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COMPARISON */F FORESTRY COMMISSION STATE FORESTS AND
FLORAR RESERVES WITH NATIONAL PARKS AND NATURE RESERVES
WITH REGARD TO THE PROTECTION OF NATURAL VALUES

A third written submission by Total Environment Centre to the
Review of Management Policlies for the Border Ranges conducted
by the State Pollution Control Commission

The Forestry Commission 'Buts the view very strongly that
its multiple-use management policy provides virtually all
of the more obvious benefits claimed for National Park
Management ... " (1)

"All in all a Flora Reserve has similar safequards for
preservation of natural areas as those administered by
the National Parks and wWildlife Service." (2)

These claims in the Forestry Commission's submission were
reiterated in verbal submissions to the Inquiry by Forastry
spokesmen. The *laims are strongly opposed by all the
conservation organisations represented at the Inquiry.
Particular exception to the claims is taken by Total En-
vironment Centre. We trust the following examination of
the respective legislation, administration and records of
the N.S.W. National Parks and Wildlife Service and the
N.5.W. Forestry Commission will aseist thia Tnquiry.

Evidence has been given by a wide range of experts as to
the high order of natural values of the Border Ranges (cf

Dr. Newman, Dr. Bell, Dr. Mason, Dr. Schaefer, N.,P, & W.S.,
Dr. S. Clark. etc.) .

Gazettal of the area by the Australian Heritage Commission
is the relult of a parallel assessment of the importance of
the natural values of the area.

NSW Legislation

#SW legislation specifically places natural values of such
a high order under the care of the N.P., & W.S. as its para=-
mount concern.

See N.P. & W. Act No. 80 1974

section 8 (2)

“ (a) the areas to be reserved as national Parks
are spacious areas containing unique or
outstanding scenery or natural phenomesna ..."

“ {c) the areas to be dedicated as nature reserves *
are areas of special scientific interast
containing wildlife or natural environments
or natural phenomsna ..."

Also Section 49 (3)

“Lands within a nature reserve shall be deemed to
dedicated for the purposes of - '

(a) the care, propagation, preservation and con-
sexrvation of wildlife. [,\_

(1) page 7, Forestry Commission Submission .
(2) page 6, Forestry Commission Submission
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the care, preservation and conservation
of natural environments and natural
phenomena.

the promotion of the appreciation and
enjoyment of wildlife, natural environ-
ments and natural phenomena.

On the other hand protection of natural values is only a

subsidiary

or secondary concern of the Forestry Commission

under its act.

See Forestry Act No. 55, 1916
Section 8a (1)

ll!Ifl-le

" (a)

1] (b)

n (c)

1 (d)

"{e)

n (2)

objects of the Commission shall be" (my emphasis)
to conserve and utilise the timber on Crowne-
timber lands to the best advantage of the
State."

to provide adequate supplies of timber from
Crown-timber lands for building, commercial
industrial, agricultural, mining and
domestic purposes,

to preserve and improve in accordance with
good forestry practice, the soil resources
and water catchment capabilities of Crown-
timber lands;

to encourage the use of tinber derived from
trees grown in the State; and

consistent with the use of State forests
for the purposes of forestry and of flora
regerves for the preservation of the native
flora thereon -

(i) to promote and encourage their
" use as a recreation; angd

(ii) to conscrve birds and animals
theraon."

In the attainment of its objects and the exer-~
cise and performance of its powers, authorities,
duties and functions under this Act, the Commis-
sion shall take all practicable steps that it
considers necessary or desirable to ensure the
preservation and enhancement of the guality of
the environment."

The confliction of purposes built into these objects should

be obvious.

The over-riding aim is to provide timber.

The same generally exploitative direction of the Act is con-
firmed in Section 11 (1) (a) to (m).

As noted above for an area to be reserved under the N.P., & W.
Act as a National Park it is required to be "a spacious area

containing unique or outstanding scenery or natural phenomena”

(Section 8

For an area
Crown land.

(2).

to be State Forest it is required to be only
In addition the Commission shall

"endeavour to ensure to such intent as to the commission
seems proper that the selection of lands to be so dedicated

- -



will result in -

(2a) the promotion of effective and economic control,
utilisation and management of the forests for
tinber production and the facilitation of the
economic marketing of the timber and other pro-
ducte of the forests:

(b) the establishment, maintenance or expansion of
industry for the processing and treatment of the
tirber and other products of the forests;

(c) the growth and harvesting of trees for tinber
and products of economic value; and

(d) the continuing protection of necessary tree
cover in the public interest.

and shall take into account -

(e) the potentiality for economic timber production
of any lands which are of an inferior character
for the purposes of agriculture or grazing but
which, by appropriate treatment of the soils,
would be capable of sustaining the growth of
suitable commercial species of trees in plant-
ations; and

(£f) such other factors as the commission considers
relevant to the establishment and proper
management of State forests."

Nature Reserves and Flora Reserves

A Nature Reserve under the N.P. & W. Act is "an area of special
scientific interest containing wildlife or natural environments
or natural phenomena." Lands within a nature reserve are
dedicated for the purposes of (Section 49 (3) ):~

"{a) the care, propagation, preservation and
conservation of wildlife:

(b) the care, preservation and conservation of
natural environments and natural phenomena;

(c) the study of wildlife, natural environments
and natural phenomena; and

(d) the promotion of the appreciation and enjoy-
ment of wildlife, natural environments and
natural phenomena."

A Flora Reserve under the Forestry Act is Crown-tinber land
usually part or the whole of a State Forest.

The object of a flora reserve is only nominated under the

requirement for a 'scheme of operations' (Section 253 (5) (b).) ..

The object of such a scheme shall be "the preservation of
native flora on the flora reserve.? No other purposes are
spelled out.

Management Plans

Both Nature Reserves under the N.P. & W. Act and Flora Reserves
under the Forestry Act are required to have a management plan
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(ln the case of Flora Reserves the docuuent is called a
'scheme of operations' or a ‘'working plan').

National Parks, Nature Reserves and State Forests and Flora
Reserves can only be revoked by State Parliament.

A Management Plan by the N.P. & W.,S. must be produced in
draft form, advertised, publicly exhibited, objections and
comments received and amended where thought appropriate by
the Director. It mequires Ministerial approval before it .
becomes operative. Any substantial alterations proposed
are subject to the same public procdedures.

A 'scheme of operations' or working plan for a Flora Reserve
need not be publicly exhibited. It is made available to the
public not as the publlc s right but at the discretion of
the Comm1s510n.

Slmllarly ‘Management Plans for State Forests are made .
available at the discretion of the Commission. Until about

12 months ago the only State Forest Management Plan available
was the Eden area plan. Now conmpleted Management Plans are
available for viewing at the M.S.7. Environment Centre. There
are manyyincomplete Management Plans which are not availabl®.

Both N.,P, & W.S. and the Forestry Commission have been slow
in producing plans for many of the areas administered (no
doubt for good reasons of staff shortage etc.)

Copies of State Forest Management Plans are not readily
obtained from the Foresiwry Commission which charies a high
rate (25 cents per page) for photogopying. On the other hand
N.P. & ¥7.S. Management Plans can he obtained across the
counter at a reasonable charge and have been so ever since
the first plan was produced.

However where operations of such drastic effect as logging
are taking place there is little excuse for the failure to 3>
provide a copy of a management plan on request. There is no
Management Plan available for Coffs Harbour Forestry District
despite the fact that it involves destruction of 30,000 of
the total 60,000 hectares of rainforest remmants in the dis-
trict. _ ) -

The objectives for a'plan of management are spelled out in
much greater detail in the N.P. & W, Act (Part V) than in
the Forestry Act (Section 25a).

The Birector of N.P. & W.S. may with the concurrence of the
Forestry Commission prepare a plan of Management for a State
Forest. (N.P. & W. Act Section 73) This provision can aAnly

.arise from a clear understanding by the legislators that

N.P. & W.S. is the nature conservatlon authority.

Wwildlife fwgislation and administration

Wildlife is a primary concern of the N.P. & W.S. under its
Act, particularly in Nature Reserves
See N.P. & W. Act sections {previously quoted)
Section 8 (2) (o)
Section 49 (3) (a) (b) (o)
Section 72 (4) (a)

Wildlife is only a minor concern of the Forestry Commission,
conflicting with its main exploitative purposes. Only one
minor sub, sub section (82 (1} (e) (ii) ) gives the object
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of conserving birds and animals but only so far as it is
"consistent with the use of State Forests for the purposes
of forestry and of flora reserves for the preservation of
the native flora thereon."

 N.P. & W.S. employs thirteen officers full time on wildlife

research, Forestry only one (and that one is seconded from

N.P. &.W.S.,) and it employs another thirteen ranger naturalists.
In addition the average N.P. & W. officer spends a consider-
able amount of time on wildlife management while few Forestry
officers would do so.

N.P. & W.S. employs an Assistant Director (7ildlife). The
Forestry Commission places no such emphasis in its top
management . ' ‘

Advisory Committees

There is a National Parks and Wildlife Advisory Council to
advise the Minister on most areas of concern under the Act,
including "the preservation and protection of wildlife"
(Sections 23 ~ 26 incl. and Schedule 7).

In addition each National Park and Nature Reserve or in some
cases a group of National Park(s) and Nature Rescrves has
its local Advisory Committee (Sections 24 -~ 26 incl. and
Schedule 8) . .

Mewbers of these committees are appointed by the liinister.

There is no Advisory Committce to the Commissioner for Forests.
Nor is there jpuvision for appointment of Advisory Committees
to each &G Ko3=st or group of Forests.

However the working plan of o Flora Reserve under the Forestry
Act may contain provisions authorising the council of a local
rmunicipality or shire or roprescntative(s) of any local
committce or public body or organisation to participate to
‘*he extent specified in the working plan in management of

the Reserve Section 253 (5) (£} (g).

Systems of Reserves

The National Parks and ‘lildlifc Act provides for a system

of reserves to cater for a range of scientific, cultural

and recreational interests. Thus there are National Parks,
Historic Sites, Aboriginal arcas, Protected archacological
areas, wilderness areas, wildlife districts, wildlife refuges
and game reserves.

The Forestry Act pfovides only for Timber Resefves, State
Forests and Flora Reserves.

A Forestry Flora Preserve has no status in legislation.

It is merely an administrative title used by the Forestry
Commission, able to be revecked by it at will. Othor similar
ternms are used by the Forestry Commission. In some cases
the term Flora Preserve may indicate an area in process of
dedication or setting apart as a Flora Reserve.

Security of Reserves

As noted previously National Parks, Nature Reserves.and
Forestry Flora Reserves can only be revoked by Parliament. -

PR
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However Flora Reserves are Crown-timber land and usually
occupy part of a State Forest in which logging may be
expected from time to time.

It is theoretically possible that a Flora Reserve Manage-
ment Plan could prescribe logging over the whole area

and while, until this Inquiry, no one expected ‘overall
logging on a Flora Reserve' a smaller incursion was not
beyond possibility. Therefore Flora Reserves have been
seen as less secure tenure than National Parks or Nature
Reserves.

The proposal by the N.S.W. Forestry Commission at this
Inquiry to revoke and log Grady's Creek Flora Reserve,
'z the largest Flora Reserve in the state, has created a
.+ precedeént which throws the whole Flora Reserve system
) into doubt. . ‘
It is one thing for an aggressive authority to take an
area of land from another authority (as Forestry took
85,000 acres of Kosciusko National Park from the young
N.P. & W.S. some years ago). It isanother thiny for the
authority itself to advocatc the destruction of an area
entrusted to it by Parliament for the preservation of
Flora.

Conclusions

This review shows the various aspects of nature conservation
to be paramount in the considerations of the National Parks

! : and Wildlife Act but subordinate in the Forestry Act to its
prime purpose of produecing tinber for industry. :

The N.P. & W. Act dwells at much greater length and in much
greater detail on the requiremonis for nature conservation
placed upon the Director, M.P.77.S. than does the Forestry
Act upon the Commissioneér for Forests.

The N.P. & W. Act provides for a system of Resarves to cater
for a range of cultural recrcational and scientific interests.
The Forestry Act provides only for State Forests and Flora
Reserves. Skilled administrators for nature conservation

are employed by N.P., & W.S. but not by Forestry.

The provision for public participation in planning and
administising National Parks and Nature Reserves, etc. is
much more integral and extensive than the limited provision
under the Forestry Act for a local Advisory Committee to a
Flora Reserve.

Finally the confidence of the community cannot raside in the
Forestry Commission for the presexrvation of scientifically
valuable areas when the Commission itself proposes?the logging
of the largest Flora Reserve under its control. .

Milo Dunphy

Director .

Total Environment Centre
18 Argyle Street

SYDNEY = 2000.

20th Aprid. 1978.
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SUMMARY

The sawmilling industry, acting on the advice of the State
Government, harvested the Terania Creek basin on three
previous occasions, just as it has been harvesting countless
other similar, if not identical, areas throughout the State.

It has recently attemnpted to harvest the hardwood forests
of Terania Creek — again with State Governemnt approval —
but has been prevented from carrying out its task of supplying
timber to the community by a group of violent protesters who
have used every means possible to provoke retaliatory violence.

The timber from Terania Creek will be removed under the
environmental protection guidelines laid down by the Govern-
ment — a condition of the Government’s approval for the
harvesting.

Attempts at achieving compromise with the protesters
have failed.

Since the State Cabinet decision, none of the advice

provided to the Government has changed. The only change has
been the introduction of the protests.

Should the Government back down on this issue, further
such demonstrations may be anticipated. It is a fact that
protesters threatened such action throughout the State during
the demonstrations.

In addition, the introduction of an Environmental Impact .

Study system will bankrupt the industry and will certainly
destroy the Government’s economic stability.

The sawmilling industry has a future as long as mankind in
the area — carrying out its traditional role of supplying timber
to people. .

We ask only that the industry — and the workers in it —

be permitted to return to their peaceful existence of carrying |

out that function, without interference or fear of Government
reversals of decisions. T

ASSOCIATED COUNTRY SAWMILLERS
.. QF NEW SOUTH WALES

. "*'ADC KENT, 189 KENT STREET, SYDNEY, N.§.W. 7000,

TELEPHONE (02) 27 9256
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" Total Environment Centre,
™~ 18 Argyle Street,
SYDNEY. 2000. Phone 27 4714

December 4, 1974.

Nature Conservation Council of NSW,
NSW Environment Centre,

263k The Broadway,

BROADWAY. 2007.

INVITATION TO URGENT MEETING REGARDING
WOODCHIP PROPOSALS FOR NORTHERN N.S.W.

L Your organisation is invited to send two representatives
o to a meeting of representatives of approximately 33
conservation organisations on Sunday, 15th Decenber 1974.

e
N@“ “y The meeting will be held at Coff's Harbour. Advice of
@fyéﬁ%;j;/ the precise meeting place will be forwarded in the next

v few days.
/f
Qﬁﬁ( A decision to call the Coff's Harbour gathering was made
& at a meeting at the NSW Environment Centre called by
(B\ Mr. Len Willan, Chairman of the Management Committee of
W the Centre and Chairman of the Nature Conservation Council

of NSW. It was unanimously resolved on the motion of Peter
Maslen, seconded by Alan Catford: "That a meeting be called

. on 15th December in Coff's Harbour to seek co-operation with
North Coast conservation groups on the urgent threat of the
North Coast woodchip proposals”.

It is hoped that the Coff's Harbour meeting might begin by
pooling information regarding the woodchip proposals of.
the three Japanese companies and two Australian companies
known to be involved. The meeting might then move on to
discuss a common policy towards the proposals and a
concerted plan of campaign.

The urgency and importance of this meeting cannot be too
highly stressed. Information from Departmental sources
and companies involved lead the writers to believe the

promoters expect approval of their projects by the end of
February.

We are highly critical of the timing of these applications
and inquiries in the Christmas period when many conservation
groups and Parliament are in recess.

The proposals, based on Coff's Harbour, Iluka and Pinkenbah,
involve forested areas within 150 miles radius of each of
those centres. Exports of the order of a million tons of
woodchip per year are proposed initially.

Government reports such as the Development Report on the
Richmond-Tweed Region already state that "the forest areas
are now being overcut". The chip milling proposals go beyond
overcutting - they threaten to destroy the forests of the
North Coast and Northern Tablelands of NSW in the short term.

The invitation to meet at Coff's Harbour has been extended
to 26 conservation groups on the North Coast and to 7 State
or National groups. The seven groups are :

; aASon. 22
Veuve gpj:/;%cgi‘ﬁ @743: %\/f

/
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TERANIA CREEK
1. The day-to-day pressure of handling the flood of activities associated with

our efforts to get the NSW Government to stand by its repeated earlier decisions
to log the hardwood (not the rainforest) at Terania Creek caused one other ser-
ious problem.

2. That was our sheer inability to keep our friends, both in the timber in-
dustry and outside- it, informed of what was happening and to keep them briefed
with the facts on the Terania Creek issue.

3. The attached "Fact Sheet" is our first major step to do something about it
and, from now on, we hope to be able to keep you right in the picture.

THE DECISTON

4. After weeks of delay, confusion and uncertainty, the Wran Government has
decided to suspend logging at Terania Creek while an independent inquiry is
carried out. In the meantime, alternative log supplies are to be provided by the
Forestry Commission for the mills involved.

AND ITS IMPLICATIONS

5. The decision has given the green light to the radical environmental lobby
to take similar protest action on some 70 to 80 identical north coast areas that
would, on any given day, be being logged.

6. No new scientific evidence or professional advice has come forward that in
any way supports the Government's action in reversing its original decision.

7. The Government simply backed down to a small group of violent protesters -
many of them with no stake whatsoever in the real issues at Terania Creek. In
doing so, the Government has paved the way for Government by demonstration.

8. What all this means is that the future of employment and investment-in.
the sawmilling industry in NSW is very much at risk. It does not, of course,
stop there but will spill over to all development involving resources. '

QUR FUTURE ACTION

9. Sawmillers have no intention of sitting still while the existence of their
industry is threatened. We are now involved in planning action to combat .this
threat. We have given priority to keeping you informed about developments as they
occur.

JORDAN
MANAGER

butld In eyle with

TIMBER



THE FORESTS OF TERANIA CREEK

The forests of ‘Terania Creek basin form part of the
Whian Whian State Forest. In fact about 14% of the State
Forest is located in the Terania Creek basin.

The 690 hectares of forest in the basin include 390
hectares which have been harvested previously.

The planned harvesting operation will affect less than a
quarter of the total forest area in the basin — some 160
hectares.

THE HARVESTING OF TERANIA CREEK

The harvesting operation will be restricted to the hard-
wood forests of Terania Creek — and not the rainforest area in
the basin.

It is, in fact, almost identical to some 70 or so other
operations currently being undertaken by the forest indust-
- ries on the North Coast of New South Wales.

The sawmilling industry has given up its rights to harvest
the rain forest area of Terania Creek. This was a compromise
move by the forest industries to achieve agreement with the

"Terania Native Forest Action Group. Unfortunately, this
offer was spurned by the Group.

Throughout harvesting operations, environmental protec-
tion regulations laid down by the State Government are strict-
ly observed. These regulations require special measures to be
undertaken by the sawmilling industry to protect streams from
siltation, to ensure minimum damage to the trees surround-
ding the tree selected for harvesting, and to protect the aesthe-
tic attraction of the forest as far as possible.

Professional foresters mark the trees to be harvested and
the path along which the tree should be felled. Trees are
marked in a manner aimed at assisting the regeneration of the
trees in the area which has been harvested.

Trees are removed from the Terania Creek forests and
surrounding forest areas on what is known as sustained yield —
i.e. a yield which can be sustained forever. Thus, if a hardwood
tree takes80 yearsto grow,every second tree could be removed
each 40 years without causing severe disruption to the forest.
In fact less than half the trees are removed in a selective
harvesting operation, thus protecting the ecology of the forest
area.

THE TERANIA CREEK BASIN

The Terania Creek basin does not contain *“the best piece
of lowland sub-tropical rainforest anywhere near Lismore”.
Scientists agree that there is no basis for such a claim, made by
protesters.

In addition, the Big Scrub, which once covered the
Lismore area, has its last remnant preserved in the Big Scrub
Flora Reserve. In fact this Flora Reserve is the best pice of
lowland sub-tropical rainforest anywhere near Lismore and it
has been permanently reserved from harvesting activities
along with a large area of forest immediately adjoining the
formally declared Flora Reserve.

EMPLOYMENT AND TERANIA CREEK

The sawmilling.industry is the largest single employer group
on the Far North Coast. And investment, by sawmillers in the
employment of people has reached major proportions.

On average, some 350,000 is invested in each person
employed in the sawmilling industry,

In addition, more than 100 people are employed in the
sawmilling complex of Standard Sawmilling Co. at Murwil-
lumbah. They receive approximately $1 million a year in
wages. The multiplier factor applied to the industry is 2.2 (i.e.
for every job in the industry there are 2.2 jobs outside the
industry). Thus, there are some 220 people directly reliant on
the industry for their future. That’s about 220 families which
would be forced to leave the North Coast area if the company
was forced to close.

Reductions in population will always mean reductions in
other services and facilities such as shops, schools, council
services, clubs, hotels, sporting and community organisations
etc.

TERANIA CREEK AND TOURISM

The Terania Creek basin is open to tourists at any time —
provided the residents of the Terania Creek area permit them
to enter the forest.

Prior to the current harvesting operation, access to the
forest was limited as the road stopped at the forest boundary,
Visitors were deterred from entering the forest by a gate
across the public road at the approximate boundary of a
property currently owned by Mr. and Mrs. Nicholson. It
appeared that the area on the other side of the gate was
private property. This, however, was incorrect,

With the re-opening of the road into the forest, far greater
access has been provided to tourists and other visitors to enjoy
the rainforest and the hardwood forest.

The Associated Country Sawrhillers has suggested that it
would be prepared to co-operate with any other group in en-
couraging the Government, through the Forestry Commission,
to develop picnicking or other facilities for. the community.
This suggestion was classed a “public relations exercise” by
the Terania Native Forest Action Group.

TIMBER FROM THE FORESTS

The timber from the forests at Terania Creek are harves-
ted in a manner which will guarantee a supply of timber for-
ever for the people of New South Wales,

In particular, much of the timber from Terania Creek will
find its way back to Lismore again. Some $600,000 worth
of sawn timber is supplied to the Lismore area each year by
Standard Sawmilling Co. for use in housing construction,
home extensions, etc. No doubt many of the houses along
Terania Creek Road were constructed from timber supplied by
Standard Sawmilling Co.

The sawlogs to come from Terania Creek represent about
half the annual quota of Standard Sawmilling Co. Without
those sawlogs, the mill would face possible closure.

The alternative to closure of the mili would be the revi-
sion of the forests harvesting programme. However, this would
result in the overcutting of the forests in the area — i.e. cutting
them at a rate beyond a sustained yield. This flies directly in
the face of the State Government’s policy of achieving a sus-
tained yield from the forests of New South Wales.

New South Wales is unable to supply almost half its tim-

-

TERANIA CREEK
-THE FACTS



ber needs — the loss of the hardwood timber resource in
Terania Creek would be detrimental to the building and
construction industry as well as to the people wishing to
build homes.

“ROADING™ THE FOREST

It is true that some 800 metres of “road” has been created
in the virgin rainforest area. This is an extension of the existing
34 kilometres of road through the previously-harvested rain-
forest area in the basin.

Since the previous harvesting of the rainforest, in the late
1960’s new techniques for roading through rainforest have
been developed. As is used with all rainforest activity, the
intention is to reduce to a minimum the infestation of weeds
or scrub, which slows down the growth rate of young seedlings.

Thus, it is the intention of the harvesting operation to
maintain a canopy over the road, thus preventing major weed
infestation.

As sawmillers, it is pointless for us to grow weeds, which
only appear to slow down the regeneration of new trees in
the area. It is the trees which we wish to regenerate — just as it
is the wish of the community as a whole,

INVESTIGATIONS

The Government made its decision to proceed with har-
vesting the Terania Creek basis in the full knowledge that it
was recommended by scientifically-orientated professional
foresters; that the State Pollution Control Commission has
stated that there was insufficient reason for an environmental

impact study to be prepared; that the Ombudsman’s office, in.

a report prepared early in 1979, stated that there was every
reason for the Forestry Commission to proceed with the
harvesting of Terania Creek.

Foresters have studied the area in detail, using the know-
ledge they have accumulated over many decades to develop
plans for the careful management of the forest so that it can
provide timber for the community as well as recreational
potential for the entire community.

EFFECTS OF FOREST HARVESTING

Some people have claimed that the forest in Terania Creek
will be irreversibly destroyed by harvesting the forest, that
logs will roll down the slopes into the creek, bringing other
trees crashing down with them. Others have claimed that by
harvesting the forest, it will be opened to weeds, fires and
heat.

The facts of the matter are that the forests at Terania

Creek, like hundreds of other areas, have been harvested on
several occasions — WITHQUT DAMAGE TO THE ENVIRON-
MENT. .
QObviously, it would be senseless for any industry to
charge about, willy-nilly carving up its raw material without
care for what it is doing. Yet this is the picture some people
attempt to present of the forest industries.

Sawmillers are most concerned that the forests of New
South Wales are harvested to maintain the environment so
that new trees can grow up to replace those harvested. And
natural regeneration is by far the least expensive way of
achieving this. So the forest are harvested to assist the re-
generation process.

In a scientific report,. Alex Floyd, a research forester
from the Forestry Commission who is currently attached to
the National Parks and Wildlife Service, stated that there was
an interesting association of bangalow palms in the valley. He
went on to state: “the palms have tendered to expand to
fill in the gaps created by past logging. In due course, the
larger forest species should emerge through these palms to
form a new canopy’’.

Floyd also considered the cause of a large number of trees
which were found rotting on the ground, resembling a very

heavily logged area. He says: . . . a ground inspection reveals
no evidence of cutting as is found downstream . .. One could
postulate a blowdown from a particularly violent storm, a
very fierce wildfire which burnt through the rainforest or
perhaps excessive waterlogging during a very wet period. It
is quite likely that an intensive research effect could provide
the answer; but at present time I am unable to evaluate its
significance . . . Because of the unknown causes of origin of
the “natural” palm forest, any disturbance upslope may be
risky and may perhaps jeopardise its future”.

This scientific report has been quoted out of context
by protesters at Terania Creek. In fact there has been no
disturbance of the palm forest, and the risks which Floyd
considers are as significant as the risks of an individual being
killed in the street.

Finally, Floyd sums up his report by stating: “Although
there are some fine individual specimens of trees (red cedar,
white beech and red ash), there do not appear to be any unu-
sual or rare species not already preserved elsewhere in these
forests™.

He returns again to the palm forest when, as a scientiest,
he presents his viewpoint that “the extensive apparently
natural palm forests at the head of the creek could be of
ecological interest as they must surely be of the greatest area
of this type in New South Wales. Further comment on their
significance is impossible without factual information on
how they were formed and whether they represent a passing
phase or a stable community”.

Thus, claims by the Terania Native Forest Action Group
can be placed into the perspective of a scientific forester’s
report to other scientists on his theories.

It must be stressed, at this point, that the palm forests are
NOT to be harvested by sawmillers.

It must also be clear from the above statements that the
ONLY unusual feature of Terania Creek basin is the size of a
palm forest which appears to have been created by natural
harvesting of the forest in years gone by.

AN ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STUDY

The principles involved in the development of an Environ-
mental Impact Study are so vast that it would close the
sawmilling industry down almost overnight.

The facts are that an Environmental Impact Study nor-
mally costs between $10,000 and $50,000 depending on the
detail required.

Based on previous claims for an environmental impact
study on forest areas (requiring noise readings to be taken on
the level of noise to reach local residents from the middle of
a forest which had never been harvested and for which there
was no access), the cost could reasonably be placed at approxi-
mately $20,000.

It is a fact that approximately 100 harvesting areas are
opened up each month (many of them like Terania Creek —
are being used for the second, third or fourth time). If an
Environmental Impact Study is carried out on each of these
areas, the cost to the State would be approximately $2 million
a month. In addition, there would be vast periods of time °
needed for all the studies to be placed on public display, to
receive comments, to analyse the comments, and then to make
recommendations to the Government.

Imagine the confusion if 100 recommendations on forest
areas alone were put before the Government each month!

In addition, it means that professional foresters would no
longer be trusted with the management of our forests. As an
analogy, it would be similar to permitting the community to
comment on every scientific study or every scientific project
undertaken in the State.

Finally, the costs of such studies would reach such astrono-
mical proportions that the community could not bear it. The




Government would be forced to increase the cost of timber
to the sawmiller who would be forced to pass it on to the

consumer — the building industry. The enormous effects of _

this would take decades to recover from.

In addition, the spokesmen for the Terania Native Forest
Action Group and others involved in the demonstrations and
protests have constantly stated to the Government, foresters
and sawmilling industry that they will only accept an environ-
mental impact study if it is carried out in accordance with
their rules, by a person of whom they approve and that it

comes to the conclusions of which they approve.

. ENVIRONMENTAL GUIDELINES

The State Government, through the Catchment Areas
Protection Board, Soil Conservation Service, the State Pollution
Control- Commission, the Water Conservation and Irrigation
Commission and various other instrumentalities, has laid down
strict guidelines on forest harvesting to ensure maximum
protection of the environment.

These guidelines may be obtained from the Associated
Country Sawmillers of N.S.W., 189 Kent Street, Sydney,
the Forestry Commission of New South Wales or the Catch-
ment Areas Protection Board.

Combining these guidelines with the accumulated experi-
ence of foresters results in forest management of a standard
which is close to the best in Australia, if not the world.

Research projects are constantly being carried out by
forest services and industry throughout the State and inter-
state to learn more about the forest itself and to devise better
ways of harvesting the forest, based on that knowledge.

ORIGINS OF THE PROTEST

The protest over the harvesting of Terania Creek basin
began suddenly in February 1975 when local residents first
informed the forester at Murwiillumbah that they had been
informed that all eucalypts and Brush Box in the basin were to
be clear felled and that 50% of the rainforest was to be re-
moved.

The matter escalated from there, with the local residents
refusing to accept the explanations of foresters or sawmillers
about the proposed harvesting activities which did not in-
clude clear felling of the hardwood stands.

Explanations that previous harvesting operations had
successfully assisted regeneration of the forest and that modern
harvesting techniques had improved environmental protection
considerably, met with blatant scepticism or sheer abuse.

When the protests developed in Terania Creek Basin itself,
there was an influx of “visitors™ from interstate and even over-
seas. Several groups of demonstrators were overheard discussing
the difficulties they had faced in making travel arrangements
to get from one demonstration to another.

Police also identified members of the Ananda Marg reli-
gious sect among the protesters.

In effect the protest was taken over by many groups from
areas other than Terania Creek.

THE DEMONSTRATIONS

The protests have been of the very worst kind, with
protesters using the benefits of the laws recently passed by the
State Government to provoke sawmilling employees, foresters
and police.

Acts which can only be classed as.indecent have been
carried out in the forest by the protesters, and every attempt
has been made by the protesters to encourage workers in the
bush to retaliate against them. These acts have been usually
carried out at a personal level. .

In addition, sabotage of sawmilling equipment and sawlogs
lying in the forest has been used by the protesters.

A sawmill at Lismore was burned tb the ground in the
‘early. hours of the morning after the sawmill had publicly

advertised that it was collecting petitions in favour of harvest-
ing at Terania Creek. The office of the sawmill had allegedly
been broken into prior to the blaze, according to police.
Normally, the petitions would have been held in the office
of the complex. Fortunately, the petitions had been taken
home by the proprietor of the sawmill.

Protesters constantly harangued workers attempting to go

“about their lawful means of earning a living, threatening them

and their families with reprisals if they continued to earn a
living.

%dany protesters told workers that the real issue involved
in Terania Creek was to change the demacratic process so that
their views were given greater prominence and the community
was brought around to supporting their views. If the commun-
ity did not support the protesters, they were told, then the
community was wrong,

Severe environmental damage was caused by the demon-
strators running through the rainforest en masse and blocking
streams to Hivert them to wash away the road into the rain-
forest.

It was evident that when unemployment benefits were
paid, there were virtually no protesters in the forest.

THE NORTH COAST TIMBER INDUSTRY

The 6,000 cubic metres of timber supplied by the forests
of Terania Creek represent six months supply of timber for
the Standard Sawmilling Company in Murwillumbah.

The company is planning a long-term future in the area.
Sawmilling was one of the first industries into the area, and it
will be one of the last to leave, Carefu] husbanding of the for-
est resource will allow a secure and long-term future for the
industry in the area.

It is true that the forests throughout the North Coast
have been over-cut in the past. It is true that many sawmills
on the North Coast have amalgamated to strengthen the ind-
dustry’s future and to make techriological advances more
viable.

But suggestions by opponents of the industry that it is
about to close down are entirely without foundation. In fact
with larger sawmills, capable of producing large quantities of
timber, the future of the industry is brighter than ever before.
The North Coast timber industry has played and will continue
to play a vita] part in the supply of timber to the people of
New South Wales both now and in the centuries to come.

In short, the timber of the North Coast will not “run out”
as has been suggested. Any inspection of the forests of the
North Coast will easily refute such a claim.

CONSERVATION OF RAINFORESTS

Rainforests throughout the State and, indeed in Australia,
are being adequately conserved. In fact, if the views of Profes.
sor R.L. Specht, author of the publication “Conservation
Status of Plant Communities in Australia” are taken into ac-
count, then the rainforest communities of Australia have an
“excellent” conservation status,

The rainforests harvested by the sawmilling industry are
also being conserved. Those in Terania Crekk, while they have
been harvested previously, are the subject of spectacular
regeneration.

In general, the rainforests in Australia are being conserved
— normally under Forest Service control — so that they will
provide a yield of timber — and a source of recreation — for
generations to come.

It is also interesting to note that Terania Creek received
only a passing mention in even the Total Environment Centre’s
publication “Forest Ecosystems their future in NewSouth
Wales”. This mention in the controversial publication was
under the heading of “Problem Areas”. Terania Creek failed
to receive any recognition in even this publication’s final
recommendations.




SUMMARY

The sawmilling industry, acting on the advice of the State
Government, harvested the Terania Creek basin on three
previous occasions, just as it has been harvesting countless
other simifar, if not identical, areas throughout the State.

It has recently attempted to harvest the hardwood forests
of Terania Creek - again with State Governemnt approval —
but has been prevented from carrying out its task of supplying
timber to the community by a group of violent protesters who
have used every means possible to provoke retaliatory violence.

The timber from Terania Creek will be removed under the
environmental protection guidelines laid down by the Govern-
ment — a condition of the Government’s approval for the
harvesting.

Attempts at achieving compromise with the protesters
have failed.

Since the State Cabinet decision, none of the advice

provided to the Government has changed. The only change has
been the introduction of the protests.

Should the Government back down on this issue, further
such demonstrations may be anticipated. It is a fact that
protesters threatened such action throughout the State during
the demonstrations.

In addition, the introduction of an Environmental Impact .
Study system will bankrupt the industry and will certainly
destroy the Government’s economic stability.

The sawmilling industry has a future as long as mankind in
the area — carrying out its traditional role of supplying timber
to people.

We ask only that the industry — and the workers in it —
be permitted to return to their peaceful existence of carrying
out that function, without mterference or fear of Government
reversals of decisions.

ASSOCIATED COUNTRY SAWMILLERS
- OF NEW SOUTH WALES

" "ADC KENT, 189 KENT STREET, SYDNEY, N.S.W. 2000.

TELEPHONE (02) 27 9256
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- contradiction to Cabinet Decision 7b) (3

INTRODUCTION

The Nature Conservation Council of NSW made a submission to

the NSW Government Cabinet Development-Co-ordinating Committee

in relation to a proposed North Coast Woodchip Industry in
February 1977 (1}. Since we believe that the Environmental

Impact Statement presented by Sawmillers Export Pty. Ltd. (2)

does not contain any new ‘Tnformation which warrants any
substantial revision to our previous”submission, recommendations
that the -Council made then are—hereby re-stated and re-emphasised;

(a) Only 100% sawmill waste to be utilised - this
proviso.to be written into the agreement (but
see Recommendation 4);

(b) Safeguards be written into any agreement to ensure
that only genuine sawlogs are extracted from
the forest; '

(c) No timber should be utilised from private forests
until such time as, at least), environmental:
safeguards: and regulations comparable to those
operating in public forests are-available and
enforced;

{(d) Forest residues should be utilised only if new
independent research’ programmes 'reveal
management techniques which prevent net
nutrient losses and which also prevent the loss
of any forest habitats and ecological niches;

(e) A1l woodchips should be transported by rail to
Newcastle ‘for Toading onto “Targe vessels -
all.infrastructure costs to be met by the
operator.

In general this Council is unhappy with the quality of the
EIS in three respects. “Firstly, there are serious
inconsistencies in a number of areas - utilisation of
resources from private lands, supplies to other chip users,
resource availability, and-even between tables and diagrams,
eg Diagrams 3.2 and 5:1. Secondly, although a bibliography
is given, there is virtually no detailed reference to data
sources in the text thus ‘making-detailed confirmation of
information presented difficult to attain. Thirdly, we believe
that the Statement is'deliberately vague on the proposed
operations of the project after the inftial three-year period.
There is no environmental impact assessment in respect to the
ecological effects of the utilisation of forest residues,
agricultural clearings, regrowth thinnings, etc {in

? and there is no precise
information tendered on either 'the method of transport of

* chips or on the final export point.
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COMPANY STRUCTURE

Before examining the environmental effects of the EIS prepared
by Sawmillers Export Pty. Ltd., we wish to bring the attention
of the Government.to a matter concerning the structure of the
proposed company.~ On page 3 of the Statement details are

‘given of the proposed .ownership of the ‘company.. In stating

that the 51% holding of Blue Metal Imdustries will ensure

- atleast 51% Australian participation (as stipulated by
Cabinet Decision 3) (3) the EIS is in error. Blue Metal Industries,

as is clearly shown in the proposal, have a small element of
foreign ownership.themselves which reduces: the Australian
content, through Blue-Metal Industries, of Sawmillers Export
Pty. Ltd., to less than 50%. Admittedly, the consortium
indicates local sawmillers-are being considered as potential
participants, but no firm-details are given. This Council
recommends that the Government' should-stipulate in the terms
of any licence, if granted, that Australian ownership must
be 51% or greater.at all times.

THE RESOURCE

Utilisation of Forest Residues

This Council agrees that the proposal of Sawmillers Export
Pty. Ltd. to chip sawmill wastes would utilise a resource
which is being-burnt at-present. However, this Council is
concerned over the' obvious intention of- the Consortium to
move into direct forest-operations "(through the utilisation

-of forest residues together with silvicultural and agricultural

residues) after the initial three year period - "logging
?nd fbre?t residues also form part of the project resource"
2-Pg.10}. '

As stated clearly in our earlier submission (1-Pg.4), the
Nature Conservation Council beljeves that inadequate research
has been carried out in Australia on the effects of forestry
practices on nutrient cycling, soil erosion and wildlife
habitats.  We believe that, in the first instance, extraction
by heavy machinery could result in soil compaction, subsequent

" increased runoff and erosion coupled with' reduced germination

of seeds (4). Additionally, 'such disturbance could result

in a far greater incidence ‘of weed infestation which is

a growing problem in'native bushland throughout the North

Coast region.. -.Secondly,.the ‘removal-of forest residues can
have a marked effect upon thenutrient balance of the ecosystem.
Extensive studies-overseas have shown that careful research

.and planning is needed to ensure that the amount of nutrients

removed ‘in wood "products balances inpOts to the forest ecosystem
via rainfall, run-off and the weathering of the parent rocks.

If nutrient removal exceeds supply, it is obvious that a
gradual . rundown in available nutrients -will occur with a
parallel decline "in the forest's productivity. In the

gl -
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absence of suitable Australian research data we submit that no
residues should be utilised until such information becomes
available. This belief was re-echoed by the Senate Woodchip
Enquiry (5) where they-state, "Envivommental .threats, notably
those relating to soil nutrients, wildlife preservation and
the conservation of genetie characteristics are less well
understood. and. require further research to identify their

true nature and magnitude and to determine ways to counter
them effectively’ (Conclusion 4).

While we. concur with the proponents’ suggestion that further
research is necessary, we do not believe that it can be
effectively carried out within a three year period as proposed.
Our Executive Secretary personally participated in a forest
ecosystem study under the International Biolegical Programme
and even after five years‘concentrated ‘research by a team

of over twenty scientists only preliminary results were
emerging - additionally, in that case, much initial data

was available in direct contrast with the North Coast forests.
While this Council would recommend a minimum research period
of ten years, we feel that the economics of the operation,

the threat of future unemployment, “and the possible -withdrawal
of investment capital could mitigate against any future

NSW Government making a decision unfavourable to the consortium.
We, therefore, believe that any initial licence should only

be granted ‘in“respect to sawmill wastes derived from land
controlled by the Forestry Commission and that a new EIS
should be submitted in respect of any expansion utilising
forest residues. " If such a further EIS is deemed -satisfactory,
the Government could then issue a supplementary licence.

Although Sawmillers Export Pty. Ltd. believe that the Forestry

‘Commission would be “abTe “to ensure the removal of such forest

residues "in an envirommentally acceptuble manner", the

" Senate Enquiry (5) severely criticised Forestry Authorities

in Australia for -their - Tack of supervision, finding that “rot
only are current environmental protection measures inadequate

" in some respects but also that their enforcement is unsatisfactory"

(Conclusion 6). It'is worth'noting that the Premier has
already stated (&) that “before. the Forestry Commission is
allowed to become involved in the approvdl or management of

~any North Coaset woodechip schemes, there should be clear

legislative control over all forestry practices on public
or private lands, and the Forestry Commission must be able

. to demonstrate that.it can adequately carry out its ewxisting

commitments". In any case, additional supervision by the
Forestry Commission would amount to a Government subsidy
through wages paid- - this would be in direct contravension
of Cabinet Decisions 4 and 5 {3).
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This Council strongly believes that further research should
be fully funded by the proponents and not subsidised by the
NSW Government as suggested on page 37 of the EIS where

the consortium state that "the eipenses involved in these
studies could be. met jointly by the NSW Forestry Commission,
the. present timber companies operating in the region, and
the woodehip. export consortium.” This statement clearly
disregards the wishes of State Cabinet’ as expressed in their
Decision 4 and 5 (3).

Marginal Logs

While the consortium insists that the chipping.of mill wastes
only will have no environmental -impact,.this statement will
only be true as long as there is no pressure on sawmillers.
to remove reject logs which otherwise would have remained

to decay in the forest and thus to recycle their nutrients.

Similarly, whereas.the miller might not remove a -tree he can
see to only contain 30% sawlog-potential, he might be tempted

" to take such-a-log if he has a market (ie woodchip) for

the remaining 70%. This would lead to a more intensive use
of the existing forest resource without adequate- research
having been completed into the long term ecological effects
of such activities. Such operations must be strictly
forbidden under the terms of the 1icence for, as the Senate

“Inquiry (5)-states, "approval of any'such schemes should

however incorporate safeguards to ensure that material
chipped. is restricted to genuine wastes and residue, and
that additional trees are not felled merely to maintain or
inerease chip supplies". Similarly, the State Pollution
Control Commission (7 - Pgl0) recommended that "appropriate
measures be taken to ensure that logs could produce saleable
timber.are not fed.to chip mills."

Chips From Private Lands

The open-ended proposals over the use of non-sawmill waste
resources give little detail of the exact sources of such
chips and it is obvious {e.g. through the-use of agricultural
land clearing residues) that wood from private lands is
envisaged-being utilised. This is in-spite of the assurance
given on Page 4 of the EIS that “"timber from private lands
will not be purchased for chip production". The Cabinet
Decision 10 (3) states.clearly that "wastes from private
lands other than sawmill waste.and logging.waste are not to
be used for woodehipping until appropriate statutory controls
are enacted". However, 40% of the North Coast forested area
is under private ownership and this Council is most concerned
that no utilisation of these resources for chipping should

be permitted until, as recommended by the SPCC (7-Pg.7), "such

| &= ]
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time as there are adequate statutory powers to ensure the

proper environmental control of tree removal and forest
management on private lands". In fact the SPCC in 1975

was most concerned about the “possible indiscriminate
exploitation of private land to provide material for

woodchips" (7-Pg7). 1t is also worth noting the NSW-Labor Party
Policy (8) relating to woodchipping, which states:

"5, 2 That any chipping operations on the North Coast
be limited to woodehips derived from the slabs
offeuts and dockings that would be rejected as
wastes in. normal saw-milling operations and to
forest residues gathered from forests under the
supervision of the Forestry Commission in an
environmentally acceptable manner. That no
approval be given to the export of woodchips
derived from the milling of sawlogs derived from
private lands, until such time as there are
adequate statutory powers to ensure the proper
environmental control of tree removal and forest
management on.private lands."

No legislation has been passed, or-has been contemplated, to
our knowledge, and we submit that no use at all should be
made of any residues or wastes derived from wood harvested
from private lands at ‘this stage.

Availability of Resource

We believe that the proponents seriously over-estimated
the available resource and that a shortage of supply will
force them to utilise forest residues, logging wastes,

and to generally intensify forest activities on the North
Coast. Using figures "generally accepted by the timber
industry”, the SPCC (7-Table 5) found that 346,000 tons of woodchip
could be derived from sawmill wastes on the North Coast -
however Sawmillers Export Pty. Ltd. indicate in their EIS
that 533,774 tons are available (Table 3.1). They have
erred in allowing a conversion ratio of approximately 50%
waste from sawlogs when their own figure, 3.2, indicates
that 43% of sawlog volume could be utilised as chips and
while the SPCC uses a value of only 33%. The depiction of

“overall NSW data in Table 13.2 to indicate -an anticipated

increase in sawlog yield from plantations (thus counteracting
the expected sawlog decline forecast by' FORWEOD) is highly
misleading. If Table 3, Appendix B8-2 (7) from the SPCC
Inquiry Report which gives data relating to -the North Coast
region is examined a different picture’ emerges of the
availability of the resource. Cabinet'Decision 8 (3) states
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that sufficient waste wood must be available from tree felling
activities under the control of the Forestry Commission to
allow an export licence to be granted for 350,000 tons per
annum. Since the SPCC has found ‘that only 346,000 tons is
available now 'and, noting that saw log production from lands
over which the Forestry Commission has timber rights is
declining, this Council believes that there is very little
hope of obtaining such-a-yield from sawmill waste alone.

Our main concern is over the use of forest residues as
outlined above and consequently we wish to recommend that
the proponents should be requested:to provide precise data
on the source of its chips on an annual basis before their
proposal . is allowed.to’ proceed.

In describing the resource available the proponents estimate
that 270,000 tons of  1ogging residues would be avajlable

annually while continuing to state that silvicultural and

agricultural residues (including agricultural land clearing
residues) would add-to the total resource - -although they
"would net be used.at all in the initial stages of the woodchip
operation".

The Nature-Conservation Council believes that such statements
are the 'thin edge of the wedge' and indicate only too clearly
the sources from which chips will be-derived when the
proponents either realise that sawmill wastes will provide
much -1ess than 350,000 tons per annum or when the industry
wishes to expand. - At many points in the-EIS, Sawmillers
Export Pty. Ltd. try to pull a veil over their proposed
supplies (excluding sawmill wastes) and nowhere is there any
assessment of the ecological impact such activities would

have upon forest ecosystems. "However, the Forestry Commission

(7-Pg.53) has indicated~that, were regrowth thinnings to be

chipped (as proposed) “there would be a greater rate of
removal of thirmings from forests than would occur if there
were no woodchip industry". On the-other hand the Forestry
Commission (7-Pg.28) believes that “"only a very small
percentage of the.potentially available logging waste and
unsaleable trees (reject trees) from State Forests could be
utilised for woodehips since the material would have to be
extracted. .... without damage to the forest environment".

In fact Sawmillers Export Pty. Ltd. note that there is
understandable concern that ‘the "extraction of additional
material from the forest .... may have certain adverse
environmental impacts". They state "if however the operation
were to be expanded by utilising logging waste or silvicultural
thinnings for woodchips, then it could be expected that
roading, .log. dumps and the general damage done in the forest
by mobile equipment could be extended".

- n
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When one removes the availability of resource derived from
private lands and also takes into account the-belief of
the Forestry Commission (7-Pg.8) that there should be
considerable doubts about the economic feasibility of
removing most logging wastes and probably any silvicultural
residues from forests (under their jurisdiction) in an
environmentally acceptable manner, it therefore seems
difficult to see from where exactly the-chip resource will
be derived. - Can the proponents justify their belief that
"a woodchip project, once in operation on the North Coast,
is bound to.develop and expand" without heavy use of
forest residues, utilisation of timber~from private lands
and possibly even future clearfelling at a time when the
NSW Government may have pressure exerted upon it to
maintain the level of employment initially created on a
resource (based solely on-sawmill waste as continually
emphasised in the EIS) which clearly does ‘not exist.

TRANSPORT

While every attempt is made in the EIS to convey the impression
that rail transport is the method to be used; "where economics
permit chips will be trucked from North Coast sawmills to

the nearest rail siding in the area, them railed to Newcastle"
(2-Pg.4), "the chips are to be exported by road and rail

to Kooragang Island" (2-Pg.35), Diagram 2.1, together with
lengthy discussion of precise details; the consortium's

real intention is-clearly stated on Page 20 - 'road
transport to Newcastle ie proposed initially". Even when
'expansion' occurs, Sawmillers Export Pty. Ltd. state that
they would "be involved in considerable capital expense to
effect the rail transport of chips" (2-Pg.20). However, it

is worth noting that the cost of rail haulage of approximately
$10/tonne would be offset by -both the 'saving in the shipping
freight rate and also by the contribution of about $5/tonne
towards the fixed costs of the NSW Government Railways.

Since no detailed negotiations have been completed with the
Public Transport Commission nor has'any precise information
been presented on relative costs; "There are many areas yet
to be finalised .... relating to economic and financial
aspects of the proposal" (2-Pg.54); we submit that the
proponents have no intent to utilise the railway network to
transport chips.

This Council is concerned at the imprecise nature of the
traffic density figures given in Table 6.1- - do these

relate to maximum, minimum or average data? We also wish

to dispute that the stated figure of 12.9% increase (Pacific
Highway, north of Kempsey) (2-Pg.22} is not a significant value.
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It is interesting to note (5-Pg.22) that experience in
Tasmania indicates that "wear and tear i1s not a function
of vehicle mumbers, heavy vehicles have a much greater
impact than cars". It is also worth remembering that
several submissions from Tocal councils to the SPCC

Inquiry indicated that "costs of road maintenance are a
heavy burden" (5).and that "the woodehip industry should
pay for maintenance .... through levies on the trucks or
by earnings of the product". It makes economic nonsense to
have 20: trucks per day using the Pacific Highway between
Coffs Harbour and Newcastle with their consequential road
damage while-unitised trains are available to perform the
same task and in addition contribute over $1 million annually
to the NSW Government. ' However, the proponents refute
strongly in Section 16.5-that any attempt should be made

to levy further royalties on woodchips produced from

-sawmill waste. We also wish to question the proponents'

concept of the use of unitised trains and draw attention
to their statement that such trains "will therefore travel
north empty" -(2-Pg2l).  This Council does not understand

why this should neccessarily be the case in all circumstances.

In fact, the consortium is not even convinced that Newcastle
should be the export point, "Newcastle .... may not be

the ultimate port.used for woodchip export", "Newcastle

will be used, even if for a limited period", and "the
congortium would favour the use of Coffs Harbour". This
Council believes that both the State Government and the

SPCC have already made it abundantly clear that Coffs
Harbour is not favoured as an export point for woodchips,
while Cabinet Decision 13 (3) clearly states that "Newcastle
is preferred as the port of shipment for the industry".

COMMUNITY IMPACT

Although the proposal indicates that additional employment
will be directly available for 164 persons (Pg.30), this
Council believes, especially in the light of decreasing
sawlog availability on the North Coast, that many of these
positions would be filled by persons ‘already working in the
timber industry. It is considered highly 1ikely that

a considerable proportion of the 110 persons estimated to

be additionally employed in the mills (2-Table 8.1) would be
existing mill workers whose duties would be re-organised.
Sawmills operating at or near the 'break-even' point

-financially will not be keen to take responsibility to employ

additional staff when the re-direction-of existing workers
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may prove sufficient - atleast initially. The Premier

.of NSW has publicly stated (6)-that the . North Coast "is

a tourist resort and tourism will ensure its economic
future". Additionally, he has stated (6) that 'the
residents of the North Coast would benefit more directly
if the offictal and unofficial subsidies which the State
and Federal Governments would have to give to.a woodehip
industry, were directed to supporting developments more
obviously in.the residents' interest; for example, the

. support of local light industry, the proper management

of the North Coast forests to support the sustained
production of. sawlogs, better tourist facilities and support
for the commercial fishing industry".

In a number of instances in the proposal, Sawmillers Export
Pty. Ltd. undertake to guarantee supplies of chips to both
Hardboards of Australia and Australian Paper- Manufacturers.
However, on Page 37, the proponents state that such supplies
"will be available in such levels that the viability of the
chip export project is not reduced". In other words,
Hardboards and Australian Paper Manufacturers would only
receive chips surplus to Sawmills Export requirements.

This statement assumes greater significance when the already
demonstrated low resource availability is taken into account.
We submit that the establishment of a North-Coast woodchip
export project, as envisaged'in‘this proposal by Sawmillers
Export Pty. Ltd., would seriously diminish resources required
by Hardboards and Australian Paper Manufacturers and will
ultimately reduce future employment potential of these two
companies.

This Council fails to understand how this proposal complies
with the Cabinet- intentions “laid down~ to—Mr. Chapman of Allen
Taylor (3) where' it is stated that therGovernment needs to

- be satisfied that the proposal “"provides an equitable return

to all sawmillers" and that the proponents will "protect
prices paid to those sawmillers who are not able to
participate financially in the venture". In Section 15.2
the consortium notes that "it Zs yet to be seen whether the
sawmillers of the area will be willing to provide the
necessary capital' (ie by buying equity in the project),
while on Page 52-they state "if the consortium has the
responsibility. for transporting chips from the mill, they
may make similar distance-adjustments to the price paid".
This Council would like to see a detailed statement from the
proponents indicating the names of sawmills prepared to
participate, the price to be paid for their chips, and the
impact of such arrangements on local mill employment.
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7.2

Page 10

CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

In conclusion, the Nature Conservation Council finds that
the Environment Impact Statement for a North Coast
woodchip .export . project.as proposed. by Sawmillers Export
Pty. Ltd. is unsatisfactory in its presentation, lacks
adequate data for proper informed judgement to be made

of the relative merits and demerits of the project, and
deliberately seeks to withhold certain'decisions until

a more opportune time when the NSW Government might be
prepared to be more flexible with its controls. This
Council wishes to bring the Government's: attention to the

“Senate Committee's main-recommendation-(5) that "with
‘the exception of proposed projects intending to use as chip

materials only wasbe from genuine sawlog operations, no
licence for the export of woodchips should be issued to

' new projects". They-also emphasised that any such licences

issued should be revoked immediatety~if additional felling

operations occur after the inittal approval.

Specifically, the proposal does not satisfy, beyond all
reasonable doubt, the following NSW-Government Recommendations:

Cabinet Decision 3

Cabinet Intention

Cabinet Decision &4 & 5

Cabinet Decision 7(b)

Cabinet Decision 8
Cabinet Decision 9
Cabinet Decision 10

Cabinet Decision 11
Cabinet Decision 13
SPCC Recommendation 4.2

SPCC Recommendation 4.4

51% Australian equity

Equitable return and protected
prices to sawmillers.

No Government financial contribution,

'support or guarantee.

Evidence on ecological effects.

Sufficient waste wood to be available
from Forestry Commission fellings.

Controls on woodchips: from Forestry
Commission lands.

Controls on woodchips from private
lands.

Additional tree felling for woodchips.
Newcastle as port of shipment.
Woodchips derived from private lands.

Measures to ensure saleable sawlog
timber not fed tochip mills.
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7.3 OQur Final Recommendations are as follows:

- RECOMMENDATION 1

A FURTHER- DETAILED STATEMENT BE REQU{RED FROM: SAHM%LLERS -EXPORT PTY. LTD.

" INDICATING:

(1) THE EXISTING. SOURCES OF CHIPS ON AN ANNWAL BASIS.

{31)- SPECIFIC COSTS OF RAIL AND/OR ROAD-TRANSPORTATION OF CHIPS.

(ii1)  SPECIFIC INTENT TO PERMANENTLY UTILISE ‘NEWCASTLE.

(iv) - SAFEGUARDS TO ENSURE-NO- ADDITIONAL REMOVAL:-OF WOOD FROM
: - FORESTS.

{v) DETAILS OF PARTICIPATINGSAWMILLS AND- CHIP- PRICING--STRUCTURE.

. REGOMMENDATION 2

- UPON SAT-ISFACTORY COMPLIANCE WITH RECOMMENDATION .1.,. ANB AFTER FURTHER

“PUBLIC SCRUTINY, PERMISSION.BE-GRANTED FOR- A LICENEE FOR-THE-CHIPPING
-OF SAWMILL WASTES FROM TIMBER-DERIVED FROM LANDS’ ONLY-UNDER THE

~ JURISIDICTION OF THE FORESTRY-'COMMISSION.

*'RECOMMENDATION 3

() -  NO-PERMISSION ‘BE- GRANTED-FOR-THE- UTILISATION OF FOREST

- RESIDUES, SILVICULTURAL -THINNINGS, ETG:, EVEN--FRGM FORESTRY
COMMISSION: LANDS:, UNTAL:FURTHER-INDEPENDENT -RESEARCH, FUNDED

oo ca o BY- THE PROPONENTS ‘UNDER<THE- SUPERVISION OF THE- NSW GOVERNMENT

TS COMPLETED AND: PUBLISHED."

- (b)) ¢ -NO-ADDITIONAL LICENCE TO: BE-GRANTED: UNTTIL~A -NEW- ENVIRONMENT

- <IMPACT STATEMENT- IS PREPARED-, ' SUBMITTED, -SUBJECTED TO PUBLIC
v EXAMINATION; AND- FOUND *SATISFACTORY.'

* "RECOMMENDATION 4

TFIMBER -FROM PRIVATE- LANDS- SHOUL:D- GNLY BE -PERMITTEDR-TO BE UTILISED,

SUBJECT- TO THE ABOVE RECOMMENDATIONS-,*WHEN-ABEQUATE STATUTORY

- CONTROLS ARE ENACTED-TO- ENSURE THE- PROPERTENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT

OF PRIVATE LANDS.



(1

{(2)

(3)

(4)

(5)

.(6)

(7

(8)
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2 May 1975

Stella Enervoldson

Big Banana

Coffs Harbour .

New South Wales 2450

Dear Mrs. Enervoldson,

As arranged with Inez Thackway (and after speaking with Paul Scobie
of the Australfan Conservation Foundation) I am attaching a 11st of
north coast environment organisations which might be of help with
regard to your Antf-Woodchip Campafign.

Anti-woodchip Action Committees have been set up at Mullumbimby (Rus
Maslin);; Maclean (Don Wattus); Tamworth (Robert Prater):
Laurieton (J111 Diewok); Armidale (Peter Metcalf); Port Macquarie
{Grace Easterbrook); Coffs Harbour (Peter Roberts).

If we can be of further help or {f you require any other environment
and conservation organfsations' names and addresses further afield,
please do not hesitate to contact us.

Towards a better environment,

Pam Howard
for
NSW Environment Centre



[ ) N,

WOODCHIPPING ON THE NORTH COAST -~

SOME BACKGROUND- NOTES

. CONTENTS

1. Table of Information

2. Sources of Woodchips

3. Argﬁmeﬁts for and against
4. Major st;étemenis on the issue -
2. Pulpwood productiqn

6. Government Inquiries

Compiled by Jeff Angel
Research Officer

Total Environment Centre
December, 1974,



4. SUMMARY OF CURRENT

EXPORT WOODCHIP PROPOSALS FOR N.Sﬂl; NORTH CQAST

Hardboard Austra-
lia Ltd.

iMuswellbrook),
Sydney Metrop.
Taree, Wauchope,
Part of Tamworth
not included in
AA report

, . Tonnes Forest Trucks Income $m
Consortium oer year Districts Harbour Chi??éll Employment per day Market per year
4.1 C.Itoh & Co.Ltd, 350,000 Coffs Harbour Coffs Harbour Sawmills  50-55 men for 75 Japan 2.1 to saw-
AlTIen Taylor & Co. by year Kempsey, Glen {(to be dredged) forest opera- millers,
Ltd. (sub51dlary Innes, Private tions. 20 men 2.4-to trans-
of Blue Metal property within in transport & port indus-
Industries Ltd. 75 miles of associated try.
Coffs Harbour services
re2 Standard Sawmill- Increas- S5till investi- Pinkenba Wharf, Not Not stated Not Japan Not stated
ing Co. Pty Ltd, ing from gating Brisbane stated stated
(owned by Duncans 300,000
Holdlngsy to 500 00
Carter Consolidat- over five
ed Ltd. years
a3 Toyonenka (Ausm 300,000 Tamwoxrth Iluka (480M Possibly 120 men at 70~80 Japan Minimum of
tralia) Pty Ltd., minimum Walcha of northern Iluka or chip plant (s) 1.3 to state
Nippon Pulp In- breakwater to satellite 50 men in Government
dustry Co. Ltd. be moved 100M chip plant transport (rates, etc)
{(Japan, Toyomenka to north west) or at saw- 20 indirect
- Kaisha Ltd.(Japan) mills
4o Companles in No.3 Not Discussions Brisbane Industrial Not Not Japan Not stated
Proposal known continuing possibly area of stated stated
with Q’1d. Fisherman’'s Brisbane Pt,
Dept.Forests Island & at sawmill
1.5 Companles in No. 3 259.000 Newcastle (Tea Kooragang Is. - At loading Not Not Japan Not stated
Proposal and Gardens N.W, 10 Newcastle site stated stated
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.. 2. SOURCES'OF WOODCHIPS .

1. Itoh/Taylor = °

i)

«.: "Crown lod residues. such as branches, from
areas being logged for sawmill 1099“

. 1i1) "The tnlnnlng of suppressec trees 'in areas being
logged .."
iii) . "Silvercultural thlnnlngs from'regrowth or even
.. . age..stands. w1th a 15-20 plus year history ..."
. Trees that are to be removed for thinning will
‘_ be narked by, the Fo*estry Commission."
;?)'1"T1mber stand lmprovement of araas that have not
" " been prev10usly logged.. .This entails the removal
of trees that the Forest*y Commission desxqaates
. as unwanted . . N
ﬂ%i{ “Prlvate propert} sources wxll come from areas
“ - ‘where. tlmbe‘ stands are not wanted. These areas
will be felled and. sawlogs removed before the
_ remainder is used for wooéchlns
vi) “Sawmill residue T |, ..,
' (preliminary E.I.S. . .p 2)
The project "does not.envisage any departure from
existing sawmilling and/or forestry practices on.
the North Coast" (Allen Taylor letter to Total
Environment Centre, 20th November 1974).
2. Standard Sawmilling/Carter. - - 8. L%
" 1) Mill waste, slabwood; ‘edgings etc. arising in
s avmilkise - T rwc ol T LT
i1i) Thinnings arising from forest management programa;
1ii) Waste and non-millable logs;frpm.exfsting forest
operqtlons.
iv). Felllnq from land clearance and replantlng programs."

- v..._l

"THere is no suqqestlon that areas of forest be clearfel‘ed..

(Preliminary E.I.S. pp 1-2)



3 & 4. Toyomenka. I(AWSt.).” ... i

" «.. this project is not based on the normal method— =..
of obtaining woodchips,. i.Je. a: clearfelllng forest
operation, which has become so distasteful to
J et o tedologists and environmentalists®

Toacd (preliminary @E.I.S. :vEnvirédrimental Considerations p 1)

wianl pecss ol i) v Sawlog/sawmill.residué. iC

i1) forest residue from Forestry Commission's silver-
fﬁunr;ﬁz‘rﬂ'culture and reafforestatlon programs.
IRV 5 6.5 N clearrng of prlvate lanas. »
el '”(WnV1ronmental Questionnaire p 3}

L)

GENERAL"U FOQESTQY CO%MISSION O“ N ) W

ST

"In the opinion of the FOfeery Commission, there
are, apart from the Eden area, no Crown or State-
pwevEodn. o 0 owned timber resources-in N.S.W, which will support
Lout oy s r Linl an economically -viable woodchlp export project
SRR ER S -31mllar to that at Eden

"However, under some c1rcumstances it may be feasible
to establish and operate small projects based on the
chipping of sawmill waste "(at present usually burnt},

wis i e zea.. - . .and possibly supplemented by the use of some forest
ety s .0 . .material not currently, usable, (e.g. heads of some
trees, from which the main stem has been removed as
.a sawloq- trees.. of exce331vely bad form or faultiness
"such as are destroyeﬂ durlnq timber stand lmprovement
treatments) . o o N
(woodchlps £Fom Bden- ) T

3. ARGUMENTS FOR AND AGAINST.

wTThéuféiibeﬁé is‘é‘euhMEr?'bf the“ﬁajor arguments
for and agalnst the woodchlpplng pro;ects.

T ot B W m e v BRI .o - .. ]

'~ ARGUMENTS FOR: -~

in

i e -‘a';' A R
A. Economic

i) More efficient use of timber resocurces.

ii) Contribute to nation's export earnings.



4.
iii) Motel/hotel businesses- englneerlng works; and
automotive industry will benefit from the various
activities associated with‘the- operation.

3 .iv) ¢ -Provide employment and help ‘protect present work-
force.

oY) s WTourists will ‘he attracted by ship and tug activity

"“‘{-ln the- port area.'

vi) Increases capﬁtal investient in the area e.g.

.Coffs Harbour project provrdes opportunity to
i“udevelop aeep water port

-

" B. Env1tonmental

i) - Pollutlon from sawm;‘ls reSLdue (being burnt off)

reducded. -
& .iiT Reductlon of flre hazard in forests
ill) Increasee forest floor space allows greater tree

Cwine LLTE Ligrowth and supports larger ‘populations of animals

such as macropods.
“'i&)--ﬁRivérs nbt-pbiidted by forest residues.
V) No clear fellqu. S

uvi):' Precautlons will be taken, for example the port
- developments involved in. the Coffs Harbour scheme
will not affect the beach nar future improvements.
Nor will the water run-off from the chip pile
et o afféct marine ¢lfe, Blow-off of chips from the
R plle and trucks w111 be preventea.

e

SRR v11) Increased revenue from forest operatlons enable

. & fach" 1mp*oved system of wildlife protection to
be ihstituted. - (N.S.,W, Forestry Commission argqu-
ment )

€. - Social

woirr ot - ]

i) The growtn of- populatlon stimulated by the wood-
_chlp industry will facilitate the improvement of
socidl dmenities. ’Shops, roads, schools, etc.)

- P PR PR

P R .o



Ry ' ARGUMENTS  AGAINSTixi= .2

\‘..- »‘d..' l "‘.n.u-: - LA T e b . e .

A..nsconomxc FET A

st eaEst iy Lo .Disruption -of €oéurist - *rdustry by degradation of
: the environment {see B). -

‘oo W0 Tourismtisa composititn of ‘transport, accommoda-
tion, catering$?retéiling, -entertainment and sight-
seelng services. It is a stablllser in a world of

. rural fluctuatlons.'%~'¥~ ” -
At least flve major’tourlst land developments were
reported by Peter Allen in the Sun -Herald (15.8.73)
. to be either planned.gr. uﬁaer uaymon the North
Coast - at Port Stephens, Valla Beach (near
it T ms w7 o Nambucca. Heads) 'y Ahgourie {10 km from Iluka):
o Coffs Harbour and Ballina. - ™

- =5..78ie! John: Flller, “then Minister for Decentralisation
and Development, said that the multiple benefits

LT el “.:'l'.c".'. .+ from:the Clarende- Valle! devel opments "could be
R TP S Te A “”Veryf‘sbgnlflcant" 1n terms of employment and in--
come. NERE R .

Chatrman' ofsthe N.S.W. DéVeprmeht Corporation,
Mr. Gorcon McCartney, who is involved in these pro-
posals, expresséed ‘sentimentc about Gold Coast type
development, which could eqgually apply to the
PR S " Woodchip’ projects. “He' s3id,’ "We'are not going to
ProTe Inithlg -fh allow’ something- that w;ll destroy the uniqueness
ST R of the env1ronment N

EEE A .. R .l-""'

i . N .‘ - = o
Lra e .- <=

As early ast 1959 Mrs: rsT ‘H.,' Bhaw (Senior Lecturer -
in ‘Town'! Plannlng, Univérsity of N.S.W. ) told a
North Coast Tourlst Development Conference, held

cE o rIEmEGT dn. Qraftop: "Two - vitadl i matters in ‘developing a
S ¢ 3L1reglon, pertlcglarly for tourlsm, are the availa- -
SRTE mLeaienn L Veipility of s 1land®the” accesv to it.

T

Forest reserves and areas of landscape value and
of unigue flora and fauna imist-not be sacrificed. .
' In fact these are the e*ements for promoting
R s recreatlon anu enjoyment'“

_.:‘:.. D -:ii',u
H L 4

~14;ourlsm, llke properlj managed forests, has an
indefinite life, but its econonic impact is far
greater. It is bound to grow as leisure time
increases: entails more amenable jobs than forestry:
and stimulates the preservation of diversity.



ii)

i)

iiiy

6.

Chipped forests are used for wasteful’packaging,
representlng a m;sallocatlon of resources.

MCosts of - malntalnlng roads: danaged by the flow of
- .-trucks carrylnq woodchlps.: T N

[ f ’

There ls ‘a 1ack of aqreement about future demand for
forest products. Pro:ectlons have depended on in-

- accurate -estimates of populationm gréwth and wood

competing products. .
(See also K. & V. Routley -~ "The Fight for the Forestsg")

B. Environmental

i)

[

Ty i

snlqglnq tracks.

"T PR .....: N

Only 2.7% of North Coast forests are preserved in

..National Parks -and Nature Reserves. A larger percent-

age {subject to study)  is needed to: provide a solid

1}-base for tourism andpreserve’ diversity: The proposals

will. 1rrevocably damage and’ commit some  of our best

;;sforests to wood ptoductlon, to the etc3u51on of other -
-:-'.."»'uSES- RO e TN L e ' Lo i

N e

'TThe woodchlp proposals are the "thwn end of the wedge"
~for the .establishment of :a" pulp wbod industxy. Such °

an industry iz highly pollut ng and often employs

.the clear felllnq method to obtaln 1ts raw material.

Si Pl

Z-Removal of fo*est waste weans loss of habitat for
3sowe anlmsls-;;mg. SRR Lo

Increaseo flow of trucks causes noise anddust pollutloa.

.Traffic flows will also be. adversely aftected therefore
41nterfer1nq wrth recreatlon and tourlsm.

I £

can it L+ ,| - AT iRy

Plsruptlon of 3011 in areas for ‘thinfiing, e.g.

;_ Aty
i

3

f}rhlp mllls, duwps and Shlps (20;000 to: 40,000 tons)
-are.a-visual -eyegsore and potentlal catlisgés of other

types of porlutloq.-,m oovd R i-u:?

Lack of research 1nto env1ronmental effects of
proposals -'.i,: AL S -t e ' "-"' . . s -

Possrble 1ntroductlon of "dle-back" in forests. This

-};funqal dliseasé caused by Phytophthora Clnnamoml) is
.spreagd hy. heavy nachlnery. AR

'3¢ndustry could’ lead to 5011 e’

‘srpnjcaqsing siltation
of catchment areas. T L

[T



_ 7.
. Coom Socia'l'-- ST L ..=+_'!"v".:' ST e o

Lo T O RTINS s

i) Preservatlon of dlverSLty in self suseainina units.

" This ‘allows people: to -chooke a rangs of ‘environmental
experiences ‘and activities,: e.g., wilderness areas
provide a sense of adventure anc eolltaae for bush-
-warkers. B : -

-1 . e e Sommnnmon Y

RECKRIN 5 1 B Secrery surrouﬂdmng tHe current proposals.

I

o I .:-‘,. JRERTS

- P S

4. __MAJOR STATEMENTS ON THE ISSUE~ '~ ~ = 77

Ll » "The woodchip export industrxy now thr eatens enormous areas

_ ) .of native-forest-in Australia with major changes Large

measae s scale woodchi pprnq will prov1de an- rnferlor env1ronment

Lee Lon Toover: largerareas, “have drasgti¢ ‘éffects on wildlife, and

= mnonseriously reduce the value of great areas of forests from
the point of view of values other tharn wood production.
These effects will be produced without any .adequate re-
;.. : search on their likely environmental effects."
S ‘P & V. Rourley,'"”he Frght for the Forests)

e 2 ~-"tn the oplﬂlon of the Forestry commission, there are
apart from the Eder area, nc Crown or State—wned timber
resources in'N,S.¥. which will- auoport an economically
viable woodchip export prOJect similax’' to that at Eden."
(Tne ForeSury Commlsslon of N W.ﬂ_“woodchips from Eden.") '’

et 3.~ ”Er Day : (MAA CaSLno) saldﬂthe facts were that neither
the woodchip nor 'the. port facilities posed any threat
whatever to the envm“onment ox to a1y other industries
..+ 1n the.valley.™: '

"At the same time our timber industry will be greatly en-
.o c. o i hanced By economic use being made of waste material and
: s, .~ .port: facilities would be a great boost ‘to profitable grain
production in the area.
(Northern Qtar, Llsmore, 7 12 74 Y.
4, "Mr. oCOble (W, S W Pro1ect offlcer, ‘Australian Conserva-~
tion Foundation) said the woodchip industry uerllzed saw-
crae . mill. waste. © However,” the waste contributed only 30% of
- .~woodchips. . The remairning 70% came from forest areas ...
Certain areas are already beilg over“cut. It appears as
. .if the companies involved will end:up.clear ' felling to
“meét and meintain overseas- contractsy"
(The Advocate, Coffs Harbour, 16.12,. 74)



Hon, T. L. Lewis .
Premier Elect- - '
Parliament-House

I

em b Naa ERtaL . .a

“Representatives of 34 organisations meeting in Coffs

Harbour 15 December completely oppose current chipmill
projects on 'North Coast which we regard s thin end of
wedde' for accelerated destruction of North Coast and
Tablelahds forests. We call on NSW Government to reject
these destructive projects for which adeguaté supporting
scientific studies are not available. Northern NSW

‘heeds-dedication of adequate system of parklands before

chipmilling “is considered,

Grace M Easterbrook
Chairman of Coffs Harbour Meeting

 Phone: Port Macquarie 83-1804

Ly

w7 (Proceedings,  Part 5V p -117)

PULPWOOD ‘PRODUCTION

The production of woodchips is only one stage in the

" process by which timber is converted into wood pulp.

Thié: Forwood Conference identified a number of forces that
would stimulate the establishment of a major pulpwood
industry:

. “One of the reasons for impésing the export control on

wood chips in Australia was to ensure that a reasonable
degree of further processihg.weuld be underfaken in
Australia if econgmically feasible .in the not too distant

" future. The wood.chip exporting projects which presently
-, have .approval to.export, all have an obligation to at

least examine.the feasibility of pulp productign and, if
feasible, to construct and operate a.pulp mill.”

“The forest development consequent upon chip.export
however, should have the advantage of upgrading the
forests.concerned to produce a higher. quality pulpwood
suitable for the manufacture of pulp for export. The

- present indications .of.the future development of -a pulp

" “export market in.Japan and the upgrading of. forests

-

should weigh' in the favour of the:feasibility of develop-

" hent of -pulp, mi1ls gbnsequent upsn: chip export.
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The introduction of a uniform crop and demand is
reinforced by pollution legislation in Japan:

"Anti-pollution legislation in Japan could cause

: ..Japanese pulp and paper makers to set up plants in

other countries such as Australia." {Ibid. p 113)

Already, planning for pulp mills bhas begun. In a copy
of an unverified letter (23.8.74) sent to the Total
Environment Centre, Toyomenka {Aust.) Pty. Ltd. told
the forestry and Timber Bureau:

"We confirm that we will carry out a feasibility study
for a pulp mill within five years of operation. If the
study indicates viability then we will erect a pulp
mill by 1985." S S

Significantly (in an accompanying letter) the General
Manager noted the Forestry Commission had "pressed" them
to make such a study. He added, there would be problems
of resource limitations {at least 800,000 tonnes of chips
needed for. an economically viable proposition), water
supply and "that a pulpmill in the area {Iluka) would be
so offensive to the environment that the erection of .
such a plant would never be approved." . ;

The important point however, is that the N.S.W. Forestry
Commi.ssion is prepared to pressure for pulp mills and
presurably to back this up by a massive commitment of
our forests. ’
‘Standard Sawmillihg, and Carter Consolidated have explicitly
stated their intention to enter pulpwood production. '
 "When a sufficiently great annual volume of wood is being
recovered (800,000 tonnes) and when econcmic conditionsg
permit, the joint venture propose to install a pulp mill

to convert the chips into a more. vaiuable end product,
for sale either within Australia or overseas, .depending’
upon demand. Possible precducts would be:

neutral sulphite semi-chemical pulp

Kraft pulp s ees pRR

corrugated medium refiner board ., .

pacticle. board" .

{Preliminary R.I.5. p 2)

Australian Paper. Manufacturers.Ltd. are to use their own
eucalupt plantations on former agricultural lands in

the Bellingen Digtrict, to produce wood pulp. A.P.M.'s
approach is at first. sight. nore responsible, because it
does not involve public forests. WNevertheless, taken
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together the woodchip and pulp projects, if allowed to

"get a foot in% will make it all the harder for the

other values of forests, to receive eéxpression. Bargaining
power will be built up in terms of contracts, employment

_and capital investment. This_ and the bureaucracy of the

“orestry Commission Sﬁstw;fWillgpg:levelled against

L u o CONServationists.,.

6.

GOVERNMENT "INQUIRIES ‘ '

At present, the State Pollution Control Commission
(GPO Box 2202, Sydney, 200l) is analysing submissions

. received for its investigation into the proposed woodchip

industry on the North Coast. The last date for
submissions is 31 December 1974, and terms of reference
are:

m % ' The availability and location of both public
' and private timber resources suitable for
woodchipping, and consideration of the
alternative uses and demands for such
resources.

- % . [ Environmental and Felated matters which are
N 'Iéssppiated_With.the procurement of timber
resogurces for woodchipping.

* The general aspects of transportation,
establishment and operation of the necessary
plant for processing and despatch of woodchips.

* The relationship between environmental, socio-
economic and other aspects of the woodchip
industry. '

* The safeguards that would be necessary to control

pollution and the disposal of waste and to protect
the environment, with respect to all aspects of
the woodchip industry.® -

Specific proposals will almost certainly be submitted
early in the New Year in a developers’ rush., The Standard
Sawmilling/Carter project was proposed in preliminary

form as far back as October 1973,

When applications are made for export licences, the
Australian Government becomes involved. A further

inquiry may be instituted at this stage, probably depending
on how well the relevant Ministers have been lobbyed.



i
:
. ;‘ L
B L U ' ‘« Lls
. REFERENCES ' .
‘Drel*mlnary Environmental Impact Stauements by Alan
Taylor & Co. Ltd. and C. Itoh & Co. Ltd- Stgndard
Sawmilling Co. Pty. Ltd. and Carter Consolldated Ltd:
and Toyomenka (Australia) Pty. Ltd,
R. and V., Routley - The Fignt for the Forests .
(A.N.U. Press, 1¢74.}
FPorestry Commission of HW.S.W. - wbodchips;from Eden ‘§
oo ‘ (pampnliet). : . . b ;

Clarence Reqlonal Conference - Planning for Tourist d :
. Development on the North' Coast. ¥ 1}

{University of New Englanc.
Grafton, 1959.)

: )
. Forestry and Wood-Based Industries Development-ConFerence : 2
: . - - Working. Party Report. : T
.Part 5. pulp and Wood Chip. -i :
L '.
¢ )
-}". i
' '
e B
A 2N
PN
R
L
k
’ " [



Kilg  Paisal
frant-line Staves in
ok: He may be hosi to
dtiminit of the comfrontauon
' ‘mmndhncnmmh.

iono scelent that on
ow falls the onua of
Ufhe Arabs together.
Iargely King Falsal,
.-muuruuve and

BPOOY
Itnd htmselr a

cohowever, it s
-Dr

35 1ike
ror with !io Bloties.
: reply, the Amerl-
‘W reglly are ‘woreied
naw: ¢they will make Israel
leld They will clothe Hadat
N ggaln - and {2 the finest Da-
Vo mapmcus aiik,

. N

- Who®
fotasis  perpendicular,

, the national herltage

AMBA™'  says the

switchigirl when 1
ask for a number there.
“I'd love to be up that
way now beautiful
country, plenty of fish,
nice oid pubs. It hasn’t

“ been spoilt by man yel.”

Not yet — but Yamba, NEW
may Le smack on the edge of
a woodchlp wilderness {f
reported plans w0 chew up
northern NBW forests gain
appyoval, Don  Wattus, an
economics-gecgTaphy  teacher
at the ares’s Meclean High
School,
they won's.

He 15 the man I'm ringing.
He's besn oul catehing Jewfiuh
on the high tide — bui he
fears the tide ix running out
for NBW’' magmnificent North
Coast. "We seain ¢ be anx-
lous to hand over everything
we've gol Lo the Japansse,” he
says. "And we can’t rely on
the Iedaral CGovernment to
prutect us on thia issuo.”

Mr Waltus i asccretary of
the Clarence Valley Environ-
ment Protection Sootety. one
of wore thaun 80 conservation
organlsations fighting to atop
Japanese-Austratian woodchip
penetiration. The Industry 1is
seeking four footholds n an
area 400 mlies deep and 150
miles wide.

Woodchip-comblnes want t/o
siphonn  NSW  woodchips
Japan from four outleta: Ptn-
kenba whar! (Brisbane), Coffs
Harbor, Tluks (near Yambs)
and Kooragang Ialand (New-
castlel. The vislon splendid:
mobile chippers swallowing
dwindling native forest to pro-
\‘:,dc pulp for paper and card-

at

| Anxiety

The ‘short Iibbes of Austra-

llen  hardwood pulp are
crush-resisiant In the {final
(ephemera])  product; the

Jepsiosc mix them with long-
fibred snti-tearing aoftwood

" paip. And thai sdds up to a

gom_gutlook for Australiana
preter  their quca].vpl;
no
puiped for profil.

;. A young north coast aank.
mm Tim Btrange, suggosi-

hiopes desperately that ‘
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ice on hollday to register
his anxiety.

He likes to show hia
daughters the koalas in the
bush behind the little pub at
Tiuks, but the woodchippers,
he cays, want that outlei-site

et

By IAN MOFFITT

*Prime spob night behind the
bonch™, And every four mn-
utes, he says, u mighty wood-

chip-carrier will roar  along
the road . ..

“Dlggest fish produeing rhver
on  Australin's  coast, the
Clarence.,” he  elainwg, “Only
the Gulf produces more
prawns, The wowdchip busin-

s will cause erosion and sii-
tation If they teu Iv in; the
professignal fishermen nre up
In arms, And e fear of it Is
affecting  tourlsm  aircudy,
people osk: ‘Is the woodchiy
going In?' belore they makc
bookings.”

Four cottsortiums, three wilh
Japanese boacklng, and  ull,
apparently, with NEW
forestry  Commlssion  blessing.
now want Lo slot NBW's North
Cuast Lo the woodchip Jig-
saw, Tie Jopnnese companles
involved are C. Iloh and Co
14d, Toyomenks r(Aust) Dty
L. Nippon Pulp Indusiry Co
Ltd, (Japan), and Toyomunku
Kalsha 144, (Japan).

Tihey state, In sumtuarion of

. thelr aims, that thoy will uze

sawmill-waste and  forest-
waste tunbsr lylng i the
bush., Examples: “There la no
sugyestion that arcas of forest
be clearfelled ., . . this project
13 not based on the norml
method of obtaining wood-
chips — o clenrfelllng forest
operation, which hxs become
30 distasteful Lo ecologists aud
environmentallsts . . " Buf
local residents, uaturally, leur
that thia will jusl be the thin
ond of the chipper.

The woodchippers quite big-
ger export earnlngs, local em-
ployment and -eapital invest-
ment (s Coffs HarLor deep-
water port, for instunce), w
Liyger population, beiter suclal
amenitles. They say that ship
and lug activity wii en-
gourage tourists, and politt out
that  increased traffic will
beunetit the local sutomotive
industry. 'They wlll, in fagt,
improve the srea,

Clearing will reduce fire-hu-
rards in fotests, stop foresti-
vesiduea’ pollufing rivers. and
miniming  sawmil  burn-off

Pution. Incroased  forest-
loor aspace, allowing greater
trec-growth will support move
pnimils, and greater revenue
will allow an hmproved system
o1 wildlife protection.

Thess cluims provoks howls
af despair from gonservailon-
{sts, who belleve. that blankct

clearfelling (taking the lot)

will follow when woodchippers
clear up the waste, with
vorgolous Japansase orders Lo
fill. This would erode beautiful
wilderness areas — with puip
mililng 1which has desecruted
Japan) likely Lo follow chip-
milliug.

OQu'y 2.7 per cent of North
Coast s locked 'n national
wiarks  and  nature  resgrves,
with the rest vulnerable to a
highly-polluting pulp wood 1n-
dustry, plus 501l croslon, stita-
tion. cluop-mills, dumps. and
rearing flow of trucis, Animal
habitats will guo as the chip-
pers chiew o provide packeg--
.

local oplnion, of course, is
divided. Mr 12 Day, the
Stute  Laebor wember for
Cusing, is shadov minlsier for
deceu! rudlzation and he visua-
lises o muwi-purpoere deep-rea
port at [luku whiclhh will boo:t
frrn production  and  offer
Jobs,  Nelther woodchip nor
purt poses wny Wuoat 1o Lhe
enviranment, he declares
C'Why nol deczniralise educw~
tion and  toursm  instesd?
asks Mr Waltus). -

Subsidies

The Australlan Government
s 110 beacon In the dark for
the conssrvativnisis: its Aus-
wralinn Industrics Developnient
Curporatlon & giready In-
volved In Texnanian woodehlp
extraction, and it gave the
green light (p the controver-
sial  Manjimup woodchlp
scheme in Weatern  Australia
balore receiving sg environ-
mental fmpact study, Ilesuls:
Atstralia’s remaining 87 nnl-
lion acres of native forest are
uuder ‘severe threat from the
woodchlip-pulprood  indusiry
rid saftwood pine plamtations.
More than one-guarler of
Western Australia’s real-forest
urea alone {5 already lined up
for destructlon.

Timber authorities like
woodeldp schemes becuvss fin-
anciul  retirma  are  quicker
than  with pine plantations,
bul the public trensury doesn't
ocem Lo get tmuch out of It
following hsuvy public subsl-
dies of the business (the pub-
lic pays for road-repeirs, ero-
sion-regeneration and so on',

The Australian Conservation
Foundation has criticised inu-
dequate cnvirpnmental bopact
studies of the MNorth Coast
woodchip proposals, and 3%
conservation grganisations
have protested to the NEW
und  Australian  Governments
against “ihe thin edge of the
wedge for accelorated destruc-
tion of North Cosst and Naornth
Tublelands forests’. The Siate
Polution Control Coinmisston
in NBW is investigating ths
plans — and awaiting deve-
lopers' detalled studles.

M: Waltus s stiil catehing
fipht, e koalas are stil
dreaming in the trees, and the
woodchippers  are  hard &b
work un their jigsaw ...



_~  SAWMILLERS WOODCHIPS PTY.LTD.

5TH FLOOR,
120 CLARENCE STREET,
SYDNEY, N.S.W. 2000.

TELEPHONE: 28-7851
TELEGRAMS: "MILLCHIPS"” SYDNEY

9th September, 1975
Mr, R. Tickner,
NSW Environment Centre,

c¢/o 263B The Broadway, ]] SEP 1975

BROADWAY . 2007

Dear Sir,

Attached for your information is a copy of documents we have lodged with the
Australian Government setting out details of this company's application for
a licence to export wood chips from Northern NSW.

We are sure it will be of interest. At the same time, because of the Special
. features of this proposal, we believe it will be acceptable to your organis-
ation. You will appreciate the reason for eliminating the price details from
the documents, but you can rest assured the prices are far better than any
other chip prices in Australia.

Mr. Bruce Adams, Manager, Associated Country Sawmillers of NSW together with
appropriate ACS Branch Presidents are being kept informed of the company's
activities which are supported by the majority of sawmillers north of Sydney.

Any comments or sugggstions on our proposal may be made direct to me or to any
ACS Branch President in your region, or to the Association Manager in Sydney.
These will then be included in our Environmental Impact Statement.

Copies of this letter are being sent to several other environmental organis-
ations that we consider may be interested. If you would care to nominate any

of your sister organisations that may be especially interested in a copy, please
let me know.

. Yours sincerely,

" ;
s .
0%, EeMONDS .

Att. SAWMILLERS WOODCHIPS PTY.LTD.

c.c.: Environmental Organisations
ACS Branch Presidents:

Bill Royce - Richmond, Tweed & Clarence Branch
Alex Pike ~ Coffs Harbour Dorrigo Branch
" John Machin - Manning Hastings Branch
Ken Relf - Stroud Bulahdelah Branch
Bruce Roper - New England Branch

Jim Buckett Blue Mountains Branch

ACS Manager
Local Governments.

1



” SAWMILLERS WoODCHIry PTY.LYD.

5TH FLOOR
TELEPHONE: 28-7851 ,
120 CLARENCE STREET
M ' DNEY .
TELEGRAMS: MILLCHIPS' SY L S w. 2000,

21st July, 1975

Mr. A.G. Hanson,

A/g Director General, 11 SEP 19-{5 .

Forestry & Timber Bureau,
Banks Street,
YARRALUMLA . 2600

Dear Sir,

APPLICATION FOR EXPORI LICENCE
. WOOD CHIPS

In reply to your letter (M75/1445D) of 2nd June relating to
the application for a wood chip export licence by this company. This
is to confirm the application for the export licence for up to !
525 000 tonnes a year. . ”

Sawmillers in Northern NSW are not satisfied that the companies
mentioned in your letter would establish a wood chip export operation
that is necessarily in the best interests of either sawmillers or the
general community. ;

Any such operation must ensure that at least the same volume
of sawlogs is available to existing sawmillers long texm, that damage
to the environment is kept to a minimum and that the benefits arising
from the operation far outweigh any disadvantages. It is for this rea-
son this company, which is a consortium of sawmillers, was formed.

. The formation of the company was also motivated by the dissat-
isfaction of sawmillers in Southern NSW with the Harris-Daishowa opex-
ation at Eden.

The company strongly believes that any wood chip operation on
the North Coast must be part and parcel of the sawmilling industry with
the primary objective of optimum utilisation of forest resources com-
bined with the elimination of pollution - not just a company concerned
with maximum export chip production and profit. This company will use
the following criteria in the development of its Morth Coast wood chip
operation: )

2...



The company will be controlled by sawmillers’
interests.

The great majority of the equity in the company
will be Australian.

The company will accept the responsibility for
developing marketable products from other indus-
try waste - including sawdust and bark {our major
polilutanis).

The wood chip project will not adversely affect
the volume of sawlogs available long term - but
desirably will increase the volume.

The company will ensure the maximum return to
those that control the sawn residue resource thus
allowing a significant contribution to be made to
sawn timber costs.

The company will operate at the minimum profit
levels consistent with the primary objectives
mentioned earxlicr.

The best practicable use will be made of existing
facilities and transport, etc., thus ensuring the
lowest capital investments/requirements.

Sawmill waste will be utilised from the largest
possible region. The region outlined on the at-
tached map will be included in the operation.

The resource to be utilised for the production of
wood chips will be materiais that would otherwise
be wasted.

No private property timber except for sawmill
waste will be used for wood chip production at
least until acceptable guidelines (or legislation)
have been established. In cur opinion the signific-
ance of this has been underzitad - it ig of major
concern to sawmillers and environmental organis-
ations.

The export of wood chips will be regarded as an
interim measurc only with priority being given to
local utilisation - preferably for building prod-
ucts.

3...



m. The buyer of export wood chips will be a company
that is not already purchasing or utilising wood
chips from any other operation at least on the
east cost of Australia and desirzbly from any-
where else in Australia.

n. Any foreign equity allotted will purely be for
the purpose of obtaining a better specification
and/or more favourable price. Any such equity will
be capable of being bought back at the end of the
contract period.

o. Transport distances and costs will be ration-
alised with all sawmillers receiving the same
price (at the saumill or forest loading point)
for their waste or chips.

p. The initial export contract period will not exceed
12 years. However, it may be necessary to renegoti-
ate a renewal contract for a follow-up period of
up to 5 years.

Companies involved in the existing proposals submitted te your
Department will be invited to join with us in this scheme. Already,
Standard Sawmilling Co. Pty. Limited has indicated it is interested in
such an arrangement and agree that it should be studied. This does not
mean that Standard withdraw their application for a wood chip export
licence, but both groups seek time for such a venture to be explored
more fully.

Also, there is a strong possibility that one other applicant
for an export licence will be offered minority eguity in this company
and will become the buyer and Japanese agent for the company.

Preliminary discussions have been held with the appropriate
NSW Government Departments and these have expressed keen interest. Also,
close liaison with environmcntal organisations in the region is to be
developed.

It is fully appreciated that considerable time has elapsed since

the three existing proposals were put forward to your Minister. However,

in view of the above, it is requested that no final decision be made for

at least four months. This will allow all possibilities to be explored
and the necessary Environmental Impact Statement Lo be prepared and sub-
mitted. .



Attachment 1 outlines additional information you require. Please
let me know what further information is nceded.

Mr. Bruce Adams, Manager, Associated Country Sawmillers of NSW
is being kept informed concerning this application.

Yours faithfully,

D.0. EDMUNDS
SAWMILLERS WOODCHIPS PTY.LTD.

Atts.
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ATTACHMENT 1

APPLICATION FOR EXPORT LICENCE

HOOD CHIPS . ' Sep 1975

EXPORT PRICE

1. Base prices on offer range from $a to SA a BDU f.o.b. export
port as at lst July, 1975. The base price finally accepted will not nec-
essarily be the highest on offer, it will be a compromise between the
best production specification and the best price. However, it is expec-
ted to be in excess of $A a BDU f.o.b. export port as at lst July,
1975, NO price agreement has been finalised,

PRICE ESCALATION

2. Base prices will be subject to suitable and acceptable escalation
arrangements on costs and prices and will be increased at the following
intervals:

a. Freight Costs

Quarterly

b. Other Costs
At least half-yearly

c. Market Values

At least yearly
3. Escalation indexes currently under consideration include:
a. Movement In Average Weekly Earnings
b. Consumer Prices
c. Wholesale Prices
d. World Market Pricc for Pulp
e. Japanese Market Price for Wood Chips.

CHIP MATERIAL

4. Chips will be produced from the following material: '

a. Sawmill Waste
i. Log Edgings
ii. Sawn Timber Dockings

iii. Boxed Heart



b. Logging Waste
i. Tree Branches
ii. Tree Tops
iii. Reject Log Butts

iv. Reject Felled Trees

c. Forest Waste (Crown only)

Trees currently felled and generally burnt.

The above is roughly the sequence of development of the utilisation of
what is now wasted. Sawmill waste utilisation will be given top priority
and will be developed over the first 12 months.

NOTE :

NO private property trees will be utilised
at least until guidelines acceptable to
sawmillers and environmental organisations
have been established.

PORTS AND FACILITIES

5. There will be two export ports; the primary port will be Newcastle
(initially the Basin and later Kooragang Island) and the secondary port
will be Brisbane (Pinkenba).

6. Existing facilities (with minor upgrading) will be used at both
ports initially, with the facilities at Kooragang Island being developed
over a 1-2 year period.

TRANSPORT TQ EXPORT PORTS

7. Transport to export ports will be:

a. Newcastle

i. Road transport - up to 100-150 miles
ii. Rail transport - over 100 up to 350 miles.
b. Brisbane
i. Road transport - up to 50-100 miles (probahly less)
ii. Rail transport - over 50 miles.



WOOD CHIP PRODUCTION

8. Wood chip production will take place as follows:

a. Decentralised Production

i. Fixed Production Units

Approximately eight fixed production
units will be established by sawmillers
at the larger sawmills throughout the
production region. In addition to chip-
ping their own production, some of these
units will chip waste from the smaller
mills close by.

ii. Mobile Production Units

Up to ten mobile production units will
be used in the chipping of sawmill waste
and also logging and forest waste.

b. Centralised Production

Centralised production units will be established
at both ports. In the initial stages the central-
ised production unit servicing Newcastle (the
Basin) will be at an industrial area within one-
half hours road haul from the export wharf.

CONTRACT PERIQD

9. The company will attempt to keep the initial contract period to
approximately 12 years or under. However, it may be necessary to go beyond
this period to obtain more favourable contract arrangements.

FOREIGN EQUITY IN COMPANY

10. Minority equity of up to 30% in the company will he made available

to the Jdapanese company that purchases the chips. This is expected to enable
a far more attractive export chip price and chip specification to be nego-
tiated.

11. A condition of the allocation of foreign equity will be that it can
be bought back by Australian sawmilling interests at the conclusion of the
contract period. )

OCAL PROCESSING

12, The company undertakes to investigate within 7 years the feasib-
ility of the further processing of chips within Australia. It is consid-
ered that before the end of the initial contract period the company will
have the potential and technical expertise to phase out the export oper-
ation and commence producing building products from the available waste,.

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

13. The company will within the next month commence the preparation of
an Environmental Impact Statement for submission to your Department and
the State Pecllution Control Commission.



y’l‘ﬁ -

-

R A Walsh

56 Laelana Ave

Budgewot.

Dear friend, .

Thank you very much for your letter of the 11th September and
the accompanying posters.

These posters are being eagerly sought after by teachers and
others and we are vary grateful for your action.

With Best Wishes

Rohert E Tickner
Acting Manager.
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H. S. W, ERVIRONMENT CENTRE

2635 The Broadway
andway 'Y H.S5.W. 2007

14 August 1974

Ceoff Williams

Woodchip Campaign
P.0, Box 14l

Deloraine, Tasmania 7304

Dear Geoff,

1 was interested to read in "Tribune", 6 August 1974, that

your group has published the Woodchip pamphlet.

Could you please send me a few, plus 20 posters?

We teceived a letter yestarday from Phyllis Kermond of the

“Karalika Gallery”, Imlay Street, Merimbula, W.S.W. 2548, requesting
material for display on woodchips and clear~felling. Could

you also send Mrs. Kermond some posters and a couple of pamphlets?

Best wishes for your fight, Do keep us informed of progress.
Yours sinceraly,

Ceigh

Leigh Holloway
MSW ENVIRONMENT CENTRE



W. S.W. EXVIROMNMNENT CEMTRE

263b The Breadway
Telephone: 660 0960 Broadway, N.S.W. 2007

14 August 1974

Mrs, Phyllis Xermond
"Karalika Gallery”

Imlay Street

H.tiﬂbula. H.5,.W, 2548

Dear Mra. Ksrmond,

Thank you for your letter of 12 August requesting leaflets en
woadchips and clearfelling. We share your concernm about the
impact of this industry.

Ecology Action (139 Clatepce Street, Sydney N.S.W. 2000) will
be sending you 50 copies of their pamphlet "“The Woodchip Tragedy”.

The Australian Comservation Foundation (206 Clarendon Street, East
Melbourne, Victoria, 3000) should aiso be able to supply
mateTial. * Yoo odl neeo b orrke G oo ,Sarzzmﬁl*‘[
In Tasmania thare is & very active Weodchip Campaign group. I
have asked tham to send you posters and a copy of the leaflet they
have issued,

The South Coast Committee, P.0, Box 16, 08Commoxr, A.C.T. 2601
may 2lso be able to help.

Please let us kuow how things work omt,
Bast wishas,

Les). (/oo

Leigh Holloway
WSW ENVIRONMENT CENTRE
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23 Octoder 1974

Ay ¥, Starks

Vombah

Via Chataworth Island
New South Wales 2460

Dear Mr, Starke,

Thanks for your letter of 20 October on wooedchipping. Paul
Scoblie, now Sydney Project Offdicer of the Australisn Conservation
Foundatien, has given me a copy of his report on "The Australian’
Woodchipping Export Industxy™ for you and I alsc enclose a copy
of Beology Action's Brochure "The Woodchlp Tragedy". The poster
has been published as part of the Tasmanian wodchip campaign.

Paul will be visiting the noxth coast for A.C.F. from 11~30
Woverher and would appreciste the opportunity to talk with you
and ethers concerned about environment problems on the north
coast. Could you write to Psul at this address advising him of
your telephone numbar snd availability? Other contacts you
" ecould suggest would also be helpful. .

Yours sincerely,

Leigh Hollowsy
manager

copyt Paul Scoble
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Total Environment Centre,
18 Argyle Street,
SYDNEY. 2000. Phone 27 4714

December 4, 1974.

Nature Conservation Council of NSW,
NSW Environment Centre,

263b The Broadway,

BROADWRY. 2007.

INVITATION TO URGENT MEETING REGARDING
WOODCHIP PROPOSALS FOR NORTIHERN N.S.W.

Your organisation is invited to send two representatives
to a meeting of representatives of approximately 33
conservation organisations on Sunday, 15th December 1974.

The meeting will be held at Coff's Harbour. Advice of

the precise meeting place will be forwarded in the next
few days. !

A decision to call the Coff's Harbour gathering was made

at a meeting at the NSW Environment Centre called by

Mr. Len Willan, cChairman of the Management Committee of

the Centre and Chairman of the Nature Conservation Council
of NSW. It was unanimously resolved on the motion of Peter
Maslen, seconded by Alan catford: "That a meeting be called
on 15th December in Coff's Harbour to seek co-operation with
North Coast conservation groups on the urgent threat of the
North Coast woodchip proposals'.

Tt is hoped that the Coff's Harbour meceting might begin by
pooling information regarding the woodchip proposals of.
the three Japanese companhies and two Australian companies
known to be involved. The meeting might then move on to
discuss a common policy towards the proposals and a
concerted plan of campaign.

The urgency and importance of this meeting cannot be too
highly stressed. Information from Departmental sources
and companics involved lead the writecrs to believe the
promoters expect approval of their projects by the end of
February.

We are highly critical of the timing of these applications
and inquiries in the Christmas period when many conservation
groups and Parliament are in recess.

The proposals, based on Coff's Harbour, Iluka and Pinkenbah,
involve forested areas within 150 miles radius of each of
those centres. Exports of the order of a million tons of
woodchip per year are proposed initially.

Government reports such as the Development Report on the
Richmond -Tweed Region already state that "the forest areas
are now being overcut”. The chip milling proposals go bheyond
overcutting - they threaten to destroy the forests of the
North Coast and Northern Tablelands of NSW in the short term.

The invitation to meet at Coff's Harbour has been extended
to 26 conservation groups on the North Coast and to 7 State
or National groups. The seven groups are
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Nature Conservaticon Council of NSW

National Parks Association of NSW

The Australian Conservation Foundation

Ecology Action

The National Trust of Australia, New South Wales
Wildlife Preservation Society of Australia

Total Environment Centre

Each organisation has been asked to send two representatives.
In view of the rush timetable of the chip milling projects,
with submissions due to the general State Pollution Control
Commission Inquiry by 3lst Decembexr, and further specific
inguiries to follow, it will be preferable for represent-
atives to be given some power to commit their societies

to a joint campaign. Thus, attendance of executive

meimbers of the society will be most appropriate. lowever,
where this is not possible, societies are urged to send

thelr representatives as observers.

Background material on the chip milling industry from
FEcology Action and Total Environment Centre will be
forwarded in the next few days. It is also hoped to
forward reports from The Australian Conservation Foundation
and the National Trust in time for the Coff's Harbour
neeting.

Plcase advise the writer by mail or telegram of your
representatives' names, phones, addresses and status at
the meeting - whether representative or o?server. !

v

Yours sincerely,

on hehalf of t

Nature Conservation Council of NSW
{(incorporating over 50 societies)-

Port Macquarie Conservation Society

Camden Haven Conservation Society

Byron Flora and Fauna Preservation Socy

National pParks Association of NSW

Ecology Action

The Australian Conservation Foundation
Total Environment Centre.




THE CHIPS ARE DOWN FOR

THE NORTH COAST

WOODCHIP

WHAT'S PLANNED ?

Many New South Wales North Coast towns and
torests are threatened by these four woodchip export
proposals:

TNuka 300 000 tonnes p.n. {Toyomenka & Nippon
Pulp) ; Neweastle 259 000 tonnes p.a. (Toyomenka &
Nippon Pulp); Cofts Harbour 350 000 tonnes p.a. (C.
Itoh & Allen Taylor); Briskane 500 000 tonnes p.a.
(Carter Consolidated & Standard Sawmill),
NORTH COAST TOTAL 1.4 MILLION TONNES
of woodchips to be exported each year to Japan.

WHAT ARE WOODCHIPS ?

Woodchips are shredded trees — small fragments
of timber.

WHAT WILL BE USED TO
MAKE WOQOODCHIPS ?

Sawmill waste and forest residue.

WHAT % OF SAWMILL WASTE IS
SUITABLE FOR WOODCHIPS ?

Only 20 - 30% ~— Sawdust is not usable!

WHAT IS FOREST RESIDUE?

The Forestry Commission of N.S.W, says In their
bookiet “Woodchips from Eden” — “heads of some
trees, from which the main stem has been removed
as a sawlog; trees of excessively bad form or
fanltiness; such as are usually destroyed during
timber stand improvement treatments.”

IS MILL WASTE AND FOREST
RESIDUE ENOUGH TO SUPPORT A
VIABLE INDUSTRY ?

Other Australian woodchip export proposals elearfell
around 10000 acres each year to provide the
accepted economic minimum of 500 000 tonnes p.a.
Despite claims that the North Coast woodchip
proposals are dependent on sawmill waste, in fact
their viability and expansion will depend heavily
on taking timber from private forests, and on the
N.S.W. Forestry Commission’s “Routine Plantation
Establishment”. Government's cannot control clear-
felling in the private forests which make up 44%
of the forested land on the North Coast.

HOW can the North Coast proposals beat economic
realities without asking future governments for per-
mission to increase their export quotas by clear-
felling the North Coast forests.

WHAT IS CLEARFELLING ?

Stripping forests — i.e., razing almost all the trees
over an extensive area. In order to extract all the
wood, the forest is dissected into small blocks by a
dense hetwork of permanent roads. Clearing and
burning may remove all surface vegetation. Usually
much of the ground surface is disturbed by the
movement of tracked vehicles, and there are many
snigging tracks and heavily compacted log dumps.

WHAT IS A FOREST ?

Is it a “wood-mine” ?
Is it a source of exploitation and speculation?

Wa say it Is “AN INTEGRAL LINK IN THE WEB
OF LIFE OF OUR CONTINENT".

HOW MUCH FOREST DO WE HAVE ?

About 5.0%, of Australia’s land area Is forested.

WHERE ARE OUR FORESTS ?

Mainly in the more heavily populated coastal regions
of the continent,

WHAT DO FOREST SYSTEMS
INFLUENCE ?

Local climate conditions.

Protect watersheds.

Prevent erosion,

Prevent nutrient loss through run-off,

Are the habitat of native fauna.

Root systems stabilise underground water tables
and salinity levels,

Provide logs for the sawmill.

LOGS FOR THE SAWMILL ?

Have been cut from Australian forests for more
than 150 years — logging was normally by selection
with suitable single trees or small groups being
removed at a time and large quantitiee of material
unsuitable for sawmilling remaining uncut in the
forests.

DOES SELECTIVE LOGGING
ADVERSELY AFFECT FORESTS?

The effect on vegetation and habitat of wildlife and
diversity and attraction of forests is generally
small.

DOES CLEARFELLING ADVERSELY
AFFECT FORESTS?

YES !

Soil fertility declines through leaching of nutrients
and erosion of soil service. Siltation occurs In
water courses, rivers and lakes,

Fioral species are depleted.

Fauna specles are depleted.

There. Is a loss of scenic and recreational values.
There is an increased risk of root rot (Phytoph-
thora cinnamoml) due to soil disturbance and spread
by forest vehicles,



I OPPOSE the issue of a woodchip export licence for the North Coast of New South
Wales until suitable economic and environmental studies have been completed on
both existing and proposed woodchip schemes and on the remaining forested areas

of our coast.

ADDRESS, etc. .....c.ovivvniviiniinnan.

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

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

1 would like to enclose a donation towards funds in the “Fight against Woodchip”.
Any sum is welcome. Please make payable to the North Coast Environment Centre.

All donations will be receipted.

TOTAL EFFECT :

Reduction in the structural diversity and stability
of native forest communities.

WHERE ELSE COULD PINES
BE PLANTED?

On agricultural land or land which is ALREADY
cleared of timber.

DOES WOODCHIPPING MEET OUR
LOCAL NEEDS?

Woodchipping supplies an export market.

WHERE DO QUR CHIPS GO ?

JAFPAN.

WHAT PERCENTAGE OF JAPAN
IS FORESTED?

60%.

DOES JAPAN CHIP ITS OWN
FORESTS ?

NO!

WHY NOT?

Because they can use the Pacific Basin, i.e., Borneo,

Java, Thailand, New Guinea, etc., and AUSTRALIA

as a cellulose source.

WHAT FOLLOWS CHIP MILLS ?
Pulpwood mills.

WHAT DO PULPWOOD MILLS
PRODUCE ?

Disposable packaging and LARGE AMOUNTS OF
POLLUTANTS.

HAS JAPAN GOT PULPWOQD
MILLS ?

¥es — The greatest economic gain in the woodchip
export operation comes from the value added by
pulp product manufacturing, but this remains at
present firmly in Japanese hands.

77 BCLD 57, LAURIETCN

ADDRESS, etc, .....oovviieeneniannnnns.

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

WHY THEN ARE THE JAPANESE
LOOKING TO AUSTRALIA TO
BUILD PULP MILLS ?

Japan’s pollution has already passed tolerable limits,
Our economic gains will have to be balanced against

" the dreadful pollution the mills will cause,

WHO PAYS FOR WOODCHIPS TO BE
EXPORTED TO JAPAN ?

YOU!

HOwW ?

Taxpayers’ public money is being nsed to subsidise
the profits of privately owned timber companies.
The Australian public pays for example for the
repair and maintenance of roads damaged by wood-
chippers’ heavy lorries, for the provision of other
services, for costly regeneration attempts, for
treatment of the effects of erosion, and for control
of large bushfire prone areas, while local and over-
seas controlled companies concentrate on the
profitable aspects.

Royalties should equal regeneration costs which
should restore the forest to a satisfactory standard,
Under existing woodchip schemes public expenditure
on restoring woodchipped forests has exceeded
public revenue obtained.

WHO WILL GAIN ?

1. Japanese industries.

2. Lucrative shipping contracts to move woodchips
{lron(; Australia to Japan are wholly in Japanese

ands,

8. A small number of local companies.

4. The Forestry Commission who favour establish.
ment of the highly polluting but economically
attractive woodpulp plants which Japan is

rejecting.

WHO LOSES ?

The taxpayer — Who subsidises the industry.

The fishing industry — because of pollution of rivers
and foreshores,

The sawmilling and furniture industry because of
-:]es;:druction of Australin’s meagre supply of hard
woods.

The tourist industry — becanse of wanton destrie-
tion of some of the most scenic wilderness areas
of Australia,

THE CHIPS ARE DOWN FOR THE
NORTH COAST |

The future of our forests depends on

you — please sign the form above and
return to:—

77 BCLD ST., LAURIETON
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A SUBMISSION
BY
THE WILDERNESS PROTECTION COMMITTEE

TO THE

ENVIRONMENTAL INVESTIGATION INTO
ALLEN TAYLOR & COMPANY LIMITED
WOODCHIP PROPOSAL

29TH MAY 1975

w2 JUN 1975
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--news release

AUSTRALIAN CONSERVATION FOUNDATION

206 Clarendon Street
East Melbourne Victoria
Australla 3002
Telephone 419 3366

11 Decembexr 1974

The Australian Conservation Foundaticn today sent a telegram
to the Australian Government urging rejection of an inadequate
environmental impact study on New Scuth Wales north coast
woodchip proposals. -

The Foundation also asked that any impact study on the
propossals be made public documents for comment.

The telegram, which was addressed to the head of the
Department of Environment and Conservation, Dr., D, McMichael,
reflects the deep concern of conservationists osver woodchip
proposals in the Coff’s Harbour area. Conservationists
representing 100,000 members from thirty crganisations

will hold a special meeting at Coff’s Harbour on 15 December
to consider three woodchip export schemes.

The Societies include the Nature Conservation Council of
NSW, the Port Macquarie Conservation Society, the Byron
Flora and Fauna Conservaticn Scciety, the Camden-Haven
Conservation Society and the National Parks Association of
NSW. Also involved are Ecology Action and Total Environment
Centre, successful campaigners against the Clutha Company
and the AGL Blue Mountains Pipeline.

The three Japtnese wcodchip proposals would take timber

from within a 150 mile radius of Coff’s Harbour, Iluka, and
Pinkenbah. Widespread reaction is building up throughout the
north coast because chip milling destroys wildlife, damages
local roads, increases fire hazaards, discourages the

saw-log industry, and destroys tourist potential of an area,
Furthermorc, soil erosion leading to siltation of catchment
areas would have a detrimental efiect on the fishing industry
in the Clarence River region.
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Australian Conservation Foundation
news release ~ page two

In the woodchip industry, sawmill waste,utiiised, thus
avoiding loss and pollution by burning. However, this
waste constitutes only thirty percent of the woodchip,
‘the remaining 70% being taken from the forests.

Furthermore, the Japanese projects involve the use of

mobile éhippers which take logging residues from the forests,
resulting not only in a massive loss of soil nutrients, but
increases susceptibility of disease, with single aged forest
stands greatly reduced in diversity.

A Project Officer with the Australian Conservation Foundation,
Mr. Paul Scobie, has just completed afthree week survey of
areas proposed for chip milling on the north coast.

He said today: "the forests are already being slowly
depleted by present forest activity. Chip milling, however,
would accelerate this destruction tremendously. A rain
forest, if continually over-exploited, cannot be regrown'.

Mr. Scobie urged north coast residents to join their local
conservation society, and to take an active part in any
campaign to save the north coast forests,

For any further information contact Bob Howard, Publicity
Oofficer, Australian Conservation Foundation, Melbourne on
Melbourne 419 3366; or Paul Scobie, Sydney Project Officer,
Australian Conservation Foundation on Sydney 660 0960.
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15 JAN 1975

THE FACTS

Allen Taylor & Co. Ltd. helieve that the proposal
for a woodchip industry based on Coffs Harbour
demands the widest possible discussion.

The discussions to date which have been report-
ed in these pages have tended to cloud some of
the basic facts of the proposal.

THE BASIC FACTS ARE

® The Feasibility Study is still proceeding, although it

is now in its final stages.

® The loading of vessels with chips will be carrted out

by using a fully enclosed Belt Conveyor System.

@ There~will-be-no~Central-Chipping-Opcration:-Chip-—®- Water-runoff-from the-chip-pile, containing very dilute -

ping will be done by small units at individual Saw-
miils or in the bush.

ALLEN TAYLOR & COMPANY LIMITED

L. nrher (-l'om 0
© 350,000 ton
- achieved by Year 3 of the operation.

The study is  based on the utilisation of sawmill waste
which is presently being burned.
Industry in the area must not waste wood if it is to
remain competitive to sustain employment.

There will be no clear felling of the forests as per-
formed in ufther chip operations in Australia.

The propose“[.l operation will be small compared to
rations. The total tonnage would be,

per annum, which volume should be’

No export of materials can be made until an E.xport
Licence is issued by the Australian Government.-

The Wharf and Loading Installation will not mterfere
with the proposed Boat- Launching Ramp. -

The export of wood products has always been a.
feature of our Sales Programme, so it follows that it-
is in the Company and Industry'é»interests to main--
tain the present Wharf facilities.

Maritime Engineering Consultants advise that pro-
posed dredging should not affect the contours of the
harbour beach.

The chip pile will be situated in the disused quarry,

the base of the pile being 100ft. plus from thc har-

bour foreshores.

The_quarry walls will protect the chip pile from wind
forces, although the chips, by nature of their size, are
relatlve]y immoble.

e e — ——

The Sawmilling @

& leachates, is not dangerous to marineilife and will be

plped to .and discharged at a point ad]acent to the ex-
istiny sewerage outfalll—

Access to the southern breakwater will be available by
a road along the harbour foreshores.

Vehicles conveying chips to chip pile will be adequately
sheeted to preclude blow-off of chips.

Vehicle. movement through High Street will be in-

credased by 0.8% by chip carrying vehicles, or an ex-
tra_vehicle each_ 1.0 _minutes. Flow in Orlando Street

w;ll be almllar } <ty

We have to emphasise that our proposed Pro;ect will

be of very great benefit in terms of increased income
"t '@ wide- séction 6f thé coramunity in Coffs' Harbour

Shire.

. —The town community, including Motel and Hotel

businesses, will benefit by the constant flow of
_business people in and out of the town.

—The Engineering Works in town will benefit by

the fabrication and maintenance of equipment for

Sawmills and Loading facilities.

—The Automotive Industry will enjoy increased busi-

ness both in vehicle repairs and maintenance as
well as in the sale of fuel supplies.

—The mcreased population will benefit the general
busmess community.

-——Tounsts will be attracted by the act1v1ty in the
Port area as ships are seen to enter and leave the
Port and tugs operate.

A MEMBER OF B.M.I. GROUP

120 PACIFIC HIGHWAY, COFFS. HARBOUR | B

Advocate-Opinion Print, .Cth'_H.rb?ur -= Phone ‘522-522
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MINISTER FOR THE ENVIRONMENT /} |
AND CONSERVATION ’

i

PARLIAMENT HOUSE
CANBERRA, A.C.T, 2600

i T T
*; 3 IR VI

Dear Dr. Mosley,

I refer to your telegram to Dr. McMichael of
11 December 1974 on behalf of the Australian Conservation
Foundation, concerning environmental issues associated
with the various export woodchip proposals for the North
Coast of New South Wales., I was also advised of your
request for background information on the projects needed
to prepare a response to the WSW Government investigation.

o As you may be aware, three companies have put
forward propodals: Allen Taylor & Co. ILtd., operating from
Corfs Harbour, Toyomenka (Alist.) Pty. Ltd., operating from
Iluka, and Standard Sawmilling Co. Pty. .Itd., operating
from Brisbane. Arising from the division of. responsibility,
both the Australian and State Governments are.required to
make an assessment of the environmental implications of
these proposals. C

At the present time, I understand that the
companies are preparing submissions for the environmental
investigation being undertaken by the New South Wales State
Pollution Control Commission. However, in view of our
responsibility under the Customs (Prohibited Export).
Regulation's, my Department has been forwarded preliminary
environmental- information. I should emphasise that this
information is neither final nox complete, :but merely
indicative of ‘the proposed development. I would expect .
that, ‘as a result of both the New South Wales investigation
and our own later assessment, the proposals would undergo

~modification before being finally submitted for decision.
, Certainly the information so far received is inadequate and
..~ 1 fTurthermore does not contain representative public comment.
. In my opinion, the situation on both these aspects will need
-»t0 be remedied before any of the proposals are submitted to
** the Australian Government for a decision. '

!

In regard to the question of public involvement,
I would see the New South Wales investigations as the
initial phase and would therefore hope that the public will
respond to the Commission's invitation. I understand that
the Commission is making relevant documents available to the
public and I would suggest that you contact the Commission on
this matter. In the interim, a copy of the Departmental

../2.
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Many New South Wales North Coast
towns and forests are threatened by these
four woodchip export proposals:—

lluka 300.000 tonnes per annum.
{Toyomenka and Nippon Pulp.)

Newcastle 259,000 tonnes p.a.
(Toyomenka and Nippon Pulp.)

Coffs Harbour 350,000 tonnes p.a. (C.
ltoh and Allen Taylor.)

Brisbane 500,000 tonnes p.a. (Carter
Consolidated and Standard Sawmill.}

North Coast total 1.4 million tonnes of
woodchips to be exported each year to
Japan.

At best sawmills could only supply 30% of
these woodchips since the 1.4 million tonnes
is greater than the total sawlog production on
the North Coast, which is 1.2 million tonnes
p.a. and will drop 54% in the next 40 years.
because today the forests are being overcut.

Don’t be
FOOLED ¢

The Coffs Harbour Advocate has already
shown that B9% of its readers want the shore
for tourist and recreational use. not for heavy
industries.

A professional opinion poll, by Australj
Nationwide Opinion Polls, showed 74%
Tasmanians knew that the woodchip in-
dustries were causing “irreversible
damage” or realised, that despite short time
advantages, ‘'long term problems will
arise”".

Governments cannot control clearfelling in
the private forests which make up 44% of the
forested tand on the North Coast.

Other Australian woodchip export
proposals clearfell around 10,000 acres each
year to provide the accepted economic
minimum of 500,000 tonnes p.a.

How can these North Coast proposals
beat economic realities without asking future
governments for permission to increase their
export quotas by clearfelling the North Coast
Forests?

Don’t be fooled. The present proposals are
the thin end of the wedge.

Woodchip extraction

Employment

Tourism brings $14 million p.a. to the
Coffs Harbour region alone and the NSW
Department of Tourism expects this to grow
at 10% p.a. The Richmond Tweed regional
development committee state that “Tourist
activity in the Richmond Tweed is the main
single way to compensate for the decline in
the dynamics of its key industry of dairying”.

A report prepared by an economics
graduate for Total Environment Centre
revealed that creating a National Park instead
of logging Wiangarie State Forest would
generate from 3 to B times the income
stimulus to the region.

The North Coast Woodchip industry offers
to employ only 0.25% of the workforce
whereas a tourist industry using a properly
managed national park system could employ
up to 2% more of the workforce.

In Coffs Harbour alone a TWENTY TON
TRUCK will go through the town every ten
minutes. In Tasmania these trucks have
caused such damage and danger on local
roads that the local councils were awardea
compensation of 1.2c per ton mile from the
woodchippers.

Large scale woodchip extraction will in-
creasg the runoff, resulting in more severe
floods, muddy waters filling up river beds
with sediment, destroying weed beds, fish
nurseries, and generally decreasing the
productivity of the estuary.

North Coast forests harbour the largest
and most dense population of koalas in NSW
{and probably Australia). Shooting, disease
and forest clearing has reduced koala pop-
ulations drastically in the past 100 years.
Woodchip proposals will further endanger
koalas, one of Australia’s most famous
animals. Other wildlife will also suffer.

Only 3% of North Coast forests are
protected in Parks. Of the 24 forest types on
the Coast, 45% are not conserved at all. The
community needs a proper system of forest
and national parks where people can camp,
walk, drive and recreate in peace, and they
are prepared to pay far more than can be
made from woodchipping.
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A Public Mesting on Woodchipping will be held at
the Coffs Harbour Cwic Centre, 8 pm, Saturday, B
February, 1975. Speakers will include politiciens, a
represantative of the woodchip industry, ana conserva-
tionists. The mesting has been cafled by 30 local and 8
major consarvation societies,

We recommend that you contact your local Members
of Parliament and local councillors to have a proper
MNationa! Park systern established instead of the
woodchip industry.

Write to newspapers.

Write to the Premiar, Mr Lewis.

Take up a pstition.

Join your local conservation group.

Vvole for conservetion minded represantatives.

Pass on this ieaflet.

uap3y — Senuyuse} diyapooss

The Australian Conservation Foundation published
this leaflat. More copies and detailed information is
available from ACF, c/- NSW Envvronment Centre,
263B Tha Broadway. Broadway, NSW 2007. Telephone
{02) 6607735.

OR TELEPHONE Mrs Grace Easterbrook, Port
Macquarie 831804, Don Warttus. Yamba 179, Rus
Maslen, Mullumbimby 370; Jill Diewok, Lauriaton 59-
9026; Peter Metcalfe, Armidale 75-1165; Robert
A ST Pratter, Tamwaorth 65-9158: Pater Roberts, Coffs Har-

: " ‘.PL .u Pt bour 52-1412,
oast rainforestiy

Woodchips or
Recireation ?



AUSTRALIAN CONSERVATION FOUNDATION

ANNOUNCEMENT for your information 24 January 1975

THE CASE AGAINST WOODCHIP EXPORTS

The Australian Conservation Foundation will launch a new
booklet in its Viewpoint series next week,

The booklet, entitled ¥The Great Forest Sell-out™, puts
the case against the woodchip export industry.

The ACF believes the booklet will make a significant
contribution to the sane conservation of the Australian
environment. It sets certain criteria of assessment and
development and urges all those who make decisions on new
woodchip proposals to apply these criteria.

The booklet will be launched in both Melbourne and Sydney.
The Director of the ACF, Dr., J G Mosley, will launch the
booklet :at the ACF headquarters in Melbourne, and a Vice
President of ACF, Mr., Milo Dunphy, will launch the Viewpoint
at the Foundation’s Sydney Project Office (in the NSW
Environment Centre}.

Dr. Mosley warns in a foreword that under the woodchip
export industry %the wild forests which have never been
used for wood production and the forests which have been
lightly affected for selective logging are threatened with
virtual extinction®,

The woodchip industry is just reaching the editorial pages
of the national press. (See The Australian page 9 Thursday
23 January - Chipping away at _the national heritage by
Ian Moffit),

Time 11-30 am Tuesday, 28 January

Place New South Wales Environment Centre
263b The Broadway
Broadway, NSW 2007

Your representative/representatives would be very welcome,

Telephone enquiries  Leigh Holloway
660 7735
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news release

AUSTRALIAN CONSERVATION FOUNDATION

206 Clarendon Strest
East Melbourne Victoria
Australia 3002
Telephone 419 3366

NORTH COAST - Woodchips or Recreation?

The Australian Conservation Foundation and thirty-five
N.S.W. local conservation groups have called four public
meetings on the North Coast.

The four woodchip proposals on the North Coast plan to
export to Japan 1.4 million tonnes of forest each year.

Mr, Paul Scobie, Project Officer with the A.C.F. said
"In Coffs Harbour alone a twenty ton truck will go through
the town every ten minutes®.

The Coffs Harbour Advocate has already shown that 89%‘

of its readers want the shore for tourist and recreational
use, not for heavy industry. Mr. Scobie also stated

“that Government and. private reports indicate that North
Coast Woodchip industries offer to employ only 0.25% of
the workforce, whereas a tourist industry, using a
properly managed natiocnal park system, could employ up to
2% more of the workforce',

Tourism brings $14 million per annum to the Coffs Harbour
region alone and the N.S.W. Department of Tourism expects
this to grow at 10% p.a.

The A,C,F, believes that large scale woodchip extraction
will increase runoff, resulting in more severe floods, and
muddy waters that fill river beds with sediment, choking
weed beds and fish nurseries. This will adversely affect
sports fishing and one of Australia’s major fishing
industries.

vee/ 00 2
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NORTH COAST - Woodchips or Recreation?

With only 3% of North Coast forests protected in National
Parks the Australian 'Conservation Foundation believes the
community need the North Coast forests for recreation not
wocdchips. |
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The first public meeting is to be held on Tuesday, 28th
~January at 7.30 pm .in Laurieton Public School.

Then on Thursday, 30th Jenuary, 7.30 pm in the Maclean
Civil Hall and another on Friday, 31st January at 7.30 pm
- in the Cook Pioneer Centre,. Mullumbimby.

A video film and slide show on the effects of woodchipping
will be shown at these meetings.

The final public meeting is to be held on Saturday 8th
February at 7.00 pm., Civic Centre Coffs Harbour.

For further information please contact :
- Leigh Holloway

or - Paul Scobie, Sydney Project Officer,
Australian Conservation Foundation,

263b The Broadway,
Broadway, N.S.W. 2007

Telephone : 02 660-7735

24.1.1975



AUSTRALIAN CONSERVATION FOUNDATION
ANNOUNCEMENT for your information 24 January 1975

THE CASE AGAINST WOODCHIP EXPORTS

The Australian Conservation Foundation will launch a new
booklet in its Viewpoint series next week.

The booklet, entitled ¥The Great Forest Sell-out®, puts .
the case against the woodchip export industry,

The ACF believes the booklet will make a significant
contribution to the sane conservation of the Australien
environment. It sets certain criteria of assessment and
development and urges all those who make decisions on new
woodchip proposals to apply these criteria.

The booklet will be launched in both Melbourne and Sydney.
The Director of the ACF, Dr, J G Mosley, will launch the
booklet at the ACF headquarters in Melbourne, and a Vice
President of ACF, Mr., Milo Dunphy, will launch the Viewpoint
at the Foundation's Sydney Project Office (in the NSW
Environment Centre).

Dr. Mosley warns in a foreword that under the woodchip
export industry %the wild forests which have never been
used for wood production and the forests which have been
lightly affected for selective logging are threatened with
virtual extinction'.

The woodchip industry is just reaching the editorial pages
of the national press. (See The Australian page 9 Thursday
23 January - Chipping away at the national heritage by
Ian Moffit).

Time 11-30 am Tuesday, 28 January

Place New South Wales Environment Centre
263b The Broadway
Broadway, NSW 2007

Your representative/representatives would be very welcome.

Telephone enquiries  Leigh Holloway
660 7735



@

24 JAN 1975

news release

AUSTRALIAN CONSERVATION FOUNDATION

208 Clarendon Street
East Melbourne Victoria
Australia 3002
Telephone 419 3366

FOR YOUR TINFORMATION January 22, 1975

THE CASE AGAINST YV/OODCHIP EXPORTS

The Australian Conservation Foundation will launch a new

booklet in its Viewpoint series next week,

The booklet,entitled "The Great Forest Sell-out', puts

the case against the woodchip export industry.

The ACT believes the booklet will make a significant
contribution to the sane conservation of the Australian environment.
It sets certain criteria of assessment and development and urges all

those who make decisions on new woodchip proposals to apply these criteria.

The booklet will be launched by the Director of the ACF,
Dr. 'J.G., Mosley, who warns, in a.ﬁoreword that under the woodchip export
industry "the wild forests which have never been used for wood production
and the forests which have been lightly affected Tor selective logging

are threatened w1th v1rtua1 extlnctlon” .

THE TIME: 11.30 a.m., Tuesday, January 28. ‘ i
THE PLACE: The Australian Conservation Foundation,

206 Clarendon Strcet,
East Melbourne, 3002.

Your representative/representatives would be very welcome,

R.J.W. Howard,
Public RBelations Manapger.
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SUBMISSION TO THE ENVIRONMENTAL INVESTIGATION INTO THE PROPOSED

WOODCHIP INDUSTRY FOR THE NORTH COAST OF NEW SOUTH WALES.

BY
THE N.S.W. FEDERATION OF BUSHWALKING CLUBS

{(herein referred to as FBW)

REPRESENTING
24 AFFILIATED CLUBS IN URBAN AND RURAL N.S.W.

o AND THENCE
approx. 3000 WEMBERS OF AFFILIATED CLUBS

(herein referred to as bushwalkers)

in respect of the following activities:

BUSHWALKING
t% ' CANOEING |
SKITOURING |
CAVEING
® ROCKCLIMBING

—

Murray Scott

Conservation Secretary. '

1975-01-06
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1 COMMENTS ON THE IMFACT OF THE WOODCHIP INDUSTRY.

1.0 Sources of Chipwood

Existing and proposed woodchlp operations in N.S.W. appear
to be based on three nominally distinct sources of timber. The

following comments are grouped under these sources.

l.1l Chipmilling of sawmill residues.

‘ In 8o far as 1t utilizes material hitherto burned, this
operation has obvious economic and environmental benefits,

which however must be weighed against the following - -

considerations:

1.11 " Sustalinsbility

The volume of sawmill residues is likely to decline in
. future with the reduction in timber yield from privately
" owned land. The establishment of an industry based on this
source inevitsably Implies future labour redundancy, creating
unemployment and/or irresistable pressuresg to reflate the
operation with timber from other sources.

- l.12 Overall utilization of sawmil) waste

Only part of existing sawmill residues cen be converyed
to woodchips. Before capital is invested in chipmilling this
fractlon the economics of utllizlng the remainder , mainly
sawduét should also be explored, covering such possibilities
as:

1.121 modification of sawlng techniques to produce usable chips
instesd of sawdust
l.122 possible outlets for sawdust and offcuts in combination

1.123 sawdust utilization for pulp, chemlical feedstock, fuel etc.



1.13 ~ Port Development

The development of deepwater port facilities in Coff's
Harbour for example could be anticipated to incur the following
negative impacts on the tourist Industry and the amenity of
local residents:
1.131 Heavy vehicular traffic in and around the town, with
‘ consequent acclident risk and deterioration of roads.
1.132 Water pollution due té ballast from bulk ships and dust

from loading operations

1,133 Noise
1.134 Beach and foreshore erosion due to dredging of the channel.
’2 Chipmilling of Forest Residues.

From details enclosed in a letter from A.C. Hogarth of ALLEN
TAYLOR & CO. to M. Dunphy, dated 1974-11-20, the term "forest
residues" 1s understood to mean:

Category 1) Residual material after logging of native forest
2) Residual material cleared annually from
plantation areas- 'j : i
3) Pulpwood from regrowth areas
With the possible exception of Category 3), which may refer
@ o thinnings, 1t appears that the material to be chipmilled is
not waste' in the sense of slash and crowns left to rot, but live
trees unsulitable for sawmilling. The definitions of categorles
1) and 2) "forest resldues" implles an operation in which all
frees are removed from an area, an operation indistingulshable

from clearfelling.
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Chipmilling of clearfelled timber

1.30 O0f all the implications of a woodchip industry, the

clearfelling of native forests prior to conversion to agriculture

or silvicultural plantations represents the point of gravest

concern to the FBW,

1.31 We hold layman's misgivings about the sustalnabllity of

clearfelling as an intensive forestry technique, on the grounds

of;

1.311 soll erosion after clearfelling

1.312 nutrient depletion due to soll erosion and complete removal

of vegetation

1.313 vulnerabllity of even aged monocultures to pest, dlsease and fire.

On these technical matters we defer to the research results of
professional foresters, but we cannot accept that such research
18 adequate until trial plots have been observed for several
Rarvest cycles. As a form of agriculture,plantation clearfelling
eppears no more or less hazardous than cereal farming or burnt
range grazing. Experience in the latter aress has however
indicated the need for caution before large tracts of land are

committed to unproven management techniques.

1.32 The .primary concern of the FBW is not with the long term

profitebility of plantation silviculture, but that the expansion
of this form of land use 1s almost entirely at the expense of
native forest. The concept of "multiple use" management encompassing

wlldlife conservatlion and recreation as well as timber production

‘13 utterly lnconsistent with conversion of native forest to

plantations harvested by clearfelling.



1.33 The FBW considers that if Plantation silviculture is to
expand it should do so 1in competition to other forms of agriculture,
on land already denuded of native forest. The traditionally
priviledged position of the forestry industry as trustees of most
of the remaining wilderness areas of NSW, cannot be justified when®

the terms of that trust are violated by the practice of clearfelling.



2.1

2.2

2.3

"i.4

2.5

2 SCIENTIFIC REFERENCE AREAS - AXIOMS AND ASSUMPTIONS

Perpetually vigble samples of all remalning natural habitats
should be secured for the purpose of sclentific referencé.

The existing N.S.W. system of nature reserves, flora and
fauna reserves and sclentific areas falls far short of a
cqmprehenaive sample of remalning natural habitats, and many
such hebitats will be destroyed unless interim protection 1is
afforded to likely areas pending further research,

Of the remalning habitat types to be sempled for scientific
purposes a large proportion are forest habltats centred on the
coastel ranges.

The integrity of sclentific reference areas is incompatible
with any form of timber production

The concept of perpetual reservation implies overriding

priority over other competing forms of land use,
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3.2

3.3
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WILDERNKSS RECREATION AREAS - AXIOMS AND ASSUMPTIONS.

Further to the system of sclentific reserves, and second
only to that in priority, sustelnably manageable samples of gall
outstanding natural features, including the remaining wilderness
areas should be secured for public recreation and enlightenment,

The areas dedicated for public recreation must be adequate
to. cater for N.S5.W.'s share of the pProjected recreation needs
of the ultimate population of Australis, without degradation of
natural values, especlally in the wilderness component,

Of the remaining areas of N.S.W. manageable for wilderness
recreation, the overwhelming majority are forests.

The community demand for recreational land covers a
wlde spectrum from wilderness to racetracks. The FBW seeks to°
represent only the wilderness end of that spectrum , involving
land In which the only improvements are occasional tracks and
fireplaces to protect the area from damage by visitorsa.

The values sought in an ares through the activities

represented by FBW are :

Wilderness credibility, maximum in the absence of all roads,
tracks, structures, fireplaces efc., though these _are-~
invariably used when present.

Natural history; geology, ecology, botany, z00logy based

on the same considerations as scilentific reference areas.

People need a personal reference to the way 1t was.

3.53 Solitude, freedom from encounters with people other than friends.
J3.54 Scenery
3455 Challenge, not neccessarily danger, but scope for skill gnd

physical fitness.
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3.62

3.7

3.71

3.72

3.73

The impact of conventional selective logging operations on
the values outlined above stems from the following effects:

Logging and fire roeds reduce wilderness credibility,

degrade the natural history by altering catchment yunoff and
penetrating the forest canopy; increase the mobility of
motorized visitors, which impairs the solitude value to otherssg
acar the view; and drastically reduce the size of roadless
aresas posing any meaningful challenge to bushwalkers.

Noise of chainsaws and logging equipment destroy
wilderness credibility and drive off wildlife.

Exotic weeds introduced by earthmoving equipment and

encouraged by the opening of the forest canopy impair the
natural hilstory, and in some cases completely destroy the

natural understorey.

The impact of clearfelling and planting on recreational
values is even more devestating, and includes the following
factors:

Even gge of timber stands implises that the area oien
vaguely resembles s forest for only about one third of the time.
Lack of "degenerate" old trees implies the absence of arboreal
animals and several specles of birds.

Reduction of diversity especilally the destruction of

irreplacesble rainforest habitats completely destoys the
natural history value of an area, except perhaps as a macabre

contrast to the origlnal environment.

Domestication of the area with trees planted 1n rows, and

a network cf access roads utterly destroys wilderness credibility.
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~ the facts.

THE N.S.W. FORESTRY COMMISSION'S MANAGEMENT OF TALLAGANDA STATE FOREST .

— increased erosion and nutrient loss, wildlife slaughter,
expensive roading, watercourse pollution and siltation,
the use of harmful clearfelling practices, loss of forest
amenty, increased problems and cost of management,
destruction of opportunities for multiple forest use.

The NSW. Forestry Commission claims that it is -

involved in the new woodchip proposals in enly “a very
marginal way”. However it has already offered
woodchippers material from its clearfelling activities — so

The th

The current woodchip proposals, incorrectly claimed to be
primarily based on sawmill waste, are merely *‘the thin edge of
the wedge”. These proposals, under present plans, will
inevitably lead to the establishment of highly polluting wood

.'1"

called “sites being
establishment™. ]

The Commission favours the establishment of the highly
polluting woodpulp plants which Japan is rejecting. If the
new woodchip schemes are established they can be
expected to lead to pulpmills, which would require the
establishment of intensive tree plantations, in the place of
native forest, to supply adequate raw material.

cleared for routine plantation

1 edge of the wedge

pulp processing plants, and lead to the clearing of much of the
native forest of central and northern N S W., and of southern
Queensland. : .

. WOODCHIPS — THE FACTS

This is a special publication for residents of the central and
north coasts of NS W ., and of the northern tablelands, and for
all who care for the future of the north eastern area of the
State.

The publication contains details of four current woodchip
proposals. They are the thin edge of the‘woodchip-pulp wood
wedge which will shatter the environment of this area.

Implementation of the proposed schemes will bring large

scale clear-felling of native eucalypt and rain forest, restrict

employment opportunities, destroy living and recreation
amenity, in time render commercial fishing uneconomic, take
raw materials away from the saw-log industry, absorb ten’s of
millions of dollars of public funds, block growth of the tourist
industry and destroy much of the existing road system.

The Australian community will have to suffer all this
simply to boost the profits of Japanese industry, and of a
small number of local companies.
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THE TASMANIAN LESSON

The people of the N.SW. central and north coasts, and of
southern Queensland can judge their future from the
experience of Tasmanians.

They were largely unaware that woodchipping would cause
erosion, spread forest disease, break up roads, affect tourist
amenities, and destroy valuable saw logs — and even then,
would require massive injections of public money to enable it
to operate.
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The result of “the thin edge of the wedge”
approach — 2/3 of Tasmania, including its best
forests, is given over to intensive woodchip activity.

POOR DEAL FOR PRIVATE LAND HOLDERS

Woodchip companijes in Tasmania were relying in some
areas on private forested land for supplies of timber.

On 4 July 1973 Mr. R.F. Thomas, Chairman of the State
Forestry Committee of the Tasmanian Farmers’ Federation,
addressed the Federation’s annual State conference. He said
that the woodchip industry had “turned sour” for farmers.

“It is disappointing to find that after we have given the chip
companies our support and blessing and arranged procedures,
that they appear to have thrown the book away.” He went on
to say that royalties paid by the companies did not enable
forests to be re-established, and that good timber was wasted.

The Hobart ‘Mercury’ in its July 6, 1973 editorial
commented on Mr. Thomas’ anti-woodchip remarks, *“The
industry appears another case of Government enthusiasm for
something big and new overriding the need for thorough
preliminary investigation of its effects.”

CITIZENS OBJECT

On July 5, 1973 the Tasmanian press carried this ‘Letter to
the Editor’,

“Sir, — Another sawmill is to be closed and men paid off
because of the scarcity of timber logs.

Yet daily trucks pass through Launceston ruining our roads,
and shaking our houses, carrying logs many of which are
fit for sawmilling

Yes, our farmers were offered 50c a ton for these

wonderful Tasmanian hardwoods to be chipped, and yet our
firewood is scarce. The City Mission is unable to supply our
poor with firewood.

In a few years Tasmania will be barren. Qur children will
have lost their heritage, and our glorious forests will be deserts.

The only good news | have heard is that one firm was not
granted a chip licence. . .”

LOCAL GOVERNMENT OBJECTS

On March 14, 1973 the Tasmanian press reported criticism
of woodchip activity by the Mayor of Launceston (Dr. Fisher).
Dr. Fisher’s comments joined those of other local government
authorities worried by the cost of maintaining roads, wrecked
and made dangerous by woodchip lorries.

Dr. Fisher said that in the early stages of the woodchip
industry, he had warned that the states forests would be
denuded.

“I pointed out that there was no control on reafforestation
of private land. I felt this was a great tragedy.

I was told 1 was speaking through my hat.

1 am now very pleased to note that the former Premier, and
former minister for Agriculture are now advocating the very
thing that I have advocated.

I also made the statement that a lot of logging timber was
going to the woodchip industry, and obviously I have been
right because at the moment there is a big outcry from the
timber merchants.”

INDUSTRY SPOKESMAN

However the situation continued to deteriorate. On June 1,
1973 in a Letter to the Editor, Mr. Brendan A. Lyons,
Manager of the Tasmanian Timber Association spoke of the
destruction of saw logs in the Derwent valley.

“In that Crown area, which carries probably the world’s
best stands of hardwood milling timber, Australian Newsprint
mills are given by Act of Parliament the exclusive right to all
logs regardless of quality.

The company is required only to sell a certain volume per
annum to saw millers and is then entitled to use all other
sawlogs for pulp, and it does in fact do so.

Further it pays an extremely low royalty for them.

My association is extremely concerned at this dreadful
waste. This is happening while sawmillers are being forced to
use logs of quality more suited for pulpwood (i.e. woodchips)
than for sawn timber.”

SAWMILLS CLOSE, STAFF SACKED

On June 29, 1973 the Tasmanian press carried this story.

“Four years ago Leo Faulkner was thinking about
expanding his sawmill but today he’s on the verge of closing
down because he can’t get any logs.

Mr. Faulkner (53) of Walkers Ave, Newham, blames
woodchip companies for his predicament.

He will lay off his six employees this afternoon after his jast
few logs have been cut.

And that will be the end of 40 years work in sawmills for
Mr. Faulkner.

‘The woodchip companies have got everything tied up and
there is no way a mill like mine can operate,” Mr. Faulkner
said.

*They have virtually forced me out of business’.

‘I know people say that the chip plants don’t take good logs
but I've been in the game for 40 years and | know a good log
when { see one.” ”
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Please send a copy of this publication and other relevant
details of the CAMPAIGN TO SAVE NATIVE FORESTS to
the following peopleforganisations. You may indicate that |
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Surname ..............

First Name orInitials . ... . ... ... ... ... . . . . it

suggested you forward the material. Enclosed is a stamp for
each address.

Mr/Mrs/Miss/Ms/Dr ~ ~ T oo ETmomTTT
Surpame .. ... . ... ...

First NameorInitials . .. ... ... ... .. ... .. .. . . .o ...,
AdAresS. . . . . e

e e e e Postcode ... ...

Please attach additional names if you wish PLEASE COMPLETE OTHER SIDE



WOODCHIPS — THE FACTS ABOUT ALLEN TAYLOR & CO. LTD'S PROPOSALS

Allen Taylor & Co. Ltd. claim to believe “that the proposal
for a woodchip industry based on Coffs Harbour demands the
widest possible discussion".

But in reality —

* they have not given the public adequate information,

* Allen Taylor’s Japanese partners in the proposed

exploitation are notably absent from public debate,

* and the “basic facts” that they offer the public contain

items which are seriously misleading,

Allen Taylor & Co. Ltd.’s public relations claims include —

* There will be no Central Chipping Operation. Chipping will
be done by small units at individual Sawmills or in the
bush.

However the public roads for up to 150 miles, and possibly
as far as 250 miles, from Coffs Harbour will be broken up by
heavy woodchip lorries delivering chips from sawmills, and
forestry operations including clear felling.

* The study is based on the utilisation of sawmilt waste which
is presently being burned. The Sawmilling Industry in the
area must not waste wood if it is to remain competitive to
sustain employment.

The Allen Taylor proposals and the other schemes cannot
be established and maintained on a basis of sawmill waste.
Already Allen Taylor and Co. has been reported as saying that
its projected woodchip exports have been increased from
350,000 tonnes to 500,000 tonnes and that only 200,000 of
this could come from sawmill waste.

"

. the dreaming tourist is threatened by the
juggernout behind, 20 tons of timber at 50 mph,
engulfing, threatening all.

The big Macks thunder through the slalom course,
breaking down the shoulders of the road, bumping
stone walls into oblivion, fouling creek crossings
farther into the hills, delivering once fine tall
eucalypts to the mincer, and on to Japan.”

— The Age, January 22, 1974

(Describing the transport of woodchip material from
the forests to Triabunna (Tasmania) for export to
Japan.)

The majority of their raw material would come from
private forests, and from widespread N.S.W. Forestry
Commission operations
Rather than the Sawmilling Industry remaining competitive
and sustaining employment, it will become increasingly
uneconomic as woodchip operations take quality sawlogs from
public and private land (please see *“The Tasmanian Lesson”
on the back page)}.

* There will be no clear felling of the forests as performed in
other chip operations in Australia.

The N.S.W. Forestry Commission claims that it will only be
involved in the proposed schemes “in a very marginal way”.
This is quite wrong. It has already offered Allen Taylor and
Co. “currently unsalable material on sites being cleared for
routine plantation establishment”. That is, the Commission
will be clear felling extensive areas of native eucalypts, and
residual pockets of rainforest, to establish tree crops of pines,
and of single species eucalypts.

* The proposed operation will be small compared to other
chip operations. The total tonnage would be 350,000 tons
per annum, which volume should be achieved by Year 3 of
the operation.

The thin edge of the wedge — already Allen Taylor have
been reported to have increased this figure to 500,000 tons per
annum — even this increased figure appears to be only a
minimum acceptable figure for  Japanese buyers.

* The chip pile will be situated in the disused quarry, the base
of the pile being 100ft plus from the harbour foreshores.

* The quarry walls will protect the chip pile from wind
forces, although the chips, by nature of their size, are
relatively immobile.

* The loading of vessels with chips will be carried out by
using a fully enclosed Belt Conveyor System.

* Water runoff from the chip pile, containing very dilute
leachates, is not dangerous to marine life and will be piped
to and discharged at a point adjacent to the existing
sewerage outfall,

Already the increase in Allen Taylor's projected exports
makes these assurances meaningless. In fact not only does the
N.S.W. Forestry Commission actively encourage the expansion
of woodchip exports, the Commission advocates the
establishment of highly polluting pulp mills to process
woodchips prior to export.

Such a logical and expected extension of Allen Tayler’s
proposed operation would destroy Coffs Harbour as its
residents know it. It would certainly end its present
commercial fishing activity and attraction for most tourists.

Mr. J. Henry, the NSW. Forestry Commissioner, is
involved in the Australian Forestry Council which organised
the recent Forwood Conference. The Conference’s official
research  publication contained recommendations that
Australia should seek to attract Japanese pulp mills by having
weaker pollution controls,

* Access to the southern breakwater will be available by a road
along the harbour foreshores.

-* Vehicles conveying chips to chip pile will be adequately
sheeted to preclude blow-off of chips.

* Vehicle movement through High Street will be increased by
0.8% by chip carrying vehicles, or an extra vehicle each 10
minutes. Flow in Orlando Street will be similar.

The proposed export tonnage has already been increased to
up to 500,000 tonnes per annum. This will mean 250 single
truck trips per day by heavy lotries of a 20 ton capacity, on
the shire’s roads, and on main highways.

Such disruption could destroy the viability of Coffs
Harbour’s commercial area through which the trucks will pass.

The noise and air pollution alone would be severe and
would add to the noise and water pollution from the
woodchip storage and loading operation.

* We have to emphasise that our proposed Project will be of
very great benefit in terms of increased income to a wide
section of the community in Coffs Harbour Shire.

Tourism and recreation activity, one of the area’s growth
industries, will be seriously affected, and lose the town
income.

In addition because woodchip activities are capital, not
labour, intensive the prospects for a net increase in
employment are not good — tourist activities and related
employment will not increase, saw mills will become less
economic and put off staff, and increasing pollution will force
fishing activities from the area.

Undoubtedly some individuals and businesses in the town
will benefit - and no doubt residents are assessing just who
will benefit from the proposed scheme.

For the majority of residents there will be no benefit. In
fact their rates and taxes will have to pay for the cost of
repairs to roads broken up by the trucks, and they will also
have to pay for resulting damage to their own vehicles.

As in the case of many environmentally damaging projects
the benefits are concentrated in a very small group of
individuals or companies. The costs, both in cash and in loss of
living amenity, are however borne by the whole community
who gain little or no benefit.

Surely Allen Taylor & Co Ltd must want the public to
correctly understand their plans and motivations. We hope
that they will make the fullest details available to clarify any
misunderstandings that have arisen.



WHAT ARE WOODCHIPS AND PULPWOOD? The joint proposals of Allen Taylor and Co. Ltd. and their %

Woodchips are shredded trees — small fragments of timber. Japanese p.artner,'C, Itoh & Co. Ltd., are being backed bya |
They are an early stage in the conversion, of wood to pulp for heavy public relations campaign centred on Coffs Harbour.
the manufacture of paper and paperboard (cardboard). That is, _ One aim of this publication is to put their proposed scheme
the woodchip industry is part of the pulpwood (paper and into its correct perspective.

paper products) industry. . e

These industries have a great environmental impact because
they consume large amounts of water, wood and power, and
produce large quantities of pollutants.

THE WOODCHIP PROPOSALS

There are at least four woodchip schemes currently
proposed for the central and north coasts of N.S.W. and for
southern Queensland. .

* Allen Taylor & Co. Ltd.,and C. Itoh & Co. Ltd. {exporting
from Coffs Harbour)

* Standard Sawmilling Co. Pty. Ltd., and Carter Consolidated
Ltd. (exporting from Pinkenba Wharf, Brisbane)

* Toyomenka (Aust.) Pty. Ltd., Nippon Pulp Industry Co.
Ltd. (Japan), and Toyomenka Kaisha Ltd. (Japan)
(exporting from Iluka, NS W)

* Companies in the above proposal and Hardboard (Aust.)
(exporting from Kooragang Island Newcastle).

Despite claims that these woodchip schemes are dependent :
on sawmill waste, in actual fact their viability, and expansion RBO
will depend heavily on taking timber from private forests, and o & COFES HA uR
on the N.S.“E. Forestry Commission’s extensive clear-felling
programmes, (the Commission’s so-called “Routine Plantation
establishment”}. MUSWELLEROOK

The areas affected are enclosed by an approximate

boundary stretching west from the Sydney metropolitan area  ~ ®

to Lithgow, north to Rylstone, up through Muswellbrook, on RYLSTONE NEWCASTLE
through the New England development into southern cow \®

Queensland and finishing on the coast north of Brisbane, LITH

Only a small amount of NS.W.s central and northern SYDNEY

native eucalypt and rain forests are protected in National
Parks.

The introduction of mobile chippers and other new
equipment means that virtually all the remaining forest on
private land, in State forests and on Crown land is available for
woodchipping.

. This is an extremely serious situation, even worse is the fact
that the policies of the Australian Forestry Council and of the

This extensive area of N.S.W. and of southern
Queensland will be adversely affected by the
proposed woodchip activities.

Many shire councils will face heavy expenditure to
repair and maintain roads damaged by woodchip

N.S.W. Forestry Commission are actively encouraging the trucks.
establishment of highly polluting pulp plants on the coast to
process the woodchips prior to export.
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SYDNEY enquiries: 6607735

news release

AUSTRALIAN CONSERVATION FOUNDATION

206 Clarendon Street
East Melbourne Victoria
Australia 3002
Telephone 419 3366

PUBLIC REJECT WOODCHIP for immediate release
February 9, 1975

The largest public meeting in Coffs Harbour for
several years rejected woodchip proposals for Northern NSW,

Five Japanese companies have fcrmed consortia with
several Australian companies, and propose to export .
woodchips from Brisbane, Iluka, Coffs Harhour and Newcastle.

Over 500 people at the Coffs Harbour Civic Centre
Meeting on saturday evening, February 8, voted to strongly
resist establishment of the industry at Coffs Harbour.

Anti-Woodchip Action Committees were set up by the
Meeting in the following centres:

Coffs Harbour

Tamwoxrth

Armidale

Mullumbimby

Laurieton
Maclean and

Port Macquarie.

The meeting recognised that the forests of the North
Coast of NSW are a valuable part of the National Heritage
and must not be exploited for the short term benefit of a few.

Speakers were:

. Mr Paul Scobie, Project Officer, Australian
Consexrvation Foundation .

+« Mr D Brownrigg, Marketfng Manager, Allen Taylor
& Company !

. Mr Frank Walker MLA, Member for Georges River

. Professor Ian Douglas, of New England University,
Department of Geograpﬁy

. Mr Peter Metcalfe, of the New England National
Parks Trust. ;

MORE ...
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The meeting was chaired by the Honorary Secretary of
Ecology Action, Mr D Thompson.

Speakers from the floor included Mr Matt Singleton MLA,
and Coffs Harbour Councillors Hogbin, McHugh and Robinson.

The overwhelming rejection of woodchip proposals
expressed by the meeting comes as a climax to weeks of debate
in Coffs Harbour Shixn Council.

One speaker from the floor drew from the representative
of Allen Taylor and Company an admission thet if the Minister
for Agriculture, Senator Wreidt, grants a woodchip export
licence the Company will proceed with its plans regardless
of local public opinion. The Company he said "had spent too
much money on the project, not to%,

A message read to the meeting from the Queensland
Conservation Council revealed that at least three Queensland
ports - Brisbane, Galdstone and Maryborough - are being
considered as woodchip export ports.

Coloured slides were shown to the meeting of destruction
and pollution caused by existing chipmill projects in
Tasmania and at Eden in Southern NSW., Mr Scobic stated that
two thiras of Tasmania was leased to woodchip companies.

© Allen Taylor’s spokesman confirmedthat there would be
150 movements of 20 ton trucks through Coffs Harbour six
days per week, ie: one truck every 10 minutes. MNolse levels
quoted for these movements were 80-100 decibels.

Mr Frank Walker MLA, told the meeting that his personal
opinion was that an export woodchip industry on the North
Coast would be a disaster. He said a flight over the
Daischowa-Harris franchise at Eden '"should be compulsory for
all those councillors and parliamentarians who have been
duchessed by the expensive public relations campaigns being
waged by the Japanese, because their hearts would be ..

MORE ...
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.. sickened by the sight of devastation so ugly and so
extensive that it could only be contrasted with the
defoliated battlefieids of Viet Nam."

Mr Walker said North Coast woodchip proposals were
the ’thin end of the wedge’ leading to destruction of
North Coast forests. "We have seen this game played too
often before, particularly by the mineral sands miners
and the limestone miners. You get a toehold, make a local
community dependent to some extent on the industry, and
then blackmail it into submitting to widespread environmental
degradation by threatening to clcse down and sack workers."

ENDS

Sydney enquiries to Leigh Holloway, councillor, Australian
Conservation Foundation, ¢/ NSW Environment Centre, 263B
The Broadway. Telephone 6607735, or 6600960.
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UNITED OPPOSITION TO CHIPMILL PROJECTS IN NORTHERN N.S.W.

REPORT FOR PARLIAMENTARY REPRESENTATIVES

MEETING OF DELEGATES AND OBSERVERS FROM 36% ENVIRONMENT
ORGANISATIONS HELD AT COFFS HARBOUR ON 15 DECEMBER 1974,

THE FACTS.

1. Only 2.7% of North Coast forests east of the Great
Divide are within National Parks and Nature Reéserves;
56% are Crown land or State forest, while the remainder
are in private ownership,

2. Four chipmill propcsals have been made to the State and
Australian Governments., Chip loading facilitics will
be located at

Pinkenba on the Brisbane River
Iluka

Coffs Harbour

Kooragang Island at Newcastle

3. The proposals include the use of forests within a 150

mile radius of each of these centres and cover the
entire 400 miles of the North Coast frum Sydney.

SURVIVAL OF THESE FORESTS - A REAL CONCERN

Ecology Action reported:

"Because of new forest stripping techniques invelving
mobile chippers and ’go anywhere’ bulk carriers, no North
Coast forests will be safe, irrespective of where the port
is situated.®

" +.. Government Forestry Authorities and their commercial
partners are, both through ignorance and intent, misleading
the Australian public as tec the real impact of their
activities and as to the extent of their plans.®

"If the North Coast wocdchip activities are established

they will demand an ever increasing access to public and
private forests. As serisus as present proposals are, they

are merely the thin edge of the wedge, If the proposed
programs are introduced, not only will the available options
for future development be drastically reduced, but the economic
and social growth of the North Coast will permanently suffer.®

Delegates at the meeting expressed thanks to Dr. Cass and
Senator Geitzelt for providing copies of the environmental
impact studies for the four prcjects. The N.S.W. State
Pollution Control Commission and the Forestry and Timber
Bureau had refused to supply these documents,



OPPOSITION

The meeting trenchantly opposed the chipmill projects
in the following resolutions:

1. "That the State Government be pressed to declare
a moratorium on any new schemes for chipmilling
until th#@ investigations by the House of Represen-
tatives Standing Committee inquiring into the
forestry industries are completed and their
report presented to the public.®

2. "That no depletion of, or damage to, Australia’s
remaining forest areas for the purpose of wood-
chipping be allowed., That the Australian and
State Governments be asked to implement legisla-
tion to safeguard this vital National Heritage
and direct their Forestry Commissions accordingly.™

3. "That as a basis for our opposition to chipmilling
this meeting expresses its concern that a woodchip
project proposed on the basis of mill waste and
forest residue will escalate to entail subsequent
proposals for (1) clearfelling of native forests
followed by establishment of plantations;

(2) pulpmiliing."

In a final resolution Government planners were urged to
carry out a conservation survey of the forests of Northern
N.S.W. and after a public hearing to "implement a proper
programme of park and reserve dedication, before any wood-
chip or other intensive forestry programmes are developed
for the North Coastt.

Although the State Pollution Control Commission has
instituted an investigation into the establishment of the
woodchip industry on the North Coast, it will take place
over the Christmas period when conservation groups have
almost no resources., A call was made to the N.S.W.
Minister for Planning and Environment tc extend the period
for submissions to the end of March., In addition the
inquiry should be conducted in public, with some sittings
on the North Coast.

ACTION TAKEN

The meeting resolved tc immediately set up a Northern
N.S.W. Environment Centre, with full time and volunteer
staff, to aid the fight ageinst chipmilling.

Assistance in funding this Centre from governmental and
private sources will be appreciated.

(Donations should be sent to the Camden Haven Conservation
Society, ¢/- 77 Bold Street, Lauriecton, 2443,)
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The following telegram has bezen sent ts the
Hon. T.L. Lewis, Premier Elect of N.S.W,. :

"REPRESENTATIVES OF 36 ORGANISATIONS MEETING IN
COFFS HARBOUR 15TH DECEMBER COMPLETELY OPPOSE
CURRENT CHIPHMILL PRCJECTS ON NORTH COAST WHICH
WE REGARD AS THIN END OF WEDGE FOR ACCELERATED
DESTRUCTION OF NCRTH COAST AMD TABLELANDS FORESTS
STOP WE CALL ON N.S.W. GOVERNMENT TO REJECT

THESE DESTRUCTIVE PROJECTS FOR WHICH ADEQUATE
SUPPORTING SCIENTIFIC STUDIES ARE NOT AVAILABLE
STOP NORTHERN N.S.W. NEEDS DEDICATICN OF ADEQUATE
SYSTEM OF PARKLANDS BEFORE CHIPMILLING IS
CONSIDERED,

GRACE M. EASTERBROOK
CHAIRMAN OF COFFS HARBOUR MEETING
PHONE: PORT MACQUARIE 83.1804, "

A similar telegram was sent to the Hon. Dr. Moss Cass,
We ask for your support,

Grace M. Easterbrook,

Chairman.
(President of Port Macquarie Conservation Society,
P.O. Box 426, Port Macquarie, 2444.)

* Attached is list of societies represented at
Coffs Harbour Conference,
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15.
16,
17,
18.

19,
20.
21,

2.
.3
24,
29,
26,
27,
28.
29,
30.
3l.
32.
33.

34.

35,

Alphabetical List of Societies repxesented at
Coffs Harbour.Copfexaeace - « 15 December 1974

Australian Conservation Foundation  (Rep)
Bananacoast Tourist Authority (Obs)
Border Ranges Preservation Society - (Rep)
Byron Flora & Fauna Conservation Society  (Rep)

Camden Haven Conservation Society (Rep)
Clarence Valley Environment Protection Society (Rep)
Clarence Valley Field Naturalists’ Club {Obs)
Colong Committee Limited (Rep)
Dorrigo State Park Trust (Obs)
Ecology Action (Rep)
Inspect, Armidale Branch (Rep)
Maclean Progress Association (Rep)

National Parks Association of NSW Armidale Branch (Rep)

National Parks Association of NSW Central Region and State

Council (Rep)
National Parks Association of NSW Hunter-Manning Region
National Parks Association of NSW Tamworth (Rep)
National Trust of Australia (NSW) (Obs)
National Trust of Australia (NSW) Hunter Region Landscape
Committee (Obs)
Nature Conservation Council of New South Wales (Rep)
Nelson Bay Conservation Society (Obs)
New England National Parks Trust (Rep)
New England Trout Acclimatisation Society (Obs)
New South Wales Federation of Bushwalking Clubs (Rep)
Northern Parks & Playground Movement (Obs)
Northern Parks Trust Association (Rep)
Port Macquarie Conservation Society (Rep)
Port Macquarie Koala Preservation Society (Rep)
Port Stephens Conservation Society : (Rep)
Port Stephens Wildlife Conservation Society

Total Environment Centre (Rep)
Iweed Brunswick Byron Tourist Authority (Rep)
Ulitaerra Society (Rep)

University of New England, Department of '
Continuing Education (Obs)

University of New England, Natural Resources
Society (Obs)

Wildlife Preservation Society of New South Wales(Rep)

(Rep)



36. Wildlife Preservation Society of Queensland Inc. (Obs)

Rep = Representative Obs = Observer



New South Wales Environment Centre

2638 The Broadway
Broadway

New South Wales
Australia 2007

Telephone {02) 6600960
Telegrams Sydenviron Sydney N.SW.

Your Ref:
Our Ref:

FORESTRY KIT 17 march 1975

prepared for NSW North Coast public libraries, as an infor-
mation service by the NSW Environment Centre.

Introduction

The future of Australian native forests is a matter of major
public concern, These documents, prepared by citizen
organisations, put the cese for conservation.

Contents

NSW North Coast Woodchips or Recreation?, pamphlet of the
Australian Conservation Foundation, Sydney.

Woodchip Laughs at You, Woodchip Campaign, Tasmania

Woodchips ~ the facts, Campaign to Save Native Forests/
Ecolcgy Action, Sydney

The Woodchip Tragedy, Campaign to Save Native Forests/Ecology
Action, Sydney

The Great Forest Sell-Out, Viewpoint of the Australian
Conservation Foundation, Melbourne

The Packaging Plague, Viewpoint of the Australian Conservation
Foundation, Melbourne

The Chips are Down for the North Coast, pamphlet of the North
Coast Environment Centre, Laurieton i~

Woodchipping on the North Coast - some background notes, \\‘\“w
Total Environment Centre, Sydney

Forestry Massacre 1, Friends of the Earth, Sydney

... 0on the other side of the hill
.+ what’s haoppening to our forests, Hobart group supporting
the Radical Ecology Conference

Australian Conservation Foundation Newsletters, Vol 6, Nos 10
and 11, November & December 1974, Melbourne

Further information

The Fight for the Forests, by R & V Routley, Research School

of Social Sciences, Australian National University - available
from Ecology Action, PO Box Cl159, Clarence Street, Sydney NSW
2001  $4-95 each plus 79c¢c postage,

a service centre managed by the Nature Conservation Council of N.S.W.,
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230 Scenic Road, .
KILICARE HEIGHTS,

via Hardyts Bay, 2256,
Telos 043,60,1024
Magch 4, 1975,

MEMO. TO ANTI-WOODCHIP COMMITTEES (IORTH COAST)

The Executive of the Nature Conservation Council of N.S.W, has
received a report of the Coff's Harbour Meeting of February 8, 1975,

~ convened to consider the development of the woodchip industry on the
North Coast of New South Wales, .

Amongst other topics arising from the report, the matter of a single
committee to receive donations for the cempaign was considered,
@ivecquently it was resolved coo

“THAT the NaztuPe Conservation Council of M.S.W. strongly
urges the action commititees to appoint a central
managem-ent group to accept and dilsburse funds.®

The Executive had drawn to its attention at least two sources of
financial assistance where difficulty was being encountered by ths
existence of mcany action committess without a common co-operative,

This memo, has been forwarded to the seven (7) Anti-Woodchip Action
Committees listed below, ¥ou maty care to conszider the NCC
recommendation and attempt to bring your colleagues together on the
matter under reference, The Council would be pleagsed to know what
transpires and if the N.S.W. Environment Centre can be of assistance,

ALILEN A, STROM

. : H:=onorary Secretary.
Coffs Harbour Tamworth g : Armidale
Patexr Roberts Roberg Pratex Petex Metcalf
P,0, Box 121 ¢/o National Parks Asso¢, ¢/fo National Parks Assoc.
Coffs Hbr 2451 P.0O, Box 591 PO, Box 196
Ta mworth, 2340 Aymidale, 2351
Mullumbinby
Rue Maslin Lagrieton Maclean 'DM Watbo ,
1 Tyagarah Street Jill Diewok ¢/o Clarence Valley Environ-
Mullumbimby 2482 77 Bold Street mental Protection Scty
Laurieton, 2443 - 23 Beach Street,

Yamba, 2464,
Port Macquarie

Grace Fasterbrock

c/o Port Macquarie Conservation Society
P.O. Box 426
Port Macguarie, 2444,
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"Comment by Peter Roberts, Chairman, Coff's Harbour Anti Woodchip
Action Committee on Allen Taylor's Environmental I¥mpact Statement.

n—

"Sleek and glossy, bulging with tables and consultant reports, maps
‘and diagrams, lavishly illustrated with expensive colour prints, it
sets out to present the facts on the proposal to export 350,000
tonnes of woodchips every year, and to agsess the arguments for and
against,

For many months aldermen and politicians have been saying, "Don't
Dake up your mind until you've seen the EIS - you must have the
facts", S0 how does this report set out to justify the handing
over of large quantities of a scarce resource o a foreign nation,
and allowing a private firm to install = large industrial complex
on a piece of choice public land right on Coffs Harbour's front
doorstep?

There is cold comfort here for anyone geeking fresh ammunition to
shoot at the greenies! 1It's all beén fired off long ago in leaks
and PR handouts from Allen Taylor's. There is not one fact or
argument or statistic in the report likely to bolster the woodchip
cause that has not already been well and truly ventilated., On the
other hand the EIS spells out clearly somé matters where the con-~
sortium has not so far been very explicit. For example, how many
people realised that the trucks transporting the chips will actually
be semi-trailers?

@iut-off from the chip pile, which we have been told was to be dis-
charged near the sewage outfall, is destined to meet the ocean at
the extremé eastern end of the quarry, next to the start of the
south wall., This is much too close to the harbour entrance, and
will certainly not please the rock fishermen,

Traffic at the level crossing will be increased by 4.8% - an
estimate based on vehicle numbers alone with no allowance for the
size of the trucks,

Trucks travelling via High or Orlando Streets will operate on a 12
hour day.

While a ship is in port loading will proceed on a 24 hour basis for
‘a total of from 36 to 40 hours. ‘

Dredging of the harbour, to continue for 4 to 6 months, is scheduled
to start next Se-tember this year and the first boatload of chips
is to depart for Japan at the end of the year,

" There will be additional employment 'in country areas for a further
100 men', This should put to rest the wild claims that there will
be 200 extra jobs in and around Coffs Harbour,

When it comes to a detailed breakdown the report is a bit coy, but
presumably there will be 36 truckdrivers (only 7 of them based in
Coffs) 15 men operating mobile chippers, and most of the balance
made up by assigning 1.3 men to each of an unspecified number of
chippers at large mills,

There is a burst of candour on page 4, where under the heading
Adverse Effects on the Environment are listed 6 aspects: trucks
(ao dust), dredging (temporary) run-off (minor), noise of trucks
and loader (limited), curtailment of sailing course (limited), and
8oil disruption in the forests. My personal list contains a few
more, namelys -«

The vigual impact of having a chip pile and loading facility right
at the entrance to the harbour, under the noses of people ‘living or
holidaying beside one of the finest views along the coast, Thére is
no validity in arguing that the waterfront is presently a mess., A
start has been made to cleesn it up, and even now thé tourist buses
bring clients to Beacon Hill as a prime beauty spot.

A %ermanent loss would result to the community of a large area of
potential recreational 1and. As soon as the Public Works Department
has finished with the quarry it should revert to the Shire Council,
which will undoubtedly treat it as a priceless piece of real estate.
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Destruotion of native fauna and flora. ‘

glswhere in the report brief reference is made (p.31) to Gxgigitize
resocrch by mualified officers, but no details are glvenélified in
goes on to say - "The gener=1ly held opinion of those q: e

fhese areas is that development of this project will no PT% ractice”
oonditions any more adverse than already_ex1st_under_PFese? 'Enanimous.
This is simply not true - qualified and impartial opiniol 12 anis
that the adverse conditions will be extended and acgentuate . 111s
not easy to see the relevance of some of the aPpendlceS that swe

the report. One table for instance lists details of truck journeys
and leands carried when the PWD w=as builiding the inner harbgur in
1972, A footnotc points out that the weight of rocks carried

exceeds the weight of woodchips proposed for 2 similar period, znd
inferentially, didn't annoy anybody. Of course, apart from noting
that the PWD trucks carried only 12 tons, compared with the 20 ton
loads planned for the woodchip trucks., Coffs Harbour regidents will
be aware that the rocks were brought from the gquarry on the other
side of the harbour, a journey of less than & mile meeting no cross
traffic and passing neither houses, schools, nor shops. The reP?rt
neglects to mention this and maybe the bureaucrats who read it will

assume that journeys are somehow comparable,

Conspicuously missing from the report are several aspects tha? from

a local point of view deserve close attention, One of these 1s_tne
fact that Jetty Beach, inside the herbour, is only a few hundred
metres from the planned loader, and will certainly collect theﬁfull
impact of eny pollution there. Jetty Beach is probably the safest
beach in the district, It is very popular with families and those who
do not like 2 rough surf, and at times is even used by boardriders.

Another is the likely effect of woodchipping ort the small sawmiller
produwoing such things as cases for the banana industry, pailings,
=ty  Many of these millers have expressed fears thnt they will find
it diffionlt To buy Jogs from private owners who hsve been supplying
the bulk of their needs. Such ovmers may consider it more profitable
in the short term to allow the chippers to clear their forests

completely; the result would certainly be large gscale unemployment,

Public opinion is surely a matter that looms large in deciding
whether to allow a project like this to be established. Allen
Taylors' are painfully aware that populay feeling is running heavily,
and in many cases bitterly againet them, despite a very active
public relations effort. A public meeting in February attracted a
crowd of more than 500, almost unanimously hostile to the project.

A petition circulzted through the Shire has been signed by the vast
majority of those asked. The petition, fith 5,300 signatories, is
by far the largest ever in Coffs Harbour., Cheracteristically, not
one word appears nbout public opinion in the report.,

The other glaring omission is the effect on the tourist industry.
Nobody can mezsure this, but the industry is extremely worried and
has made no bones about saying so. An adeguate environnentsl impact
study should certainly have nade some mention of this. So what have
Allan Taylors' got to show for the $150,000 they claim to have spent
on the report? It's not a total whitewash - they are too shrewd to
risk having it thrown out by the State Pollution Control Commisgsion,
In any case how can you whitewash a scheme like this one, where the
main advantage is that some rich industrialists are going to get even
richer, at the expense of 2 community asset and at the risk of
unmeasur@ble_damage to the environment and the economy? Viewed as
an exercise in public relations, it night be fair to say that they
have made the best of a difficult job, But looked at as a full and
frank review of the likely impact on an already shrinking environ=-
ment, this report doeon't even get off the ground,"

- e e em e
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achievement' of important,conservation goals if a]loyed'to
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*go-unchecked, ~These: goals include: - se . .4 4, oy ~wnp
T T M T T ' e . T

-' Adequate conservation’of at leastia representative-15%
of thé original ecosystems of: Australia. bOnly 2% ‘it
of the-original’ forestarea hasvbeen reserved andv.. -+
this small percentage is MOT representative. To

"L Yehieve minimal ‘standards for scientific conservation -
" 3 set'by Specht ‘and otheﬁs.?exten§ive'argas;shod]d;he-~

‘reserved in theTgeographic regibnsiin‘ﬁhichnthe* N
woodehip concessionsiocclr-(withinzthése regions, . ~.»
:toﬁ'aVerage 54% of-the plantialliances-are‘not protected
Featall)l-tt ras Borteter Tuoteofios o0 to $ac ot sna
Sorimiarhe g A sl 2.
- Establishment of an effective system of national

parks’and EcﬁiéVemént7of'éfféctibefbOUndariés,’ I
" Moreferably natural boundaries siith'as water caighments~

- " and ridges’! for praposed and existing Nationall Parks and
&l sature Reserves ! * Anid hrvod b v -7 et Tt

J° epintiag ookt oot ot o bivedz Lrouhuld 22l Y

e G

- Conservation 'of ‘thé native forests of Australia in an,
*.éssentially -natural ‘or -semi<wild condition.ts The wood-.
“o chip 'industry helps ito:convert-forests toiintensive,
' vood pfoducfioﬁ=aﬁdfcauses'ecologically disruptive;and

I L I B R B FYT I T




destabilizing changes in the total forest environment,
many of which may be irreversible. e

v n Y S
The Hoodchip Export Industry will seriously interfere with
the rapidly increasing demand for forest recreation and
other non-wood forest values and will deprive the tourist
industry of potential revenue by destroying its “natural .
capital”. Tourism 1s one of the*fastest growing industries

in Australia with annual increases as follows :-

Recreational use of forests S 20%

Use of national parks : ot 10%

Pleasure driving 13%
-Halking ‘ - = -10%

Camping and caravanning - ¢ 12% .

L

Experience in the USA shows a 900% increase in forest
recreation use between 1945 and 1960, whereas population
increased by only 30%:and industrial timber products -

consumption by 36%.

ECONOMIC CONSIDERATIOHMS - t

The eéistin§ woodéﬁ{p export industry is expérienciné'
financial difficulty in Tasmania. In northern Tésﬁgﬁia. one
woodchip operation has closed down because of cut-back in
orders from Japan receﬁtly,'reguiting in 28 contractors being

thrown out of work with a combined debt of $1.75 million.
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APPM in Ballarat {Victoria) have over 35;000. tonnes of. pulp
unsvld in their warehouses and their order books are 40%
below last year's. ..

The working group set up by the Australian Ministers.for the
EnVirohﬁent and Agdriculture reported that, on present indica-
tions, total demand "(domestic plus export) will exceed:
domestic supply of -eucalypt pulpwood by 1980. UAustfalia's;=
small forest resource, large import bill and increasing
domestic demand for pulpwood should be sufficient.reasons for

not exporting Australia's virgin forests.

The same working aroup found it was “not possible to' fulfil
all its obligations to examine and prepare a report,.including
recommendations on the economic and environmental aspects of
the export.-hardwood woodchip industry”. The explanation
given was the “unwillingness of the companies -to dﬁvulge

confidential information, particu1af1y~af a financial nature..."

Equity considerations are important because the Australian
Government torking Group indicate that the annual value-of

woodchip exports by 1977 will be $75 mitlion. It is suggested

‘that alternative use of the forests for recreatfonal and tourist

purposes will provide both a greater impact on regional income

~ and a more equitable spread of benefits than will woodchip

export. . o
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The ACF considers that the woodchip programmes should be
viewed holistically and internationally with the view towards

Australia approaching a steady-state or sustainable economy.

EMVIRONMENTAL IMPACT OF EXISTING LIOODCHIP EXPORT IMDUSTRIES

The decision-making procedures leadind to the commitment of
17% of Western Australia's forests, 35% of Tasmania's wet and
dry schierophyll forest and 20% of -the E.sieberi forest type
in {ISH to woodchip export have been totally inadequate. Mo
public involvement took place in NSM or Tasmania and only a
token gesture was made. towards involving the public in testern

Australia.

The AGF offered to help formulate a management pian for the
£den Project but this offer was refused by the NSk Forestry
commissfon. Seven years later there is still no management
plan available to the public ! 'Participation by the public
is prevented by the forest services and private industries,
even though the forest enterprises are heavily subsidised by

the public purse.

In Tasmania 66% of the State's public forests and a large per-
centage of the private forests have been committed to.
management for woodchip export. The scale of thé industry
and the lack of careful planning have led to major environ-

mental deterioration, and the loss of. important conservation
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options, as ﬁel] as ecbﬁomic and social disruptfon.

In HésterncAusfrafia the Environmental Impact Statement
prepared by the 1.A. Forests Department was not subject to
general public comment before the Australian Minister for
Agriculture gave-hié approval -to the export -l1icence.
Furthermores the Australian Government issuedfthe_licéncé
before the Y.A.. Environmental Protection Authority.had- .

determined its attitude on the proposal.-

The current vioodchip proposals for the florth Coast.of NSY-

"are the subject of an.Investigation by the State but the

procedure for cnvironmental review before export approval
has not been clearly stated. ¥i11 the Australian Government
merely accept the findings of the HSW Investigation or will

an opportunity be aiven to the public to present a natjona1(

‘perspective on the proposals ? A similar uncertainty exists

in relation to proposals for East ‘Gippsland.

Little research has been carried.out into the natural
environment and ecosystéms being exploited and altered before,
during and after wocdchipping. Existing surveys indicate the
inadequacy of conservation 1p these regions and the current
cIearfé111ng'metho&s used are $o.destructive of most non-wood
values that managemenf in all areas must be modified con-
siderably. HMultiple-use sustained-yield and woodchipping ara

not compatible with current management policies..
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15,

A willinaness on the part of forest planners and politicians
to accept high population projections without any real
questioning, implies a strong bias towards rapid growth,

The global-energy and food crisis has had tittle or no ..
effect on the decision-maker's parameters in establishing
woodchipping. There have been no socio-economic-environmeqta] -
studies conducted on the effects of wogdchippjng in an &
international context, and.no mentidn_bf our relatfonships
with underdeveloped ne1ghbour1ng_;ountries in the chific

in this regard.

There is no evidence to show that woodchipping per se will

not be an economic, social and environmental burden on the

., .community. The forestry and wood-based-1ndustrjes.shou1d

publ fcly declare their gvidence and justfficationg Fof the.-A
heavy subsidies obtained by them from the Industries Assistance
Board.  The viability of the woodchipping programme in terms
of the total ecological, socio-ecqnomic'pi;ture sﬁouid be
regarded as not established; -and the basic quest%on remains
whether public resources are being,a1locatedoin_tﬁe public

interest.
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Vo © RECOMMENDATIONS

The Australian Conservation Foundation necommends that :-

L4

RECOMMENDATION . - | .
1. The committee necommend that as an urgent prionity the
Austnabian Government fund an independent mubti-discépbinany
study 20 determine what areas within the woodchip concesions
need 2o be conserved to attain the goal of an adequate Australian

nationnk pank and neservation oé a nepauentaaue 15% of
Auotzza&a s Fomt Resounce. '

2. The comu’x/tee nequest the Minister 60!( Agnicultune to vary

the condu:wna of the uuung ‘woodehip expont contracts, to
achieve the 6o£Eouung '

- %o ne;auine the wrious State Governments to comnect
© the known deficiencies 0f ecosystem sampling in-the
' deoghaphical regions encompassing the ioodehip expont

concessions .

- 20 ensure the establishment of adequate national park
and naturne nesenve boundarnies, preferably by consultation
with the Australian National Panks Council and the
Austratian Heritage Commissdion, 4in genenal, and
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parnticlarly gorn :-

Nadgee Nature Reserve (NSW)
Mount Imlay-Wog National Parh (NSW)
" South West Tasmania National Park {Tasmania) -

. Nonfolk Range National Parnk (Tasmania)
. |including Lange areas of temperate
raingonest)

Central Plateau National Park (Tumam}

Shannon River Catehment Basin (Westean Australial
Perup Fauna Prionity Anea (Western Australia)
South Coast National Panks (Weatern Australia)
Cape York Peninsula (Queem!iandl

CroajingoLong AND

Othen East Gippsland National Panfw w.cc,tom)

- %o .meoae a mo&axouum on mw:o to these areas as soon
as poaubf.e, prion 1o the 6.mammon of adequmte na,twna.?.

pa)ck and nature neserve boundanied,

- 10 ensure the neservaiion of areas of particulan value for

Zounism and necreation.

3. The committee nrecommend that the Australian Government fund '3

a study to determine the relationship between natural areas and
Loundism, including an assessment of regdonal economic benegits and
thein distribution in ﬂ}e._conunum,ty.: A House of I{ep&ugﬁrz,thiua
pfr.ﬂ.?enafte Standing Committee would be an appropriaie chaﬁnd o4
Anquiny.

4. The committee necommend that the Auzwr.aﬁan Govennment canny
out a full social and economic study to establish the actual nei
benefits to Australia and the fLocal negions of the woadctu‘.p expont



industry in nelation to aliemative uses of the nesources
involved, The study should {dentify gﬁt;upb wiich benegit
and gnroups which are disadvantaged and eviluate these
bonefits and."dat’.aaduan)tdj‘a_. An .apphopn.:iaxe- avéenue for such
an mueaagmon would be by the Indusiries Assistance
'Comua.wn, not just on wocchppmg, but atl aspecds oﬁ the
foresiny and wood-based indusirnies operations.

5. The committee necormend that the Aus tralian Government

ghant no further Licences for woodchip export because of the
expe.oted shontages of Aupp!iy, the unfulfilled conservation
'n.e_quu.emem and z.he wuoﬁued envinonmental problems.

6. The commitiee necommend to the Austrabian Government that

the Woodehip Expornt Licence fon the Eden Woodehip Project be
not nenewed agien eipiﬂy in December 1976,  Australian
Government assisiance could thus be gi;\}e'n 2o provide woodehips
fon the domuac market, thus o“aettwg Zhe expeoted shontage
o4 6upp£y in Iha 1990 4.

7: The oanmu,ttee necomend to the AuAﬂm&an Goummen,t that

“ .ot neview a& woodc!up expon,t -e.ccrmcu " Those opeﬂ.a,uam that
cannod a.&wz .tn provide adequate ecanonu.c n.atwuw 2o the taxpdyenr
as well as e,ummw.ng the advense envinonmental and social
effects, should have thein expont Licence suspended.

On these enitonia the ACF necormend that the foLLowing exponi
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Licences be suspended :-

(a) APPH's Bicence to export woodchips grom the North-

. West Licence Area. (Tasmania's forests are now
totally- committed for wood pftoduc;tg',qn and the area
being hanvested contains foncsts extremely impontant
for nature conservation).

{b) Noathenn Woodchips Eicence should be suspended since
. they are :tqki;gg from private foresls which make up
425 of Tasmania's fonested anes, yet only 5% of these

fonests are being regenerated.

8. The committee !Lécomeﬁd o the Kws.m{an Goverrment the

cancellation 636' the Western Australian woodchip expont Licence
and nrequest mé Australian Goumﬁmmf 2o make funds available
2o ne-desdgn the use oﬁ'émuhg infrastuctune.

9, The conmittee necommend that the Australian Government

cleanty pubﬁu‘.ae the decision-mahing §ramewonk for L8 new
Envinonment Protection Legislation and, in particular, for the
North Coasz Woodchip. Proposal and that this gramework provide
 fubt opportunity fon public participation.

10. That the following envénormenta sageguards shoubd be
incorponated into continuing woodchdip projects :-

“la) 50% of the fonest within concessdion areds 1o nemain
uncut.



(b)

{e)

(d)

(e)

()

(g}

(h)

{4}

unnecu&alwﬂy deAth yed

-1 -

Coupe size 20 be no Langen: than 25-50 ha.

Cleanfelling should not be practised except

" whene it ean be clearly proven that this 4is

the only method to obtain satisfactory he~
genenation. Inétead a group selection
system should be used in such a way that the

ecological requinements fon negenenation are

‘satisfied.

E&nuna&on 06 £oggmg by downw A!uddulg

and’ cno.umg AIJLMJM

A wildlife oﬂﬂ&ceﬂ Ahou,?.d awwey :Che coupe

.beﬁone awwzg and n.ecommeﬂd pwtcheA to be

£e£t unciet within the coupe 1o Auppanx
wildlife. popwﬂa&am .tha«t oz:hmme would be

1.

'

No tracked vehicles to be used in the forest.
Balloon tyred vehicles should be used wherever

possible. Ca

No sfope over 18° to be £ogged. 1In fact, forestry

‘ opmﬁbn;s aid’.uded‘ﬁnom'éteep slopes, - thin nock

5088, and also sfopes onientated to the sun

(£.e. noathean Mpeoti .

Cmobémmbeuedonémgmmlwad&

in steep on enodable counmy

Watercounses and gullies 1o be protected from



(5)

k)

{£)

{m)
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erosdon by Leaving a 150 metre sinip on elther sdide
of all streams and gullies.

Ateas of, on adjaccmt to aneas of, high necreation
and au/the,ac ua,?ue Ahou.?.d not be cut on dutmbed
forn a dutance 04 wt £eaAt 500 meines on e,othen
u.de of a fwad ele.

Roading Ahaw&d be mindimum and Ahcu.?.d never be p!iaced

on steep on erodable slopes.

Where noads on tracks are negarded as being not .
essential forn management purposes, aglen Logging they
should be ndpped up and revegetated.

Adequate consenvation measures should be faken Zo
protect 25% of the area within concessions by
ded{cating Lange viable ecofogical neserves (minimum
sdze 10,000 ha.):
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COMSERVATION REQUIREMENTS

Past Management of Australia S Forests

The inadequacy of forest conservat1on weasures 1n Australia
are highlighted by.the fact that half Australia 5 forests have
been cleared for agriculture‘z) For the wetter forests the

reduction has been as much as eeventy-five percent (see Table I)

‘and ‘even higher in some cases. (c.f. Mr. A.C. Floyd, Senior

Research Scientist with the NSY Forestry Commission estimates 89%
reduction in raihforests of.NSH.(g’ Therefore, Australian
forests cover only half their original area and the wetter

forests are an even ‘smaller' remnant. - o

Present Management of Austra1ia's.Forest Reeource

Australia’s présent forest :resource is still largely
unprotected against alienation, forty-seven percent in vacant
Crovm land and twenty-one percent privately owned. Reserved
forest is twenty-eight percent of the total and much of this {is
being turned over to intensive management for wood. The woodchip
fndustry represents the most recent and largest project to convert
natural forest into plantations of even aged, modified and
simplified forests. Mational Parks constitute four percent of the
existing forest area which is, in fact. only haf the original
resource. Consequently a mere two percent of Australia's pre-

European forests are to be managed as natural forest ecosystems.
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This small area of forest is not representative of the original
ecosystems. Tqbie I demonstrates the preferential clearing of
wetter forestsiand table IT the inadequate conservation of
Australian forest alliances. Today 25% of Australia's wetter
forests remain_and only 16% of forest alliances are adequately
conserved-béseﬁ on minimgl scientific-cfiteria used by Specht
et al. Uhen wildlife conservation, human recreation, watershed
protection'égq aesthetic needs are taken into account, the

conservation-status of Australian forests is very poor.

The geoaraphical regions in which existina woodchip activities
are exaﬁinéﬂ in Table I. This reveals that an'average of 54%
of plant alliances are not conserved in the region; in which
woodchipping is tak}ng place. The table also reveals that the
a]]ianéés'wktﬁin the public forests of these regions have been
heavily committed to the woodchip export industry. In Tasmania
66% of the public forests are coyered by woodéhip export
concessions. Therefore, large scale aiteratibﬁs to the public
forests have been planned yet adequate conservation measures

have not been takén in the regions concerned.

Hith OEly'Z% of the original forest resource protected, and tﬁe
indecent haste with whichthe Hoodthip Export Industry was
established, important conseréatioﬁ_areas have been threatened.
These;%nciude:-

{a) Eadéee flature Reserve at Eden has as fts focal

point tpé fladgee River. This river 1s one of the
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TASLE 11

COMSERYATINN STATUS OF FUSTRALIAM FOREST ALLIAMCES

State {a)| Forest (b) Conservation Status Total Mo.
tYpESs of Forest
r:at. Park per centage Alliances
Hater
Catchments

Mil1]! Poor Mocerate | Reasonable Ekcel]ent
) pA % S ' % % Mo.
i —

NSk H 27 14 13 13 20 51

o1 10 20 20 .- 40 20 5

QLo : 3 26 28 15 177 2 a6

STH. AUST. - 35 12 12 41 - 17

TAS., & 16 12 12 27 ©.33 67

VIC. 2 9 36 22 n 3 336

W, AUST. 1 23 23 A8 & - kY|

AUSTRALIA 4 39 %91 22% 189 23% 16% 253

(a) Source: The Digest of Forest Resources Statistics” - Forwood 1974,

(t) Source: “Conservation of Hajor Plant Communities in Australia and Papua 'avt Guinea”
Ed. D.L. Specht.et.al. .

Fipures for Tall Closed-forest / Closed-forest / Low closed-forest / Tall open-forest / Open forest /

Lot onen-forest.

1T 378vl



TALLE I11
CONSERVATIS STATUS I EXISTING MCODCHIP REGIONS

Geographical . lloodchip Concessions % of Forest Alliances % of
Begions (after and Areas (ha) Plant being voodchipped Public
gpecht at al) Alliances (see footnote (c) Miiance
flot _for numbers in committed
covered brackets) to woodchip
Avnnnd
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f]ast complex rivers along the east coast of Australfa
to be uninhabited and virtually undisturbed. Despite
requests over.many years from conservationists,
.+ including personnel in the Fauna,Protection'?anel ”
fénd the MNational- Parks and Mild]ife_Servicgf the NSW
Fbrestry Commission refused to surrender tﬁé upper
few thousand hectares to the reserve andighus secure
. the Hadgee catchment. - Despite the conceﬁéion of"
. 2554000 ha. of public forest to the:wood;hip export
> 1ndustry,the NSY Forestry Commission hyﬁ’recently
announced plans to log this émal]cat?ﬁment area for
both sawloas and woodchips. This ac@?will ruin the
Hadgee Rivér catchment as a scientifj% reference area
" and increase the vulnerability of thé reserve to
uﬁconfro]led visitor use and’exotic;plants and animals.
¢ The need for rational boundaries ;4.effect1vely mdnage{

L
an area as an ecological reserve i$ well documented.
| |
|

Since the area in question is on]ytI% of the whole

woodchip concession the arroqance of the S Forestry
Commission in refusing such a legitimate request
~indicates their overall disregard-of conservation

%

principles.

(b): The other national parks .in the west. of the Eden Yoodchip
. Concession, including Mungatta and Mount Imlay, need a'.

rationalisation of boundaries to provide areas with an



(c)

(d)

ey

- 16 -

. adequate representation of all-forest types to be loaged,
‘and- areas’ 1arge enoush to énsure viability. - The NSY

. Mational Parks and Wildlife Advisory Committee's proposals

were rejected by the NSY Government but these proposals

" would' have provided a far better-reserve system than

the existing small, scattered national parks:

The ACF South West Tasmania National Park proposal is

. covered in part by Tasmanian-Pulp and Forest Holdings
' Reserve for woodchips, as well as by ‘domestic con-

‘cession areas held by APM and AMNM.

‘Morfolk Range Mational Park -(Tasmania) proposal is

covered in part by Associated Pulp and Paper Mills'

‘ Morth Mest Licence area. This area contains' the major

““ remnants of the Temperate Rain Forest in Australia, the

ﬁreservatidn of which is of great’ importance- in abtafning
an. adequate system of ecological reserves.

The proposed Tasmanian Central Pldteau-National Park is

covered in part by TP & FH-Reserve and APPM's tesley

-

" . yale Concéssion.” = T Tt o

(f)

ithin the Western Australian woodchip concession three

" major conservation'reserves have -been suggested by the

" Report of the Conservation Through Reserves: Committee

to the Environment Protection Authority 1974, These
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include the Proposed South Coast Mational Park, the

" Shannon River Drainage Basin, and the Tone-Perup River
area. Existina proposals for conservation are inadeguate.,
particularly in providin§ representatidn of fhe Karri and

Karri-marri forest types.

(g) - On Cape York Peninsula,-a woodchip proposal claims to
have been given an assurance of access to 400,000 acres
around the Yeymouth Bay Region. The entire Cape York
Peninsula is so 1ittle known and so undisturbed that it

- must all be treated as of extremely high conservation
value.. The mixture of Indo-Majayan with Australian flora
“and faun;‘in this region makes it of special sianificance
to conservation. It also represents an opportunity to
reserve a sufficiently large area to create a tropical

wilderness.

Despite the previous generations of Austra11ans' apparent lack of
concern 4n the recreation, wildlife, aesthetic and educational

values of their forests(*) there has been a major shift in public
needs from our forests. In May 1974 the Council of the Agstra1ian

Conservation Foundation approved a general statement on forestry,

_part of which states:-

"The éxisting native forésts, although substantially reduced
jn area since European settlement, are the main remaining
representatives of the original terrestrial ecosystems of the

more populous afea of Australia. They make a major. contribution
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io the qda]ity of li?e Australians currently enjoy and
" ‘have an extréme]j high value for the conservation of -
flor& and fauna, for watershed protection, for public
enjaymént'and vecreation, and for maintaining the
beauty and character of the natural-landscape. The
value of native forests fof these purposes for the
most part outweighs the value of the forests to the

community for the production of wood.” . .

As was repenfiy shovm in the UsA{5) “the conservation movement is
part 6f'the environment ‘movement. More specifically, it is the
public's demand for involvement in decisions'affectiﬁg the

forest reﬁources, both private and public, in order” that environ-

mental quality'w111 not be sacrificed for economic gain. Further,.

‘Scottls) pointed out that the forestry enterprise ‘should not

count on public concern tor the environment ‘as being a passing fad.

The Auétra]ian Conservation Foundation recognises that in order

to meet domestic wood requirements it is necessary to manage,

gggg_aréaé of native forest with wobd'production.as the dominant
kﬁle: But the ACF firmly believes that wood production should
not in general be the dominant role of publicly-owned native
forests, and tﬁat forestry authorities, in their nianagement
practices and goals, should endeavour to achieve a situation in

which the non-vood production values of native:forests are retained

aﬁdlﬁﬁeré possible enhanced, and that the non-wood production

values are;not damaged by wood production activities.  This

' Y
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requires‘an appropriate multiple-use sustained-yield policy for

forest iands(s) - .

. . + . .
- . . o ®

Another method of land evaluation which has recently been advocated
for use in Australia is the set of techniques devised by lan
McHaro in the United States. Recher(7)'recomnends use of the

techniques and has given a brief exposition.

"McHarg identifies the social, economic and environmental
values of the iand'in question and assigns each a ranked
value. There is no attempt to equate the value of land for
agriculture with the value of land for wildlife, but simply
to establish that some land’ is better for farming than
other land, just as some land has qreater wiidliie value.
Land which is prime wildiife habitat may also be important |
for recreation, water conservation and timber production,

r. '
but each Tand use or va]ue is treated separately In

planning the construction of say, a road or the Iocation oﬂ

an airport, the physical character of the land is aiso '
considered e Again. ranked va]ues are assigned to the iand
according to its. suitability for the type of construction '
required At this point, it should be clear that decisxons .
abovt land values are required which exceed the competence of
any singie expert and demand an interdisciplinary approach

‘The final decision on the 1ocation of deveiopment 1s determined
by superimpos\nq ali land use values on the suitabi]ity values

of the land for construction and selecting that part of the ‘

land which has the least vaiueefor other kinds of land use
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and is physically suftable. The outstanding value of
this method is that one does not have to assign a monetary
value to land which, for example,‘may_be an important
scenfc reserve or have other intangible social values. -
It is a means by which the real costs of development to
the community can be measured and. land used to the best

adyantage."(lo)

oy

_ Land evaluation is not a clearly defined single technique but

nevertheless must be attempted in order to provide better. informatfon

than is presently available for decisions about land use.

§.
Land use policy formation cannot successfully be carried out without

soma form of community participation. People need to be informed
*r

that the future use of areas of land is beinq considered and

1

provision made for their views and requirements to be made knowm.

Planners and administrators would therefore need to be trained in
v ' LA

facilitation of community involvement

] 1 i . oo

The Australian Conservation Foundation believes that the interests

[A T - |

of present and future generations uould be better served by the

_ retention of the natural native forests than by the development of

a woodchip export industry achieved at the expense of important and
multiple non-wood production values. It would be more realistic

to improve utilization of available biological production rather
than try to increase biological productivity by more intensive

integrated (sawlog and pulpwood) fbrestry management.

-
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INCREASING PUBLIC DEMAND FOR MULTIPLE USE OF FORESTS

R .
-

"Being unable'to place’a monetary.value on many non-wood production

_.values, decision-makers have usually.ignored these so-called

"intangibles"." Some of the measurable parameters that indicate

the high importance of these non-wood production values to the

" Australian community, include :- '. o

' . R ar R ; * : I

Increase in National Park Visitor Use

A report by the MSII National Parks and Wildlife Servicega)

predicted that national parks within 100 miles of Sydney, Brisbane,

: Melbourne and Perth'will reach maximum visitor capacity by 1980,

The same report predicted that the average annual® increase in
visitors to national parks will be 12%, indicating the tremendous

public demand for managed natural areas.’ .- .

¢ +

Membership of Conservation Organisations

The 1974 edition of the Australian Conservation Foundation's
nConservation Directory" lists 370 conservationist organisations
with ajtotal membership 6f'307,000f These organisations represent

those groups with either a primary interest in the philosophy of

“conservation (é.q. ANIARS, ACF, ‘ZPG) or those with vested interest

in maintaining the natural areas they use (e.g. YHA ‘and Bustwalking
Clubs). When this number bffpeople in a community voluntarily
join organisations with a primary interest in conservation of
natural resources, there should be some éffective legal procedures

for allowing participation in the decisions affecting natural areas.
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Also, forest- services andprivate forest enterprises must-accept

'puinc tnvolvement in its decision-making processes. Legislation

should encourage,: include, and.be sensitive/to; the demands of the
public-in the preparation,.working and re-evaluation of the

demociratic ethic. The public. are,s after all; the final arbiters.

et Y
.

Passive.EnJoyment of Matural Areas'' ...

It has often been strongly argued that only a small proportion of
the population are fit enough’ to actively use many naturai-and

wilderness areas, therefore the community places little value on

.>suth areas. . This: is the same as saying the Australian public has

very: 1ittle interest in football.because only a small proportion

of the population ACTUALLY PLAY football; the majority prefer

| a vicarious enjoyment of a .physically demanding activity so they

drive to view the wilderness from a vantage point or read about
the beauty and adventure to be found in natural areas, or watch

a TV documentary about remote and dangerous places. *

The ACF Librarian has cgmpi]ed a brief pibliogrqphy.of recent books
relating to the appreciation and enjoyment of Auatra]1an natural
areas. This 1s;notfcgmplete, bﬁt dempngtrates that in the last
three years, an average ofi213.boogs-on Ap;;ya]iqghnatura1 areas

were published each year. The,not1§eab1e increase in recent years

--of "Australiana” books that rely heavily on the natural landscape

of Australia as the chief attraction, confirms the popularity and

--interest in the rugged, natural areas of Australia remaining

-unspoiled.
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Mational Heritage and .Mational -Character ' i

“products industries. Matural features are the “"capital" of the

Auétralia is oné of the yqunéest Eufopeaﬁ nations fn"the world

and lacks a fong ﬁuropeén cultural “backaround, but ‘does have a-

very long and interesting geological, biological and abariginal

history. Therefore, natural areas and their inhabitants are a’

[

‘most important part of Australia‘'s National Heritage, a fact

clearly recoanised by‘the'recént Mational 'Estate Committee of -
Enquiry. It is probable that eipebi;nce of wild remote places
w%l] be denied future Australians unless’ the present éeneratioh

consciously decides to preserve undeveloped tracts of natural

' L]
.

Australia.

r

Tourism and Natural Areas

r 4

The Domestic Travel Industry in Australia has an annual turnover

of $700 million compared to the $650 million turnover of the forest

+

tourist industry, acéording to Mr. Bruce Small, the "developer” of

Queensland's Bold Coast, when he recently praised the conservatfonists
for looking after this "capital". The advertising used by tourist
authorities clearly establishes the 1ﬁp6rtance of natural areas to

5 =

the tourist industry.

LY -
. "]+

lourism is one of the fastest growing industries in Australia with
a 30% increase in private construction in the entertainmeént and
recreation business between 1§69/7d and 1370/71. The North Queensiand

Region is expected to earn %250 million a year from tduﬁism(a) in 1980.
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In Victoria, Greig(g) has estimated that the average.annual rate
of growth for pleasure driving is 13%, walking 1gz.rqnq camping,
caravanning.,12%.. ‘An.econqmic:;tydy_gf.lggging in Miangari? State
Forest revealed that the income stimulus to the reaion would be

3 to 8 times.greater,by making tiangarie.a National Park instead
of loaging 1t'(10), ;;Ihe.tourjst-indggyry is largely dependent on
natural features,.including, forests, as the chief attraction to
visitors, .therefore the ACF believes that the con§ervation_and
preservation of natural areas does have an economic justification.
"In a nation where land is plentiful and labour is scarce,
there is 1ittle need to fear ihat large economic losses will

be incurred if land is reserved for racreation instead of

being used for other purposes."(11)

i, | S -
. i I
i

Witderness Experien;e‘

.t .7 ‘
v

(12) which

ficKenry has written a value analysis of wilgernessiaregsl,
details.most of the non-wood values of forests.. Many of these values,
like the psychological and-physical: benefits from wiiderpess _
recreation, cannot be directly expressed in the mquet place.

However, these wilderness experiences are simply another“mgnifestation
of cultural and sporting activities which are widely acknowledged

as essenttfal aspects of human experience in our society. The Australian

Conservation, Foundation. believes that these important non-market

...~ place valyes have been overlooked in decision-making at 611 levels

- of Government, -
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The Australian Conservation Foundation, in a recentisubmission

+

to the House of Representatives Standing Committee on Environment

and’ Conservation Inquiry into Forestry, recommended that

L

PR . " i}

"Tne Australian Government make funds aveilable to Mational
Parks and Hildlife Services around Australia with the
intention that these bodies would manage at least a repre-

*
sentativé 50% of the native forest resource.

"* This does not imply 5070f the native forests will be "locked
up" in.Hational Parks, but simply a change from the present
emphasis (r. wood producfion*towards non-wood production goelsf
Much of the 50% would be classified Forest Park and could be
selectively logged if this was considered the correct management

to provide an optimum across all forest values."(6) -

The US" experienced an incredible 500% increase in the recreatiocnal
“use 0¥ fts National Forests between 1945 and 1960.(]3) (c.f. during
the same period population increase was only 30%, GNP 37% and
industriai timber products consumption 36%). USA has' already put
asi&e 7.2% of its Mational Forests for. wilderness as well as its
extensive national perk system. - NSV by comparison has not dedicated
égy_of its state forests for wilderness areas. Instead it has set
e#ide small acreages as flora reserves, -totalling an impressive

0.3% of State Forests, ” (These -Flora Reserves can be .Jogged if the
Forestry Commission's internal management plan so specifies).

ihe Report from the Hoiuse of Representatives Standina Committee on
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Environment and Conservation (May 1975) on the Softwood Inaquiry
DAL A P | .
mentioned that the MSY Forestry Commissfon while accepting some
1
re5ponsib111ty fbr water catchment protect1on qave very 1ittle

‘ w-¢1 1 it

consideration for f10ra and fauna va!ues Apart from foresters
the NSY Forestry COmm1ssion employs no-one with specialrsed

qualifications in the environmental sciences (]4)

ECONOMIC AMD SOCIAE.CONSIDERATIONS

In two recent papers(‘s) to a road maintenance symposium conducted
by The Australian Road Research Board in Launceston, Tasmania (April
1974) evidence was given that the loa trucks hauling for the
noodchip industry had considerable socfal and economic impact on
(16)

the local community. The following is.a quote from paper 7

"Effects of Heavy Vehicles on Council Roads".

' SOCIAL IMPACT OF LOG.CARTING L

‘It was assumed that log carting would-affect only the road system

vhich connects the forests with the Yoodchip Industries. ‘However,

it rapidly became clear that the industry would affect the suburban

$treets of the Launceston Area. : Hhere other carting operations,

such as bulk milk carters, gravel and.mineral ore carters, .and petrol
tankers;, operate from a central depot where storage and garage

facilities are available, a substantial number of log carters

- operate from private homes in the-suburbs. S

Carters return late at night from the forest, fully loaded and park



25.

26.

- 27 -

their trucks in suburban streets outside théir.residénéés. This

practice has several undesirable effects :-

(a) streets which are constructed to minfmum standards
are subjected to héévy’axlé loadings; | -

(b) the residents are subject to the ﬁoise aspects.
connected with large trucks;

(c) traffic hazards-are created, AND .

(d) - damage to nature strips and services located in the-
nature strips, such as stormwater drains, water

connections and PMG cables and. pits, is considerable.

Individual’ carters also 'service their vehicles at home and repairs

; are carried out while trucks are.parked during night times and at

weekends. Such practices contravene the Town Planning Regulations
concerning residential areas. The log trucks leave the suburban
streets usually between 5 and 6AM and again residents are subjected

to noise.

» The traffic hazards created by the parked trucks is substantial.

Legal measurements of ‘trucks 'now allow a maximum-width of 2.5 m.

-(8ft.2%in.) and an overall length of 14.33 m. (47ft,). The average

width of the suburban street:is only 6.50m (21ft.).’

The parking of vehicles over 4.6m (15ft.) in suburban streets ex-

ceeding one hcur duration is itlegal under present traffic laws,
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. however these regulations are not enforced,

. 3 T - §
LI s

It has been suggested that a central marshalling yard be established
in the<Launces§op:areﬁ; whene:)gghtruqks aq§ interstate carters can
park overnight. Such a yard wqu?d enable carters to leave their
vehicles at a suitable point near the highway Ieading to the wood-
chip 1ndustr1es and would prevent an the undesirable effects on

the residential areas 1isted above. Such a marshalIing yard would
also provide garage and repair facilities. Motel type accommodation
could be added to cater for the interstate drivers. At present |
possible sites and preliminary designs for such a marshalling yard
are under investigation. :~It is.essential that.log trucks are

removed from suburban streets as soon as possible, since certain

- streets subjected to:this type of traffic:are already signs of

failure and repair costs are-increasing. Mo toll is collected from

Tog- carters covering ‘the mileage over suburban streets. - -

TRAFFIC HAZARES

Road Debris

~ In many-locations timber trucks enter roads directly from loading

_.areas; carrying with them.considerable-quantities of mud, “loose

bark etc. When tracked vehicles load directly onto.trucks on the

roadside, damage to pavement surface and roadside drains occurs.

Flying Debris . .

Flying debris such as chips from pilot plants, bark,.gravel and
dust from uncovered vehicle create hazards :

(a) owing to restriction of drivers vision,
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(b) divertinq attention. AND

(c) ' breaking windscreens

Speed Variance

The differential in speed between loaded trucks and normal traff1c
has a detr1menta1 effect on traff1c flow The East Tamar H1ghway
has some passing Ianes but on most State roads and all Council

r“[. , 1 1

roads ditficu]ty in overtaking is experienced.

Vehicle {idth

Many Council roads have a pavement width of only 4, 57m (15 ft.).
With the minimum truck width of 2 Sm (8ft 2%in.) 1t is 1mpossib1e

for vehicles to pass without leaving the pavement.ﬁ

At the same symposium paper No.6 was jﬂ Study of_existing and main
road subject to heavy log traffic.” The report analysed the effect

of log trucks (mostly woodchip trucks) at Fbankford, Ta;mania.

Part of the conclusions stated :-

“Where 1og traffic of tne order of 90 vehicles per day, and loaded in

" excess of axle load limits (under a;repealed 1egi§1ation) by up to

40 per cent, used a road in addition to some 250 commercial vehicles

v

over 3 tons, it was found necessary for new construction to increase

pavement thickness by some 51 mm. (2in.) above that which would be

" required if the trucks had complied with p}etious axle 1o0ad 1imits.“l

The effect of the loa traffic on existing construction, whose

P
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thickness was borderline for a low traffic category, was to
practically destroy the sealed surface over a period of some
18 months and to result in maintenance costs per mile some 5

times the average for the district.

36. On other existing construction whose thickness vas structurally
' adequate fOr the log and other traffic maintenance costs have

v
increased of the order of 2 to 3 times the average due mainly

to edge patching required on a sealed width of 4 9m N 5, Sm
(16Ft. to 18ft.)"
PR H
37. On ll Harch this year the Davenport Advocate ran an editorial which
stated : l | o
"The boom that the woodchip industry brought to Tasmania has
turmed 1into an extravagant 'bust' - a financial dilemma that
is coming to light as the unemployed, the over-committed and

" the already bankrupt get together to try to sort out their
plight " ' |

The same editorial went on to reveal :-

.A"TW§9t3'819§t1‘99 hauliers who‘have lTost their contracts because
of the“slump, say they have a combined debt_of almest $1.75 million

: onigaghinerv,'equipment and other Eomnitments, and.they suggest
lthat'the,gtate's\log hauliers could owe as much as $10 million."

L3 ¥ '
(U . s » o '

38. Australia s forest resources are limited including the ability to
supply pulpwood, as revealed by a recent Australian Government
Report (17) it e .

“Current estimates of future trends in supply and demand for
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pulp products, from the 1974 Forestry and Uood Based Industries
Development Conference, 1ndicate that domesttic demand will
-iocrease at a faster rate than domestjc supp]y. On present
.rinojcat1ons_1t is expected tﬁat total demano {domestic plus '
exports) will exceed domestio‘supply‘of eucaiypt pulpwood by
about 1980, Consequently there mer be stropg competition for

scarce hardwood pulp resources from around 1980."

Why has Australia deliberately embarked on an export-orogramme,
at great social and environmental cost, so that an already meagre
commodity becomes scarce by exporting the present surpiue ?
39. The answer cannot be economic as revealed in a series of three
articles by Lance Morman in the Financial Review. The secono
arti¢le (7/5/75) was headlined - "Australia’ appears to Profit’
Litt]e from its _own Uoodch1ps" In the article he descr1bes the
uncerta1nty surround1ng the profitab111ty of the woodch1p export
industry -

- - B P}

"Years after being given the task at Eden by the HSU
Government, the NSW Forestry Commission has lately done
a computer study, which reaches the conclusion that the
proiect will.profit the State eventualiy,and-that the
decfsion was a correct one, However, the calculations
are already out of date because.of high interest rates

an? inflation." e
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The recent "Survey of Australian Travel” by the Australian Trave)

Research Conference indicates that a total of $735 707, 000 was

l.r‘-,

spent on domestic trave1 between July 1973 and June 1974 Main
and 5ubsidiary ho]idays accounted for 56% of this expenditure

- and private travel for a further 14% In other words 708 of this

sum uas spent by individuais traveiiino for other than business
reasons For those on a main holiday all but 11% of expenditure

(ie air and other transport fares) is probab]y spent in the region
within smali businesses. Therefore the tourist section of travel
industry spends $460 million (approximate]y) in small businesses

in the region in which they visit. It seems certain that these -
estimates are conservative, but they indicate the size and importance

of the domestic tourist industry in Austraiia that is so closely

linked with, and often dependent on quiet, natural surroundings.

r

_Uhen determininq the assistance to oe given to an industry. ‘the

Industries Assistance COmmission must consider the efficiency with
which that industry utilises the conmunity S resources (18) - Paragraph
115 in the IAC's 1973-74 Annual Report summarises the position as

- 1 ~ Ll

follows Tea

- a. _,“'. . +

“In the context of the Act, 'efficfency' includes much more than
the techafcal efficiéricy with which particular production is
undertaken - as measured by output per'machine hour or per acre.
For instance the factoriestor farms in an industry m.ynt ve
managed in a way which is technically very efficient. But

their use of the community's basic resources would nevertheless
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be inefficient from the community's point of view, if their
product1on were relative1y unsuited to Tocal conditions -
| that 15, to the general production and marketing env1ronment
and the resource endowment of Australia - and thus requ1red
relatively high levels of public assistance to support jt."
fhe FORHOODf panels were unable to supply any data on the
efficiency of the wood-based‘industries in Australia. Their
comments {on page 36 of the FORUOOD Report) are nevertheless

worth noting :

"None of the FORYOOD Panels compared the cost of processing
forest output in Austrolia with those etsewhere in the

wor]d ceae |

The available stat1stics 1ndicate a genera]Iy h1gh Tabour
intensity in major sections of the industry. In view of the

lack of comparative advantage in other labour ‘intensive.
industries in Australia it is extremely unlikely that there

is currently an overall comparative advantage in local processing

»"of wood." Sl

This agsessment is confimed, but'not necessarily for those reasons,
by table 4.3.1. in the 1973-74 IAC Annual Report. (This report was
avai]able'wel1 before the second convening of the FORMOOD
Conference): The relevant part is produced in Appendix I. '

As discussed in appendix 3.4 of the IAC Report, the “effective rate
of assistance” is a good guide to the efficiency of an industry in

the Australian context; in general, the higher the effective rate

* FORMOOD (1974). Report of the Forestry and Mood-based Industries
Development Conference - for Timber Bureau, Canberra.
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of assistance, the lower is the 1ndustry eff1c1ency The rightmost
column in Appendix I converts this rate to honetary terms. The “net
. ‘ ,

-subs idy equ1valent" for a11 the wnod-based industr1es totalled

-ms mill1on n 1869- 70 '

Appendix.l demonstrates that, in the past, wood-based industries
have not been noted for high efficiency. For the future, the

FORXOOD Report notes on page 3f :

“The high concentration of relatively uniform material

* from plantations may be expected to lead to the general
adoption of capital- 1ntens1ve production methods in both
harvesting and subsequent processing. In the use of these
methods, the more developed nations such as AustraIia,

have a demonstrated comparative advantage."

This' conclusion 1s not supported by the evidence in Appendix I of
this submission.: On the contrary, the high labour intensity and low
capital intensity of the "Log Sawmillinn" and “Resawn- and Dressed
Timber" groups receive neglinible assistance. The more capital
intensive industries in the "wood and wood products" sector generally
receive assistance very much greater than the average in the
manufacturing sectbr, as a vhole. Even the capital intensive "Pulp,
Paper and ?aperboard" group, wh1ch"rece1ves re]atiyeiy low assistance,
cannot be regarded as efficient in the Australian context. As
indicated in Appendix I, most of this group's output is consuned

in industries which, on the whole, require truly extravagant rates

- - - =

gf assistance in order to survive.
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Thé problems of evolving efficient forestry and wood-based
industries in the future is clearly a complex one. The‘qyesfions
have not been answered in the FORHOOD Report, so that a thorough
IAC investication is essential. Hevertheless, 1t can be concluded
from Appendix ;,that an efficient fqrestry_gnd_wqod-based secfor
would bear little resemblance to FORMOOD‘S Production Forestry
Development Plan.

Thus, FORMOOD's conclusion that it would be “pru#ent" to aim for
self-sufficiency (page 36), stands in sfark contrast to the IAC's

assessment . in ﬁaragraph 130 of its 1973-74 Annual Report :

"There has in the past in Australia been a preoccupation with
import replacement, sometimes without concern for the level
of assistance required. - This has reduced national wealth by
diverting resources into activities in which they are used
less efficiently.”
thile matters of environment and regional development are of very
great social importance, this section will deal with two specific

social problems. - safety and stability of_emplqyment.hQ

The Australian fiqures for disabling industries in the forestry and
wood-based industries are atarming. The FORWOOD Report on page 22
gives rates which are five times the South African rates and ten
times the American rates. This is clearly a matter which deserves
close considerafion before forestry expansion plans are endorsed.

Hhile agreater capital intensity may reduce these rates in the
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future, there is one industry, the einort woodchip industry, which

" gives cause for concern. This problem is currently illustrated in
Tasmania, where a‘qreEt'manj’tnexperienceo men were persuaded by the
| woodch1p boom to become 1ogg1nq contractors The.uncomfortably

high acc1dent rate from chain saws and heavy machinery is now

-

becoming known.

The Tasmanian experience also demonstrates the high dearee of
employment 1nstab111ty inherent in a boom1ng woodch1p industry.

Due to the recent co1lapse of. the woodchip market, a large number
of 1ogging contractors are becomina bankrupt‘and'many other
employees have been thrown out of work. The consequences of

such instability should be seriously examined if export woodchipping
is- to be used to finance-the expansion of ‘domestic pulpmilils,

These soctal problems associated with some parts of the forestry
and wood-based industries would have to be carefully weighed by

the IAC when considerina extensions to assistance. -
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ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT OF EXISTING WOODCHIP EXPORT INDUSTRY

Effect on Yegetation

tleartel]ingdforests reduces‘the norna1 structuraildiuersity'of a
forest to even-aqed regrowth fn Tasmania and possibly Uestern
Australia replantinq is to take place with favoured spec1es over the
500 ha. coupe. This reduces the diversity of the dom1nant

vegetatior layers thus reduc1ng the value of the forest as a natural

'ecosysten supporting popu1at1ons of plants and an1mals in a dynamic

balance. Even-aged and simplified ecosystems are part1cu1ar1y
vu]nerable to pest outbreaks (such as Sirex wasp) and chron1c fire

damage and consequently require 1ntensive management The use: of

chemical pesticides to contr01 pests and the operation of exten51ve

fire protect1on measures all contribute to ‘the degradat1on of the
surround1ng natural areas and 1n parttcu1ar to the 1ntroduction of
pesticides, ferti]izers énd soitl particles into surrounding waterways.
fio research into the comp]exinn or synergistic effects of these
treatments to forest ecosvstems due for conversion to woodchipp1nq
has been undertaken. Also, there is no available data on the effects
of bacterial, fungal or mycorhizal association9 during and after,
clearfelling and woodchippjng operations - and no information on

native viruses.

) N .
Adverse effects of tropical vegetation are béing experienced by wood-

(19) " The fact 1s that Australian and

chipping in Papua New Guinea
Japanese forestry operations are partfcuTerly destructive of the
vulnerable tropical rainforest‘ecosystems.- It is the use of western

technology when used ‘indiscriminately in the rainforest areas that
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{s creating- permanent ecosystem ‘destabilization and disruptionﬂzo)(?T)

In the long term, it may be arqued that woodchip practices are
contributino to the malnutrition of the indigenous peoples of the
Pacific islands. The royalty rates (3 cents a 100 super ft at
'Madang, with a probable increase to 12 cents per 100 super ft over
the next 5 years) fall far below those for Australian projects.
Averaqe PG royalties are less than one half of average Australian
royalties and only 75% of the royalties paid accrue to the public.
There fs ample‘evidence that Australtan woodchip schemes are

(19)

operating at a net public loss, Such royalties will not be

adequate to meet sustainedfyield reafforestation costs, the dollars

will not flow to the local population who are poor and in need, or

i

assist in family planning clinics and population control [programmes.

3 i

_Such.woodchip operations will have the long-term effect of creating

serious socio economic problems for the local populations with

: probable irreparable environmental damage. And the products (and

proflts) from the woodchipping are directed primarily to the

developed countries. such as Australia and Japan.

'

] - L)

Effect on Hildlife

_ Y
The disruption of the normal distribution of age classes, plant
species and habitat types that occur over wide areas in woodchip

operations could lead to the regional extinction of some species.’
hboreal animals .are particularly threatened.(zz) (23) One of the
most definitive studies on the effect of clearfelling was on the:

Greater Glider by Tyndale-Biscoe which revealed that 95% of the -
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' viewed with a1arm.
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animals die within a week on'the site of their former.homes. The

reduction of age classes-to new regenerating foreét\over a large
area destroys the nesting holes found in hollow branches and stems
of overmature trees.. In a natural forest there is’a wide variety
of habitats available with many different sources of food coming

into production at different times of the year.  Migratory parrots

“and lorikeets feed:on eucalypt flowers and seeds. Even though

they may not be re51dent in ‘a region they rely on the avaitability
of food fron a given ared. Reductfon of large areas of forest to
juvenile regeneration will reﬁove much ef.this food and the regular
control burning needed to proteEt dense, even-aged forests will
further reduce the-avai]ability.of food from understorey plants as
well as interfering with winter nest building and breedina for

many organisms.- As was emphasised at the recent Ecological Society
of Australia Symposium in Brisbane on "Managing terrestrial .
ecosystems" (24) there is scant information regarding the comparative

effects of burning’(prescribed or not)'- that is, small frequent

burns, or large, infrequent burns - which is more desirable for

Tong term wildlife habitat management ?

‘Effect on Soils

50115 and 5011 nutrients are extreme!y important for the sustained
yield of timber and’ non-wood values from forests.*'Any loss of soil
is a sign ofrinstab1l1ty, a loss of resource, and must therefore be
(25)° Many of the forest operations are taking

place eh'steep slopes and erodable sbii'yet ﬁoggihg continues on
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slopes up to 50° in° Tasmania-and NSM. It has been shown(zs) that
clearfelling can. lead to a dramatic increase in the level of -

nutrients in surroundina streams, particularly in the first few

years after clearfelling. vThe nutrient status of many, forest soils

being woodchipped is.so :low that any nutrient-loss needs to be
considered carefully. The loss of. nutrierits takes place during
woodchipping because clearfelling removes: large volumes of wood

containing nutrients and. without vegetation cover the nutrients

from forest litter are rapidly-released.(zs) (27) (28) (29)

The streams export nutrients by transporting them in both the

(30)

soTuble and the insoluble forms. During clearfelling -at Eden

" it was estimated in a recent Australian Government Report(ll) that

severe disturbance of 40% of.the loaging coup resulted from:clear-

‘felling at 'Eden and an average figure of 30% severe disturbance was

possible. ; : o ' R

LA . A

-t

Studies in America show that over 90% of soil losses from.-forest.
clearings and Joaging is the direct result of:exposed soil in .road
fitls and cuts, and from concentrated runoff from poorly drained

roads.(zs)

The combined effect of excessive clearing during c]earfelling, with
up. to 40% of the coupe being severely disturbed apd then burning
taking placo,could increase the rate of grosion so dramaticé]ly in
the first, few years that serious nutrient loss w111 occur. In

America it has been estimated(3]) that after one to four rotatlons

in clearcut areas it will be necessary to wait.5.,000 years for
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geological weathering to produoe enough nutrients for a commercial
crop of timber. 'The rate of nutrient export'should he‘no greater

than the rate of nutrient replacement, to aveid a long term failure

- of sustained yield. Previous forest c]earino in Austra11a has led

to 1nfert111ty and loss of production from c1eared forest areas
(e g. Atherton Table1and, OueenSIand, Richmond Tweed Va]Ievs. NS
S.E. South Australia; the Strezlecki Ranqes and Ballarat.

victoria) as well as silting up and turbidity of river estuaries

(e.q. Hallagaraugh R, see 11d) with the associated problems for

navigation, flooding and aquatic 1ife. Man's impact on soils has
been to speed up the natural erosion processes by about 100-fold
or more. However, neoearCh on resultant soil nutrient losses due

to forestry operationé'is still in its'intancy.(gs)

" Effect on Hydrological Cycle

c1earfe111nq and exposing the soil to dirnct sun]ioht could cause
a rise 1n the water tab1e.(3 ) The short term effect of this in
Western Australia could result 1n increased salinity and lead to
d1ff1cu1t1es in regenerat1on if dry periods are experienced (33)
The compacfed soil of snig tracks, roadways and 1og dumps éou]d

a]so affect the hydro]oqicaI cycle on the amount of water available

in the soil, The root-rot fungi, Phytophthora cinnamoni is

affecting 5% of West Australian forests and the Hestern Australian
Forests Department admits that the rate of spread of this disease

will increase as a result of the woodchip industry.
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_ West Australian Forests are particularly important because Hestern

Australia is too far from eastern forests to be cheapIy supplied

with timber yet the state has only 0 72% of its land in ded1cated

_ forests uestern Austra1ia has a very poor conservation record

(on]y 1% of exlstlng forests in conservation reserves) and the

mining 1ndustry and public ut111ties are a11enat1ng forested land.

.Uater is a particularly important resource in Mestern Australia

and the forested catchments to be affected bj the woodchip 1ndustry
(34) '

are particularly important.

In the Australian Government Report of the Working Group looking
into the operation of the woodchip export industry they 1ist the -
arguments usually presented by forest managers for the maintenance

of clearfelling as a technique :-

(a) The argument that it is an 'ecological requirement’ of
eucalypt forests to have clearfelled areas for regenera-
tion. Th1s ecologijal requirement' is in the order of
a few acres, not coupes up to 2, 000 acres as pract1sed at

Eden.

(b) yaste wood' left to decay in the forest floor is now being
used. . The extent of 'waste' is questionable and the material
left on the forest f1oor is not ' aaste“'in.an ecologfca]
sense, since it provides a source of nutrients for the
new forest growth and hab1tat for many orqan1sms in the
forest. In fact many trees are now fe?]ed that would

previously have been left starding - thus reducing the value
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of the forést*for anyth{ng éxcept wood production.

R

’ There are other ways of aéhiéving-fire protection in a

" region and indéed thi's problem has not been solved just

by the increased roading and money available in the
woodchip regions. In fact the effect of a wildfire on
dense even-aged forests before they have set seed could

be more damaging than a wildfire through a natural diverse
forest that has adapted it$s structure and species compo-
sition to suit the fire patterns of the region. It is

not sufficient to reduce the incidence of fire for these
new forests-_tota] fire exglusion js probably required and
this cannot yet be achieved in vast areas of the woodchip

concessions.

The technical advantages to result from intensive forestry
may not apply under such factors as increased fuel costs

and reduced yields due to serious loss after fire and

»

pest damage. Intensive farming in America produces more

food per square metre than 5n under-developed nation but
tﬁks pgﬁdué;ion requires a net energy subsidy from fossil
fﬁélsf In the undé}devéloped7countries each square metra
represents a net eneraqy gain“to'fﬁé coﬁmunity from trapped

solar enerqy.

Integrated pu]pwbod and sawlog harvestino is not necessarily

debendent on!large scale clearfelling 1f practised properly.

P S e “
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~Itican be conducten in an environmetally more responsible
manner. However. in the Foundation's view, no such

. operations as practised or proposed withiﬁ.nustralia at

- -present. are satisfactory from the environmnetal point-of-

view in that :-. - -

) -;(l)' Too many non-sawlog trees are felled and not

enough-left standing;

(2) Ho emphasis is placed on the value of so-called
‘"ogaing waste" for essential nutrient recycling

‘and fauna conservation-"
(3) o guarantees are gsﬁen that the areas logaed

will in fact be né 1afqer for thé'additional

extraction than if only sawlogs were being

_gxtracted.

i '1.'-

_ (f) Increased roading in forested areas for loqq1ng provides

1ncreased opportunity for some types of forest recreational
.use, but clearféll1ng is not necessary to ohtain this

type of road1ng Road1ng for se1ect1ve loqqinn usually
1eaves the forest in a more natural diverse and attractive

state for visitors.

The Toss of amenity and social disruption caused by the woodchip
eanc“t industry is an 1mnortant part of the social environment.
The proposed woodcth 1ndustrJ based 1n Coffs Harbour will result
in a ‘30 ton loaded woodchip truck passina thrOuch the commercial

centre of toun every ten minutes. The harbour foreshores will
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also be subjected to this intensity of activity resultina in a
change from the recreation/rétirement nature of this towm to an
industrial port. The iourist industry in the Coffs Harbour reaion
éarns $12 million per annum for small businesses and employees
spread widely throughout the éommunity. The woodchip export
industry will only brinﬁ %4 million per annum to this‘region

and benefit will be concentrated in the hands of a small section
of the community. The woodchip industry has adversely affected
the amenity of local communities in Tasmania and the clearfelling
operatidné seriously deplete the natyral attractiveness in a

reaion relying on tourism as an important inéome.(35)
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