. A token
200 hectares per annum will be planted
compared with 5,000 hectares of pine.
Thé present Lhinking is that the 300,000
hectares of old growth cucalypt together
with 1.5 million hectares of regrowth
and the plantation timber will meet the
hardwood commitments made 10 the
mills over the ncxt 30 years,

No doubt the recently appoinicd
Commissioner Hans Drielsma who suc-
ceeded the late Wal Gentle, is hoping
that the cagle-eyed conservationists on
the North coast (and there are now many

lion values of any of the old growth
forests destined to be logged. He should |
not hold his breath, for some conscr-
vationists when consulicd, may well
have other ideas, regarding the presenl
stratcgy as a merc Jull in a comtinuing
campaign.

page 8
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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
1f 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.0O.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 bfing 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 195¢s 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.However 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
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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
this 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 some cases
not as chip logs. '

Perhaps the change over to a integrated logging method has
been dictated by a number of factors namely:

- accountants have shown that it is chgaper 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 c¢an be a proliferation of Acacias which
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will dominanf the area for some years,repairing the soil but
in human times,restricfing 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
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 1is E.piluaris (blackbutt) which
is now competing on the market with Pinus radiata 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 market,particularly
overseas,which with the slowing up in rainforest timber
supplies,will grow appreciatively for specialised hardwoods
However with the present policy towards hardwocod 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 bf

.
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integrated logging is changed in a numbe: 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 inverteprate 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 inimivheamy
R 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 for eg

maximum saw log production ;maximum wood 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 encouragé salvage logging,

- to more supervision of the actual logging to minmise damage

¢ - ot hERS Eme e SR ey,

ERYEY I RSN SN

e admiTol M s

PEENVRUF SFE P FIREC R R R N L B T W LN E AT R )

PRI T P SO ORI U, ~ W RAC WY1

e 2

L

[

S e el T LT o i ST il LR o,

T R e Gonbe

AT

LR PR PURALL S



to the forest .

- to improved and less destructive methods of log extraction
~ to a thirty year plan for hardwood plantations as
recommended by the Publi¢ 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 sawn 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 oﬁly lighély logged many years ago,and such areas
will not sclve 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 often too small for the
survival of some species such as the ﬁowerful owl which needs
a large territory and large old trees.

- we should not be the ones tq destroy all the few remaining
Wwilderness 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 mény 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
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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
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INC, 20/3/91,

ABL Radic Tapes,
GPO Bex 9964, '
Sydney.

Dear Sir,
Could you please supply this Council with tapes of the following:
I oaly EARTHWORM : 6 March, 1991

1 only LBEARTRUORM 12 March 1901
And.forward-to the aocve address. A cheque for $30 is enclosed.

Yours faithfully,

Janeg L,0,Tedder,
Hon.Szc.



GUARDIAN NEWS — FRIDAY, MARCH 15, 1991 — 5

"Resource security may not help Nambucca sawmillers—

The Prime Minister and Federal Cabinet.

claim they have ensured the future of
Australia’s forest industry by endorsing
the principle of resource security.

NSW Minister for' Forests, Gamy
West, gave his qualified suppont 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 pot necessarily good news
for Nambucca Valley sawmillers,. who

- are unlikely 1o contemplate- a project

worth $100 millicn or more. ]
In fact, if the comments of Mr
Gléen Neaves of Neaves Sawmill are
any _indication, resource secumty -in
the Nambucca may not be possible
using Forestry Commission land. -
Mr Neaves told the Guardian News

" last week he believed some of the
Commission .

operations of the Forestry
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
trees and leaving the older trees.”’

Mr Neaves said theré was little
timber left in the Forestry Commission
areas throughout the Nambucca Valley.

And yet, he believes private bushiand
be relies op for the majority of his

umber will be sustainable into the

future.

Employees of Neaves Sawmill at
Warrell 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 said: *“We are on our
second cycle, going back into bush
where we were 20" to 25 years ago.
We are pot getting bigger timber but
we are getting more.”’ -

And he predicts that in 20 years
they will remrn to those same areas
again. : .

22
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Media Release

OUNCIL 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.

"Pesource Security is a win for the big players in the
timber jindustry and a loss for the small sawmillers who
are already losing logs to the chipmill at Tea
Gardens," sald vice-president, Lyn Orrego.

"The north coast should he shouting loud and clear
against a worldscale mill with all its envivonmental
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 "eclean", non-chemical,
produce non-hleached 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 tarzpayers paying
if the trees don't grow or are destroyed by [ire. We
need 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, bhuild soil, disperse drainage, retard
nutrient leaching, stabilise soil, trigger rainfall,
oxygenate air, recreation, maintain gene pool,
scientific values AND TIMBER," she said.

"The North Ceoast Environment Council will bhe pursuing
these goals with elected state and federal
representatives and candidates leading up tn the next
state election. The Council urges the people of the
notth coast do likewise so the natural values of the
‘cnast 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 Frohlinh Coffs Harhour: Lyn Orrego
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Enclosed is a press release re resource security sent
to north coast media outlets. Below are some further

comments to use, if you wish, if you are contacted by
the media.

* 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
a fire destroys timber? - as it does. What if there's
a drought and it grows more slowly? Why should the
public pay big business if the gquantities 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%. 1In 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 HR 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.



THE COST_TO BRING COMMUNITY RADIO

TO THE NAMBUCCA VALLEY

TOTAL COST . $73,700

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_ ss#

* As can be seen from the numbers above most of the cost of
providing Community Radio has nlready been met. This has been
done over a perind of SIX YEARS, by the Nambucca Residents who
have kept Radio Nambucca Inc.going and growing.

WHAT THE_23,700 DOLLARS WiLL BE SPENT ON
'_—__'—_—.—-_.-___________—_______

UHF LINK TRANSMITTER, RECEIVER & EXCITER $8,000
POWER AMPLIFIER (main signal transmitter) $5,000
ANTENNA (2 for UHF link, 1 for main signal) $2,000
' SMALL HUT ON MOUNT YARRAHAPINNI (secure) _ $2,000
MAINS POWER TO HUT ' ' ¢ 700
STANDBY POWER ATVHUT (used during power cuts)____;__,sl,OOO
REMOTE SWITCHING GEAR (for transmitter control)____  $1,000
-------- TO BRING STUDId 2 TO BARE BONES STANDBY STATE---------—-
(below this line)
STRONG COUNTERS IN STUDID 2 ~ . ' ' $1,000
FINISH 12 CHANNEL MIXING DESK#FOR STUDIO 2 $2,000
BUILD DISTRIBUTION & MIC AMPLIFIERS $ 900
LIGHTS & POWER POINTS. STUDIO 2 - . 5 500
SPEAKERS FOR STUDIO 2 : $ 600
. .TOTAL $23,700
LESS FUNDS RADIO NAMBUCCA INC HAS IN BANK $10,000
$*SNEEDEDS ## _$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 1S TAX DEDUCTIBLE !!!
*  BUY PART OF THE RADIO FOR YOUR COMMUNITY!

* CONTACT RADIO NAMBUCCA 647-7T77 PO BOX 69 BOWRAVILLE
OR ED ORREGO 647-478 -



CGREAT LAKES ENVIRONMENT ASSOCIATION TINC.

President. ' . . Secretary.
Mrs. K.A. Smith . Mrs. Linda Gil),
4/84 Bent Street, Possum Pie Road,
TUNCURRY 2428, WOOTTON 2423,
Ph. (065) 54 7540 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,for Resource Security,should
be opposed vigorously.

The timber and mining industries have had Resource 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 inefficiencies~afd
inequities. '

The recent Public Accounts Committee into the Forestry Commission
(Parliament of New South Wales,report number 52,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 waste paper to rise from 28%
of fiber input today to 40% by 2030 (ABARE suggests that this is
a conservative estimate. 4
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iith 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,
breventing restructuring and will stall the introduction of wvalue
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 ESD Committee visited the North coast of New South %ales on the
13th, January 1991 and went to the Kendall Managment district,Port
NMacquarie 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 Hesource 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 fundermental question in the Resource Security
debate is,Hoos resource for Hoos security and it is definite that
the security is not for the Australian public but & small handfull
of International Timber Exploiters.

Yours sincerly

Linda Gill

for the Great Lakes Environmeni Association
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aago%ggn ?g rgd Eﬁe comggg%dtggt betgone ualeﬁs the Government
lready in toria where such resource secur1t¥ leglslatxon is being
experimente ith cases are occurlng where the orester sends in his
es imate of at the forest can uce only to be told by head
fice that the quantity must be doubled.So much for good long term

management dicta ed by the needs of the forest.
Resource Securltﬁ g:s lation is a greater r1sk to the saw milling
Lndustﬁy or Coast than any threa close off the "old -

rowt forest which,lets face it,woul onl{lextend the supply of saw

ogs by a few years.But this leglslatlon wi see wood chipping and
the "blig boys"take over.

Yours faithfully
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Hon.J.Kerin MP .
Minister for Primary Industries and Energg
Canberra 2600 Fax @6 273 4120

Dear Minister,

Our Council urges you to.carefullY consider your position on the
matter of Respurce Security legislation.

The Government should not be pressured into making a decision which
commits public resources to grlvate use over a number of years on the
threat that investment will be taken off shore.

Ang 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.

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.

This Ccouncil urges you to very carefully consider the matter for the
11

Yours faithfully ’




19 November 1990 18 ARGYLE ST, SYDNEY 2000

INDUSTRY PUSH FOR RESOURCE SECURITY -
A MAJOR THREAT TO THE ENVIRONMENT
In the Tast few months the forestry and mining industries, with the backing

of the trade unions, have pressed the state and federal governments for long.. 5
term access to natural resources, through legislation. '

This is the biggest threat to our natural enviconment to emerge for many
years and mus( be resisted vigorously by the environment movement.

Federal Proposals

Senior Federal industry ministers want an ‘overriding’ Act to restrain the :
operation of the Austrafian Heritage Commission and Environment y
Protection (Tmpact of Proposals) Acts, once a decision is made to proceed - i
with a project. ‘ -

While an cis and review by the Australian Heritage Commission, will occur
in the first instance - that will be the end of the matter.

The proposal effectively prevents further review in the light of new
environmental information and/or changes in the scale and naturc of the
project. Environmental monitoring will lose all credence and the senior
tndustry minister will be in charge. '

The threal is enormous - imagine a small woodchip project protected by

this tegislation, that grows and grows - there will be no independént of
clfective environmental control.” If such legislation had been in g)lacc in
previous cnvironmental issues, then (he Great Barrier Reef and North Y

Queenshind rainforests could not have been saved.

|
- |
State Plans : - ' |
It is proposcd that the new Commonwealth legislation would be triggered f
by a request from a state government and be accompanied by a :
complementary slate Act. ;
Such legislation would override the NSW Environmental FPlanning and 5
Assessment Act (EPA). We have already scen one allempt by the NSW - i
Forestry Commission to cvade its cis obligations in a new Forestry Bill ,
carly in the Greiner Government and many Acts ‘in the Wran years that
removed major projects from the ambit of the EPA legislation.

Recently the NSW Forestry Minister, Gary West announced 15-20 year
timber suppl'y contracts that would prevent future national parks and open
the way for fegal action against the Forestry Commission if it could not
supply the timber. (Daily %Examiner 3/11/90) - see overleaf for- : .
developments in other states. - '

WHAT YOU MUST DO '
Oppose these moves to hand over our environment (o 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 aclions so (hat we can keep you up to date witn this
CrISIS. '
JEEF ANGEL, Asst Dir Total Environment Centre: SUE SALMON, NSW Campaign Co-ordinator

Australian Conservation Foundation; JUDY MESSER, Chairperson Nature Conservation Counr:fl;
KARENME JURD, The Wilderness Soclety; ROD BENNISOI\,, Dircctor Natlonal Parks Assoclasloen,



EiS LEGISLATION "S00N TO-BE DOWNGRADED

The Slate Government/ Department of Planning Is planning to alter
E1S provislons soon | We need to develop our position on how the
environment can be safeguarded through improving the EIS process. The
fotlowing Is provided for your comments......

Problems wilh EISs

* Many environmentatly degrading developments do not legally
require an tlS e.g. large scate residentlal development which Is often
staged and resort/tourtsm development as well as many activities that
fall shorlof the “designation threshold (e.g. marinas of less than a certain
number of berths).

* Under Pt V (EPA) public authorltles ‘produce EISs providing
mandatory public Input. [T an activity is not considered likely to cause
‘slgnificant adverse Impact’ (Pt V), no EIS is required so there is no
mandatory public comment on the activity.

* Counclis can designate development through their LEPSs, but the
Dept of Planning (DoP) will not altow this (this was atternpted in Nowra).

* Councils are not allowed to prohibit certain activities under thelr
LEPs e.g. Byron Council was not allowed to prohibit sandmining.

% The Schedule of Deslignated Development (PLIV) appears not to
relate to the magnitude/impact of activitles, but rather classifies types
of designated activities.

* Public authorities under Part V (EPA) are not sufficlently
impartial to determine when an EIS is required I.e. when thelr activities
will cause 'significant’ impact as slated in the EPA.

* Public authorities are not sufficlently impartial to review and
arbitrate public comments and issue thelr own development consents.

-* Where there are no objectors to an EIS produced under PtV or V
the DoP has no concurrence role.

Please outline other propblems you see.........

How Do We Respond?

* Amalgamale Parts 1V & V of the EPA, with the DoP as consent
authority (or Counclis) 777

* Expand the range of actlvities which are deslgnated or change Lhe
definition(or trigger mechanism) of when an EIS is required??? The
present term ‘significant impact’ (under Pt V) is too open to subjective
Interpretation.

* All EISs should be referred Lo the DoP for concurrence (e, . .
whether there were objectors or not).

* The DoP must allow Councils to designale /prohibit activities
under thelr LEPs.

¥ Consultants should be reglstered with a government co op , which
would set fees, pay consultants and select consultants to carry out EISs,

Do you have any other suggestions for how to make the EIS process
more lmpartlal??????

Please give me your comments, tdeas, proposals as.ap. at
14 Tallow Wood Crescent ,Byron Bay. 2461
Thank You. Dianne Mackey.
Ellzabeth Smith.




Questions for the Minister of Resources Hon.A.Griffiths MHR

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 ?

WCODCHIPPING

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 understagnd 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 ; scoil ekposure + loss of habitat.

and these should be examined carefully. '

RESOURCE SECURITY

ok ot~ Offfy o 24 fef 91
B2 omrs 51&3%%11)(-—574.(91“‘2@,
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Banana
Industry
Committee

PO. Box 31,
Murwillumbah. 2484
Phone: (066) 72 2488; Fax: (066) 72 4868

14th January, 1991,

- LETTER TO ALL BANANA GROWERS

TSP 14

{ would like to advise all banana growers that the Committee has
‘considered the proposed charge on growers for the 1991/92 year. At this
stage a preliminary expenditure budget has been drawn up, and considered
by the Committee. It is'the intention of the Committee that ali growers

- carefully 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 mformat!on 2 summary of pianned expendlture

' and grower charge per hectare is as follows:-

 SERVICE " PROPOSED CHARGE CHARGE
B CHARGE 1991/92 " 1990791  1989/90
Administration. . ¢ o . 3400 , 4000 ¢ 4442

,_Ady‘gr“tﬂisjpg&Pro‘rhaotion o 7.6()“ 1720 19.23

* *Information & Education . . 7.00
Research&Development < - 1300
Grower Representation . 7000
Bunchy Top Nth Dlstrlcts .. 1300
. -Sth DlSU‘lCtS . 29.00
TOTAL-Nth DlStr‘ICtS ~181.00

-Sth Dlstrlcts 97.00

9.60 6.15

¢« = 735 ° 535
. 21.00 20.00
113.00 103.00
22900 . _29.00
.. 20800 19800
' 12400 12400

-~ The Committee encourages all growers to attend the coming round of

" branch meetings to discuss these charges, and raise any queries with your

local Committee Members.

' S .. ! LRSS

Yours fafthfully

Bob zeffeman

Secretary

Constituted by the Banana Industry Act 1987



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 ?

What off shore purchases might be involved and how will these
affect the nations import bill ? It is of interest to nate
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 off"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 (ih light of previous remarks
about the national forest inventory )

24 February 1991



Three Valleys Branch
c/- J.Gray

Richards Road
Tewinga 2447

The :Shipre. Clerk;
Kempsey Council

Dear Sir,

YTy LTy . e
At a recent meeting-of ;this branch. .eoncern, wasg. expressed over
the development of a huge camping area on the Graesy Head
road at- Grassy Head “for the Seventh‘Day Advent1sts .

FIEN

The concerns of the meetlng were. as followS'— . e

[P Toe o4 - [N - . ‘. 3 . EI

- olegrlng of ‘the site appears to have heen excessive and
extended beyond the ~area necesgsary for the camp area.

- many of the trees have had s6il or sand cleared from arocund
their root systems in the levelling:process. and they can now
bé in some danger of belng uprooted 1n atrong winds or die
prematurely

- there has been,in our vigew,excessive removal.of the .
understorey and the fringing vegetation o

- there has been heavy’ damsdge to the road Between £he quarry
off the Stuarts _Point. road and the:camp-'site caused by the
trucks carrylng fill for the site. N ) . ‘ ..

-~ .what arrangements hdve been made ‘for the disposal of
septlc effluent ? We understand that detailed proposals were
to go to Council after the DA had been approved.We are
coricerned that 'unless’ this mattdr ‘is vary carefully dealt
with there wiil be runoff at cergain times ,into the Macleay"
Arm and that this could affect the fish habitat.

‘the ‘matter of the foot path to Grasgsy Head reserve has not,
to our knowledge, been dealt with.The route of such path and
its manner of oonstruotlon should be open to publlﬁ comment
as it will be on 'public ‘ground.

- we are not assured that the vegetation along the Macleay
Arm hae been ngen the degree of protection that will ensure
that' it ‘remains in’pristine cohdition. How does Council
oon51den-11 can besdy, be protectad 2. t¢qp ¢ - 2

We shtuld e grateful:for your CoURcils consideration of
these points R

N

Yours. sincerely . PO S

b T Teotits
Ganes LioTescer s
“/t1/9/ \\



90,1085 NRB

THE CABINET OFFICE
NEW SOUTH WALES

11FEB 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 determined.

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,

- . — S
%é;ry L. Sturgess
N Director-General,
' The Cabinet QOffice.

Mr. J. Tedder,

Hon. Secretary,

North Coast Envirconment Council,
Pavans Acc.,

Grassy Head,

Via STUART’S POINT. 2441

State Office Block, Macquarie Street, Sydney 2000
Telephone (02) 228 5555, Telex: AA121269, Fax: 231 1110, Telegraphic Address: MANIPRETE



- Forests and jobs

—Can we have »oth?

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 right! 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 inwoduction of the so-
called ‘integrated harvesting' for
sawlogs and pulpwood -— better kmown
as ‘clearfelling’. We are also losing
them because of structural changes
within the industry, mainly through
replacement of labour with capital
through the processes of centralisstion,
mechanisation and sutomation.

UNPALATABLE FACTS

So let us all, conservationists and
unionists alike, face a few very unpa-
lawsble 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-
ry 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 sside, we are all very
familiar with the claims of multiplier
cffects of employment generated. The
forest induskry claims up to sevenfold
increases in general employment for
every direct job in forestry. If the
industry wanis to claim such benelits

8—Bogong No. 2 1987

then it has to alse 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.

1. 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 same time 46 percent
more logs were cut out of the foresis),
2. Wood and woodproducts jobs were
down 15 per cent, with the ‘sawmilting'
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.

3. Pulp, paper and paper producis
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.

[ hope that we can lay to rest once
and for all the lie (and it i5 & 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-cuL

We are now chipping today's saw-
logs and cven mwore 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 siate, 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. o

On the road to where???




WAY FORWARD

But it is not enough for conservalion-
ists to simply cry ‘not guilty' to job
losses. We have to put forward positive
proposals — especially 1o the union
movement — on how to both preserve
forests and generate employment.

I would like quickly to outine some
ghort and long lerm proposals as to
how we might do this.

1. In the forests that are being logged
now, implement ‘full utilisation’ imme-
diately. This will both generate
substantial revenue and create employ-
ment.

1 will give you one small 'real world’
example of what I mean by full uiilisa-
tion. A 60 acre test plot in castern
Tasmania near Buckland, was logged by
the owners, the Gee family. The local
chipping contractors were offering
them a rerurn 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 w
higher value end-uses than chiplogs,
either as sawlogs, posts and poles, or
firewood. This returned them over three
times the incorne 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 ¢xpensive imports
of sawn wood, as well as providing (in
suilable areas) increasingly valuable
fuclwood.

2. Secondly, pulpwood royallies must
be increased to more fully meet the real
costs of ‘integrated hervesting’. This
could generate the revenue needed to
launch the restruciuring of the industry
to conserve both jobs and forests. Aus-
tralian woodchips are in a quantily and
quality not casily replaced on the world
market. T belicve we are in a position
to demand higher royalites, If we are
to have woodchipping then it should
be used 10 fund conversion to a sustain-
able forest industry.

3. We need 1o start processing the raw
materials in Australia. This needs to be
done carefully 1o avoid adverse envi-
ronmental and social impacts. It is part
of a long-term solution.

4. Finally, the other part of the long-
term solution i5 to move the
production of wood fibre (ic chips and
pulpwood) out of native foresis into
planiations. Let us recognise the pulp-
wood operations for what they aré —
tree 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
agroforestry. A mixture of public and
private forestry would be possible.
This move would gencrate considerable
employment within the rural areas that
have already lost so many jobs. This
would leave our productive native
forests as tue multiple value / multi-
‘ple use forests producing through selec-
tivé logging high value / high employ-
ment saw and veneer logs and speciali-
ty timbers as well as conserving wild-
life, recreational, water catchment, wil-
derness and other values and uses.

We may well be able 10 have forests
without jobs, but it is certain that
without forests we will have many
fewer jobs. We must work to conserve

both and regenerale new forests and

creale new jobs.

David Duwmaresq is a leclurer at the
Australian Narional University and a
member of the Conservation Council
Foresiry Working Group. He spoke on
this issue along wirth Gavin Hillier,
NSW State Secretary of the Australian
Timber Workers Union at an Environ-
ment Centre fund-raising dinner held at
the new Civic Youth Cafe on 14 May.

Bogong No. 2 19879




FORESTRY COMMISSION OF NSW
DORRIGO MANAGEMENT AREA
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

CALL FOR PUBIL.ITC SUBMISSION

In June 1990 the Premier, Mr Greiner, announced a strategy
for increased public participation 1in forest management
planning, particularly embracing the old growth forests of
the North Coast.

The Forestry Commission dintends to have an Environmental
Impact Statement prepared for the Dorrigo Management Area,
with  emphasis on the unlogged areas concentrated 1in
Chaelundi State Forest. This EIS 1is additional to that
recently completed for compartments 180, 198 and 200,
Chaelundi State Forest.

As part of the community participation process and to
assist 1in the preparation of a comprehensive EIS, public
submissions are now invited on those 1issues that the
community considers should be specifically addressed.
Individuals and groups are alsc invited to submit any data

" or other information that would contribute to the EIS.
Issues previously raised 1in the 3 compartment EIS will be
further addressed in this EIS.

The forestry activities to be covered are described in the
Dorrigoc 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
Dundurrabin 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 §/02/91 to

The District Forester
PO 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 1is normal practice, the EIS will be placed on public
display and ample time will be allowed for further public
submissions at 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 Dorrigo Management Area
1.1.1 Location _and Extent

Dorrigo Management Area covers the indigencus farest Crown-timber lands
which 1ie 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-f1owing'tributaries of
the Clarence River. It lies within -

* Latitudes 29" 50’ and 30° 20’ S

¥ Longitudes 152° 15’ and 152° 52' E

x Shires of Bellingen, Nymboida and Dumaresq

* State Electorates of Northern Tablelands and Clarence
A Jocation map is given in Appendix 1,

1.1.2 Area and Land Tenure

) The Area consists of all Crown-timber Tlands within Dorrigo Forestry
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 Ptantation 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 Envirqnmenta1 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 intoc the Clarence River
system. .



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.1. There 'is
a rise to the west to around 1 000 metres a.s.1. in Marengo and Hyland State
Forests 1in the Chaelundi group. The highest point within the District is Mt
Hyland at 1 434 metres a.s. 1.

1.2.2 Climate
The c¢limate is warm temperate and characterised by wet summers and dry
winters. The incidence of frost 1is significant and on average there is at

least one fall of snow per year at over 1 000 metres a.s.]1.

Summary data for representative stations is shown in Table 2,

Table 2. Climate Data.

Climate Factor Cascade Clouds Creek
‘Mean Anngal Rainfall 1 568 mm 1 397 mm
Mean Max, Temp. (Feb) 25.3° C 26.4° C
Mean Min. Temp. {July) 14.8° C 16.4° C
Mean Min. Temp. (Feb) 14.0° C 15.2° C
Mean Min: 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 Palaeoczoic sediments starting with the Carboniferous Moombil
beds 1in the south and moving north through the Brooklana 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 Dorrige plateau.



The fine
clay soils
not prone to erosion.
soils
given to this type
and Ellis State Forests
relict basalt caps are

Cattle Creek

and Moonpar State

in forest- operations.
and in

grained sedimentary rocks give rise to red and yellow podsolic
of only moderate fertility, but they are generally stable types and
They occur over most of the Area.
are deeper and more prone to erosion and particular attention needs to be
Such soils occur mainly in Marengo
the south-west of the Chaelundi group.
in the main confined to a few small areas within Wild
Forests and mostly produce red loams.

The granite-derived

soils dry out quickly and can give problems in regeneration establishment.

State Forests of the Management Area have been surveyed and mapped on the
associations of the main tree species.

1.2.4 Vegetation
1.2.4.1 Forest Types
basis of ecological

have been identified and these are shown in Table 3.

Six type groups

The

These

Table 3. Forest Type Groups.
Area (ha} on State Forest by Group | _Management
Broad Forest Type )
Cascade Dundurrabin  Chaelundi Area
1. New England Hardwood - 1998(20%) 23725(45%) | 25723(43%)
2. Dry Hardwood 1342(7%) 400(4%) 18980(36%) | 20722(25%)
3. Moist Hardwood 9397(49%). 4495(45%) 5799(11%)| 19691(24%)
4. Rainforest 4987(26%)  1199(12%) 2109(4%) 8295(10%)
5. Blackbutt 3260(17%) 1598(16%) 1582(3%) 6440(8%)
6. Cleared, Non-foréested 192(1%) 300(3%) 527(1%) 1019(1%)
TOTAL 19178(100%) 9990(100%) 52722(100%); 81890(100%)

1.2.56 Fauna

The Area forms part of a ltarge 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 stands. This results in an equally variable habitat giving rise
to a large and diverse range of faunal species.

The Cascade and Oundurrabin Groups have had a'1ong 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 idnteraction of these stands in relatively close  association provide

suitable habitat for a large range of birds and animals.



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 1logging, 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 Act of 1916 defines the power, duties and objectives of the
Forestry Commission. Forest policies and Forestry Commission planning
processes have been developed to meet these statutory obligations through
appropriate management of State Forests and Timber Reserves.

The 1levels of planning used by the FCNSW are illustrated by Figure 1.
The following section describes the levels of planning that are of relevance to
the proposal.

2.1 FCNSW_Indigenous Forest Policy

The 1indigenous forest policy defines the objectives of forest management
on a statewide basis. The basic policy statements that guide forest management

are:

"x Indigenous forests have a continuing role in the production of
forest products, principally sawlogs.

x Indigenous forests have continuing and expanding rotes 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 Dorrige Management Area became
operative from July 1985. The Plan includes all State Forests, Timber Reserves
and other Crown timber tand within the Dorrigo Forestry District, Coffs Harbour
Region with the exception of areas of exotic pine plantation.




5.

The Plan sets out the management objectives for the Management Area.
These are reproduced below. )

"1.

2.

To supply hardwood sawlogs to local industry on a sustained yield
basis, to the extent consistent with other objectives.

To utilise the productive site capacity of the Area effectively to
the extent economically justified.

To supply poles and other.timber and forest products where economi-
cally justifiable.

To maintain the Area generally under natural forest vegetation cover
adequate to: '

a. conserve the soil resources and water catchment capabilities;

b. 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.
L-

To maintain any distinctive ecological, historical, floristic,
faunal or other scientific or cultural values occurring within the
Area. .

To provide for public recreation.

To provide for grazing and other forest uses where compatible witﬁ
other management objectives.

To maximise net financial returns to the extent possible under the
other objects of management.”

Source: FCNSW 1985

Figure 1.
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Hardwood timber production objectives

Hardwood sawlogs will be obtained by harvesting of mature, overmature and
defective trees from unharvested stands. Additional, small size logs, 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 voiumes of
other products may be harvested: ¥

+ Poles, piles and girders 2 500

« Hardwood veneer logs - 10 QG0

- Small hardwood logs . 19 500 - 30 000 (gross)
Ex-quota sawiogs, 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.

"Majintenance of an adequate forest vegetation cover and ecological
viability and related objectives will be met essentially by:

Retention . of adéquate 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.



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 1logging in specific areas of
particular visual sensitivity.

Retention of selected mature and overmature trees potentially
suitable for wildlife habitat.

Distinctive wvalues 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 exclusjon from or modification of
forest operations to protect such values.

Other QObjectives
Provision for public recreation will be met by: 2
Maintenance of existing facilities.

Monitoring of wusage and provision of facilities as justified by
anticipated future usage.

Maintenance of aesthetic values of existing and potential recreation
areas.

Maximisation 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 tLands 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 managément strategy for the
Management Area and is more responsive to change than the Management Plan.

PMP is a map-based systém 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



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 summariées 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 1is 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
"3l Context

The Dorrigec 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
adequately covers the present situation, except for a few minor amendments.

The Forestry Commission has given an undertaking that no forest
operations will be undertaken within a large tract of Chaelundi State Forest -
until or unless an EIS has been prepared and determined. An EIS for 3
Compartments within this injunction area has been prepared and will be
determined with the primary .purpose of maintaining supplies of tallowwood to
dependent industries.

Currently,- operations have been diverted to a less sensitive section of
the MA, but some urgency is attached to completion of the EIS 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 Déscrigtion

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, genera]]y. with a history of TJittle
previous harvesting (approximately 25,000 hectares).

Thinning operations 1in well-stocked regrowth stands of larger tree
size, to produce poles, veneer logs, quota sawlogs, small sawlogs
and Tesser grade products {approximately 58,000 hectares).

Approximately 1200 - 1300 ha of mature/overmature stands will be logged
per vyear with construction of about 25 kilometres of access rcoads and tracks
required annualily. (Recent averages are 8 km/1000 ha class III and 12 km/1000
ha Ciass IV tracks). Areas thinned annualily 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 consideration in the EIS include
culling and/or enrichment planting following 1logging, 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 £IS time horizon.

3.4 Issues
The primary issues, whicﬁ have been identified are:
Impact of proposals on high (special) arboreal mammal popu1ét10ns.
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 puB]ic responses.

Submissions are now invited on those issues that the community considers
should be specifically addressed in the EIS.

J MURRAY
DISTRICT - FORESTER
DORRIGO



DORRIGO MANAGEMENT AREA

Management Area Limits

Major Public Access Road
Minor Public Road

Major Farestry Access Road

BELUNDN  SF. 99

b

]

5 )a\PJ

-N.F.

a0 s400 0

BELLINGER

State Forest Timber Reserve

" National Park Nature Reserve

Other Crown-timber Land

Appendix 13

~
~!

C o~ RIVER \
B

ellingen




ORTH
OAST
C/- J. TEDDER

NVIRONMENT ia STUARTS POINY. Baar”
(065) 69 0802

OUNCIL 2f Dec f'—[fo

News Releage
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
into.the 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 ten
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 legiglation 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.Parkhouszse 965 690 892 77/
A.Steed 265 213 278
L.Gill @49 977 263

Noeeo | pewsfefs .
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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
rapresents 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 ingquiry into the
Forest and Timber Industry.

There are however more cogent arguments against such
legislation.It would lock the community and the industry into
3 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 Government.It 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
resourca7

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
Wwill not be presented to Parliament,certainly not before the
Resources Assessment Commission makes its report?

Yours sincerely

fet,
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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:

. Agriculture/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 uvse/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 - 066/857134



SOME ESSENTIAL COMFONENTS FOR
A NEW FORESTRY MANAGEMENT AGENCY

FUBLIC PARTICFATION FROCEDURES —~ A FORESTRY ACT FOR THE
1990°8

A BOARD OF FORESTRY COMMISSIONERS

A Hoard of, say, seven Commissioners representing a broad
range of public interest matters, from timber production,
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 EXFERT MULTI-DISCIFLINARY TECHNICAL ADVISORY COUNCIL

A multi~disciplinary technical advisary committee of experts
should be appointed, similar to National Farks Advisory
Council, to provide independent expert technical advice to
the Commissioners and the operational 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 Managemeant
Frescriptions and the Standard Erosion Mitigation Conditions
should be immediate areas for revision and improvement.

SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC IMFACT ASSESSMENTS .

Analysis of the social and economic consequences +or 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 mamnagement options are made 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.

EXHIRITION AND SUEBMISSIONS ON MANABEMENT FLANS AND
HARVESTING FLANS

Because State Forests are public assets, being managed by a
public authority in the public interest, draft management
plams or draft harvesting plans should be exhibited for



public information and comment, Just as Local Environment
Flans, prepared by local councils are exhibited.

A new forest management agency should be reguired to
consider public submissions made on these draft Flans and
should be required to amend the drafts to take into account
matters which are recommended in the public participation
pDrocess.

Feople or groups who make submissions on draft plans should
recieve a letter from the forest management agency
explaining how the comments in their submission were
adddressed or why they were not accommodated.

STANDING FOR ANY FERSON TO ENFORCE FROVISIONS OF A NEW
FORESTRY ACT - TO RESTRAIN OR REMEDY ACTUAL OR THREATENED
BREACHES

Under Section 12% of the Environmental Flanning 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 mangement and
use ushered in. Public enforcement of a new Act,
Regulations, strict codes and operating conditions is long
overdue.

J.R. CORKILL
14.10, 1990
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OUTLINE OF ORJECTIVES FOR A COMMUNITY SEARCH FOR NORTH COAST
FOREST MANAGEMENT SOLUTIONS

INTRODUCTION

Preliminary, informal discussions with a wide range of
interested and atffected 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 Environment Council suggests the following
outline of obiectives as a starting point for firming up an
effective process for achieving the much needed dialogue and
for moving towards possible solutions.

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 FROCESS

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 apportunity
for a frank expression of its concerns, clarification of its
objiectives and motives.

Invited to participate should be a broad range of interest
groups, such as the Forest Frotection Society, logging
companies, Forest Products Association, North East Forest
ARlliance, Rainfaorest Information Centre, North Coast
Environment Council Inc, concerned scientists and academics.

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 subiect of further discussion once the
preliminary obiectives have been met, a level of trust and
co—operation has been established and a commitment to an
ongolng process has been reached.

Once the community search process has reached an advanced
stage, local counlillors, state and federal Members of
Farliament should be encouraged to sit in on sessions and
listen to the views of the participants.



SUGGESTED ORJECTIVES FOR THE COMMUNITY TO FURSUE

The process of these meetings should seek to:

. identify issues currently provoking community concern;
s

¥ identify areas of agreement and disagreement betwqgn
sectors of the community;

¥ identify issues or areas of concern where more information
1s needed or where existing information needsto be verified:

¥ clarify the *values® of interest groups which are in
conflict without making Jjudgements on these "values®;

¥ identify areas where financial and/or human resources arg
required in order to effectively proceed with the community
search process:

¥ to sketch future stages of the community search process,
possible further objectives, and decision making processes.

14.10.1990
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