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WAIT FOR IT . . . NAMBUCCA VALLEY COHSERVATION ASSOCIATION
.. SOUTH ARM CATCHMENT PROTECTION GROUP
. BELLINGEN ENVIRONMENT CENTRE
.BOWRA ACTION TRIBE . .
.THE WILDERNESS SOCIETY, ARMIDALE

MED!A RELEASE

12TH SEPTEMBER 1993

Five local environment groups are caliing on the Forestry
Commission {(now called State Forests) to defer logging in a new
compartment in Mistake State forest uniil Natiomal Parks and
Wildlife Service officérs can inspect koala sites found by group
members, scheduled for one week's time.

The groups: Nambucca Valley Conservaticn Association, Bellingen
Environment Centre, South Arm Catchment Protection Group, the Bowra
Action Tribe and the Armidaie Wilderness Society have all endorsed
an ammended harvesting plan they put to State Forests last week
which seeks to balance timber interests with conservation of koalas
and other identified endangered species.

"We want the wildlife experts 1o inspect the 5 koala sites that
have been found to see if the area is signifigant for koalas. .
There are a lot mature Tallowoods and Grey Gums in compartmnet 357
which are koala food trees,” said NVCA spokesperson, Lyn Orrego.

“"However, State Forests say they cannot delay logaing for even 24
hours, It is umaccaptable to us that logging should begin before
the inspection by NPWS, due on the 20th September,” she said.

"The impiementation of adeauate koala reserves is vital for the
survival of local populations of this vulnerable species. Our
ammendments do not halt all logging,” said Ms Georgia Bever of BAT.

Concerned citizens and some members of the groups are camped in the
forest and said to be considering a respgonse to the refusal by
State Forests to delay loaging.

The four groups have aiso stated that NPwé_have been irresponsible
in allowing the Fauna impact Statement (FIS8) for Mistake State
Forest to sit, unapproved, on their desks for 12 months.

“"This has allowed logging to continue, under 2 temporary license to
take and kill endangered species, in other compariments when the
FI1S8 is clearly inadeguate and does not comply with the 22
requirements of the Director of NPWS," said Trevor Bailey of SACPG.

"The FI8 involved only three days in the field and reiied on
opportunistic sightings oniv. A Freedom of information request for
more details of the survey revealed no records of site specific
work or methodoiogy,” he said. .

"1t is therefore essential that NPWS inspect this compartment and
apply mitigation prescriptions to protect the other 21 endangered
"species likely to be present as well, and that logging not begin
before this,” said Rob Mylam of BEC.

b

=~

"Concerned citizens, qualtified wildlife experts and some members of
the environment groups have been camped in the forest for 2 months
documenting the high conservation values of the Mistake State
Forest. With 2100 hectares of old growth plus a significant spread
of individual old growth trees, numbers of sacred and signifigant
sites to the aboriginal people and the large number of endangered
species we believe our reguests are extremely reasonable,” said nr
Markty Branagan of TWS Armidale.

Wé are also still concerned about erosion and siltation of streams
from logging on steep slopes. Despite sending our scientists
reports warning of environmental damage, State Forests continue to
allow logging up to 35 degree slopes. tt's crazv that Landcare
groups with government funding are working on rjyerbank restoration
projects downstream at Tayleor's Arm while a government department,
State Forests, continuse c¢creating the problems by their upstream
activities, said Mr Trevor Bailey of SACPG.

"1f the State Forests were genuine aboui ensuring sustained yield
and biodiversity they would not find our requests unreasonable, but
rather, good management practice,” said wildlife ecologist ¥
Christina Potts.

"The job of ensuring this good management for all forest values
should not be left in the hands of a few concerned citizens,"” she
said.

For further information contact;

(065) 647478 or (065) 647808
(066) 551973 or (D65) 647633
(066) 551128 or (066) 552599

Lyn Orrego (NVCA)
Trevor Bailey (SACPG)
Rob Mylan (BEC)

Marty Branagan {TWS)
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EMERGENCY AMMENDMENTS TO MARVEST PLAN: COMPARTMENT 357
MISTAKE STATE FOREST

The To11owing‘ammendments are required: The réasons for these are
outlined in the attaghed Discussion Paper.

3.7.2 Habitat Retention

A habitat tree is alijve and contains hollows in the trunk or
crown which are available for use by aboreal fauna. Four
habitat trees per hectare shall be retained. . Recruitment
habitat ‘trees shall be retained at the same density or more
if needed to maintain such numbers in perpetuity.

o “
/In addition four koala food trees per hectare shall he
retained. The koala food trees shall be mature or over-
[mature-Tal]owwqod or Grey Gum. -
Ner

Where four habitat trees 'are not present the most suitable
trees shall be retained to achieve the required number.

Koalas - .add
The indicated koa1a evidence sites on map 'A' shall be
inspected by NPWS before logging commencesiwithin 100m of

the sites.

3.7.4 Aboriginal Sites add

Suveys for saénpd and signifigant sites to the satisfaction
of the traditional custodians and NPWS, : '

3.8.3 Drainage Lines

The indicated fiiter strips on the north and south
compartment boundaries shall be 40m wide.

- The indicated protection strips shall be 20m wide. No trees
are to be felled_within protection strips.

Unmarked drainage lines shal) have 10m protection strips.
No trees are.to be felled within protection strips.

LConstruction of snig tracks.on side slopes above 25 degrees
shall not.be allowed. No trees shall be felled on slopes
above 2§'degrees. C

3.8:8 Delete

3.9 add to (i)

Koala food trees to be retained sha]]Ibe marked with a
vellow 'Ff. _ -

add (ii1)

Location.and.species oﬁ habitat.ahd,koa1a food trees to be:



'marked on a map overlaid with a one hectare grid.

Other additions:

Fire

Post logging and hazard reduction burning is to be excluded
from the whole compartment. - '

NPWS will be invited to comment on the proposed flora
.reserve in the period of the koala inspections and survey
" before logging commences. '

NPWS will inspect the koala evidence sites and conduct
further surveys if they deem them necessary before
Togging commences . : ‘

NPWS will be invited to conduct surveys on the endangered
species listed in the attached discussion paper and
provide additional mitigation prescriptions.

Please note also that as further information comes to our attention
we will be passing it on the State Forests Inc with our '
recommendations, '
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Rain has given a temporary reprieve to thn Koalas of Mistake State
Forest.

Conservat1on1sts camped in Compartment 357 of the. forest are happy
to he wet and miserable according-to spokesperson Lyn Orrego, as .
it means logging might be delayed the crucial week until NPWS
.officers can arrive to inspect the area. The NPWS inspection’'is set
down for next Monday. . '

State Forests today confirmed their rejection of the plea of the .
five local environment groups to delay the logging for a week until <.
the significance of the area for Koalas can be assessed by MPWS and
appropriate cond1r1onq can be app11ed to protect the koalas It is
an1saged most 1ogg1ng could then Droceed

The groups have also written to NPWS criticising them for their’
lack of action on the Fauna impact Statement {FIS) for Mistake
State Forest. NPWS has had it for 12 months without either
approving or rejecting it. : - :

"The FIS process has got bogged down in‘bureaucraéy. It is suppoéed
to he a process for generating strong, science hased conditions on
logging and creation of wildlife corridors and reserves,” she said..

"This has left the 22 'endangered species found and likely to be
found in Mistake State Forest largely unprotected. The blanket
temporary licenses to take and kill endangered species issued’

across most of the state as well as in Mistake are not based on

science or special surveys.. They were never intended to go on for
so long - nearly two years now. They can hardly be said to be
.temporary,“ she said.

"We want best pract1ce and due process applied to Mistake State
Forest and it is the Director of NPWS's respon=1b111ty to ensure
this happgns,' she said. .

For firther info contact : NVCA Lyn Orrego(bGS) 647478
- v or Cces) 67 €o%

lLets care Sor .i‘;!ae, env':roruv\eni e Lvtfc oLeFCnols or\.ij_.f-.



NEFA

MEDIA RELEASE

September 15, 1993

Local Gumbangir member, Trevor Jarrett, who has been living in a
"Koori Embassy” for six'months in Mistake State Forest, -inviting
and teaching others Koori culture, has fully endorsed the
conservationists call not to log cpt 357 in Mistake State Forest
until National Parks and Wildlife Service officers have inspected
for koalas and other endangered species. :

Several local environment groups last week presented emergency
ammendments to the harvest plan for cpt 357 to State Forests
demanding adequate fauna surveys before logging commences. These,
however, were rejected by State Forests.

The conservatinists have also called for sacred and signifigant
sites in Mistake State Forest to be identified by a comprehensive
study and protected. ‘ '

"Mount Martha Anne and Bowra Sugarloaf are very important places to
the local koori people spiritually, mentally and physically. They
are signifigant in the Dreamtime to me and my people,”" said Trevor
Jarrett, : ‘ ‘

"We the local custodians want more consultation and a methodology
applied which will identify and preserve our sighnifigant sites," he
said. :

For further info: (065) 647831 Bowraville Aboriginal Lands Council
l . ‘
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DETALLED AMMENDMENTS T0O HARVEST PLAN: COMPARTMENT 257
{as at 19/9/93)

MISTAKE STATE FOREST

Tha Following ammendments to the oviginal harvest plan
arve rvequirved for veaszons lisled in the abttached

digcussion papey,

3.7.2 HABITAT RETENTION

(change Tirst pavagragh to:)

& habitat tree is alive and contains hollows in the
Lyunk or arown which ave available for ose by
ahboreal fauna. Four habibab btreez per hectare will
Ix2 vretained. Recrultment habitab tvees will be
rabzained st Lhe same density o more in order Lo
mainbain auch nunbers in perpetouiby.

{ add)

Where four habitat trees are nobt preseut the most
sl table trees will be retained to achieve the
required number .

( acld)

In addition four koalas food brees per hectare will
he raelained. The koala food Lvees will b2 mature oy
over-mabure Tallowwood or Grey gum.

KOAILLAS

Koala sites warked on Lhe amnended harvest plan map
Wwill be surveyed by NPWS before any logginag or
roading beging. Any further sites will be protectad
with a 100m radius excluding loggaing opervatjions
until these sites are inspected by NPWS.

2.8.3 DRAINAGE LLINES

The indicabted FTilter strip on the novthern
compartbnent boundary will be 40m wide and will
axlend Lo the steep ares marked on the map.

The southern boundary filter strip will be widened
Fo approximabely S0m below the road. The upper
boundary of the filter shrip will rouvahly fol low
Lhe boundary of the forest Lype marked as 53 (Rrush
box ). See puwrple area on map.

[
The indicaled protection strips will be 20m
wicle |
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Unmarked drainage Lines will have 10m wide
protection sktrips.

Mo trees will e felled in protection skbyip=s or
fFilber stripz. Ne machinery will be taken into
protection strips or filker strips.

.7 SNIG TRACKS |

Conztyuction of snig tyacks on zide =lopez aboue 2%
degress will not be allowsed. No treesz will be

Telled on clopes above 25 degrees.

L8R

{(delete)
(1) TREE MARKING CODE

{ add)
Koals food trees to be vebained will be marked with
a yellow "F°.

(a_d::l)

(1ii) Location and species of habitat, and

koala food trees should be marked on a wap overlaid
with 2 one hectare grid.

FIRE

Pozt- loaging and bazavrd reduction burning will be
gxcluded Trom the whole compaybiment

ABORTGINAL SITES

Saeved and significant sites should be surveved, Lo
the satisfaction of the traditional custodians and
BPWS .

SOUTHERN CORNER RESERVE EXTENTION

See attached map.

NFWS

NFWS will be invited to comment on the proposed
reserves during the keala inspection. They may cdeem

it nessesary Lo do further surveys, if so, logging
ahould  not e resumed until these are dene.

MPWSE will be invited Lo suvey other endangered
apacles and provide additional mitigation
Ppreseriptions
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DISCUSSTION PAPER

ef paper oublining the reasons Tor

This ig & bri
amnendinents .

Fhae proposed
2.7.2 HARITAT RETENTION

The vetenkion of koala food trees im essential a3
Gvay gums and Tallowwoods which are Lhe pyimary food
zmource For koalas do nok Fypically form hollows and
therefore will nolt be retained as habitat Lrees.

KOALAS

SigwiTFicanl kaola habitab areas have been found in
Flhee norih-eaztarn segnent of the compar tment . A rumboy
of Lrees in Lhe area contain vacent scratchings ang
high seal acounka. Az ab 12/9/793 1.7 koals 2ibesn have
lreen Found oz detalled on attached map.

Thia area would not appear Lo be Ffavourable koala
habitat simply Trom map inspechlion e foremt Lyping Tor
Fhis area iz inaccyrate. The forest type ie wmarked as
278 (chiry Blackbultt ), however, the area conbalus A
aignificant stand of Grey gums and Tallowwoods which
are curvently supporbing koalas.

3.87.2  DRATNAGE LINES

The widering of the filter strips on the
comparbment boundavies, in parkticular the southern
houndary , iz impovtant for several veasonsi

~iretly, the areas within the filter shrips are of
Forest bLype 53 (Brushbox) wikh dense rainforest
underastorey . State Forests Inc, are legal Ly bound
to protect vainforest but fail to protect ke
rainforest underatorey in this forest type.
~Cegcondly, Lhis avea iz part of Mistake

cyeak catchment. and hence should be adecuahely

P ezarved bo maintain watev quality for Mistake
Cyeek and sszocilated waber ways.

~Thirdly, the ares appears significant az habitat
for kosla and other smpecies. A Mumber of larae
sorabohed Grey gums and Tallowwoods have baarn
found. Results From haiy Lube analysis ave
curvently being cobtained.

~Finally, the area has signifficant old-agrowth
values . As the only logging evident in Lhe are
appeara Lo be quite dated and selectiva Lt's lwmpacl
was minimal . This forest has retained it’s original
structure and contains mature Brushbox, rfucalypt
and rainforest canopy species.
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Dimcrepancies exist between Lhe nomber and Jocation
of drainage Lines marked on Lhe harvest Plan map Andc
Ehose Lhat exish an bhe grouel. These unyecognized
hrainage lines muzt be protected.

2.2 (i)

The recovrding of location and apacies of habitat
and koala food Evees s Naszessary Lo ensurve aufficiant
nimbers of these trees are retalned .

FOUTHERN CORNER RESERVATION EXTEMTION

The: rezerve sxbenbion is required for the following
rEamaNs;
Firally Lhe ares shows :Zf:,i,s_:111,i.fi'/ reant evidenoe of
bedvg o koals habibal aren {(scabts s zcrateahings),
~Teconcdly , the foresl Lype in this area, &2 Grev
G, Grey Tronbark and White Mahogany, i= at
presanl. vnrepresented it vezerves and HMPWES have
=hown concern For ik’s Presevvation in the EIS
detevmination (artachment 1 park 12)
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Following the site inspection on 21/9/93 of Compartment
257 Mistake State Forest by NPWS and State Forests staff '
agreement was reached regarding the implenentation of the
following prescriptions for this compartment.

1. Habitat Tree Retention will be as follows.

In Dry Hardwood and Moist Hardwood forests with a
xeromorphic understorey habitat tree retention shall be
four trees per hectare (where present). For the purposes
of this prescription a xeromorphic understorey is
considered to be one composed predominantly of grasses,
heath, and/or shrubs with sclerophyllous leaves.

Habitat tree retention in Dry Hardwood and Moist Hardwood

. forests with a mesic understorey shall be six trees per

hectare (where present). For the purposes of this
prescription a mesic understorey is considered to be one
conposed predominantly of moist elements such as vines,
shrubs with mesophyllous leaves and/or rainforest ferns.

Habitat trees will be live hollow bearing trees. They are
to be well spaced throughout the compartment being
harvested consistent with the size of canopy gaps
required for adequate regeneration -and growth for the
species of these forest types. Where the specified
density of habitat trees ie not present the existing
density is to be retained. Sufficient recruitment habitat
trees to sustain the retained density of habitat trees
into perpetuity are also to be retained.Stags ehall not
be counted as habitat trees. '

In addition, all practical precautions shall be taken to
protect identified habitat trees during logging
operations. The following shall be adhered to:

1. all practical precautions shall be taken to avoid .
tree heads landipg adjacent to identified. habitat trees. -

In gapping operations tree heads shall be moved to . the

centre of gaps prior to burning.

2. In forests with a xeromorphic understorey tree heads
will be removed from within approximately a 5 metre
radius of identified habitat trees. Tree.heads shall be
removed with minimum disturbance - to understorey
vegetation and ground logs.

3. In forests with a mesic understorey heads of trees-

within a radius of 10 metres of identified habitat trees
are not to be burnt. .

2. _Koala Habitat Retention

ES

NERY

a) Around Koala sites 3,4 & 5 there'will be further dung

‘searches (for a minimum of 3

minutes for each tree)

around all Tallowwoods , Blue Gums and Grey Gums with
scratches. The following will apply:

i) If dung is found but there are less than 12 pellets

.per tree then that tree plus

3 others > 25cm dbhob of the

same species. will be retained per hectare (in the area
indicated on the attached map) in addition to the habitat

trees retained.

ii} If 12 or more dung pellets per tree are found -all -

trees within 100 metres will

be retained pending further.

survey by trained forestry staff.

b} Further Surveys.

In the area around Site 1 and the last area searcped for
Koala Dung on 20 / 9 / 23 (see attached map) Chris Moon
will conduct a Training course for State Forests staff in

technique ).

.systematic surveys { i.e transect and/or asterisk

No further work will be undertaken within 100 metres of
those sites until a survey determines the extent of and

the habitat components being
sites. The training survey w
20 7/ 9/ 93 and State Forests
travel costs of Chris Moon.

used by Koalas at these
ill occur within 3 weeks from
will bear the salary and

¢} For other areas within the compartment the marketing

foreman will routinely look
and report any findings to t

for signs of Koala activity
he Urunga District Forestry

Office .and subsequently the NPWS per the interim Koala

prescription for the north -

the Harvesting Flan.

1. pending the review of wildlife corridors within Urunga

pistrict by State Forests st
within 40 metres of the gull
southern boundaries of Compa
mapped as Type 53.

east forests contained in

aff no logging will occur
jes forming the northern and
rtment 357 within the areas

L
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NuCA Heopowar fo whadt wao St

RESPONSE TO AMENDED PRESCRIPTIONS FOR CPT 357 HIéTAKE STATE FOREST
FAXED TO NVCA OFFICE BY NPWS 4:29PM & final version S5:56PM 21/9/93

1. Thankyou for inspecting cpt 357 and considering our requests.
2. We (NVCA & BAT) are happy with the koala prescriptions. Thankyou
However we would ltike clarification on four points:

a.) What is the Forestry Commission’'s understanding and
definition of searching “routinely” for, dung and scratches?

b.} Our understanding of the koala prescription in the harvest
plan is as follows. Could you confirm this is correct?

Following the routine search, if dung or scratches are
found, a 100m radius remains undisturbed until a State
Forests officer trained in koala searching inspects within
that circle, decides on what trees are to be retained and
sends this information to NPWS for their concurrence (or
modification) which is agreed by NPWS to be given to State
Forests within 24 hours. ’

€.) Wwill State Forests please confirm that they will activate
the koala prescription (as described above at b.) if and
when conservationists inform State Forests of sites where
they have found recent evidence of koalas?

d.} We request that 6 conservationists be permitted to attend
the Training Course for systematic surveys.

3. NVCA and BAT are happy that the filter strips on the northern
and southern boundary of the compartment have been extended
and widened to 40m. Thankyou.

4. We are appreciative of the extra area (marked in dark green)
reserved on the southern boundary. We note it is half the
width reguested but accept your determination.

5 We ask now for your consideration of “two small”but High =
pricrity areas which we feel are essential to be added to the
southern boundary reserved area. We have reduced this request
to the bare minimum:

A.) The basin shaped area marked on the attached map in IpIAKI=

We consider this to be rainforest with mixed rainforest and -

eucalypt (mainly brushbox) emergents. We estimate the area

to be only hectares.

B.) Widening of the 40m filter strip to 75m along the southern
.boundary so that it may better act as a wildlife corridor.

See attached map (_Often coloured area). We estimate the
area to be hectares.

Please note: At the time of writing agreement to the position
outlined above has been received from the following groups:

Nambucca valley Conservation Association

The agreement of the remaining groups will be sought progressively
and as speedily as possible, 22/8/93

NEFA

Vepelation adterns ol Companiment 357 - Mistake State Forest

e majority of this comgrainent has been (yped by the Forestry Connnission s
Dag Blekball (¥a), will small ateas of Grey Gom - Grey Lronback - While
Mathopany (122), Divsh Box (53), Raintorest (23), and Tallowwood (47). Whilst
aresecve system (proposed Huora cese ve and drainage line bullers) incorporales
Lotest types 5.3, 44, 28 amd o simall acea ol type 02, there remain signilicant arcas
ol Type 53 ol ineluded in (e veserve system. This arca is primarily located
along, the sonthern compattment bows lary and comprises old growth Jorest with
vl e nt |'.\'|n|lll_yli1: amd rainlorest bees amd mwost probably o |'n|ul'n:"esl
oncersioney. (8hes seas comprising coerpent (old growth) ch51Wcscnﬂmcq
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‘ BOWRA ACTION TRIBE

i
i
*

RESPONSE JO STATE FOREST'S PRESCRIPTIONS for 357
(22/9/93);

H
1
s
H
4

This is a'brief outline of the grouns decisions and
cevtainly‘requires further discussion with State
Foresus. Jime limits placed on us as well as
unfortunatse circumstances zre the reasons for Lhe
brovity of this initial response. n more detailed
vesponse And discussion will be fovwardod to State
Forests ag soan as possible,

FIRE H
The groupiis not happy with the prescribed burning
regime ang demands that no top disposz) burning takes
place whare a mesic understorey exists.

1
AHORIGTNQL SITES
The group'belxnves that tho necessary surveys for site
1denth1cdflon have not been undertaken to the
vntx«fact%on of Traditional Cuztodians, the Aboriginsl
Comminityland the Lands Council.

SQOUTHERN aOUNDARY FILTER STRIP

The group lhas decided that the western section of this
filter stdip requires more than a 40m erotection zone
and u;shes to further negotiate with State Forests
concernan this. See pink =ection on map.

i
The group isees the zastern section of this filter

sirip, as!determinod by the boundsry of forest type 53
ag being of the utmost importance. This ares is mar ked

on the atyachoed map in colour green and requires full
orotect 1on.
i

These are he major concarns of the group and they
WATTant ruth°1 discussion betwsen the groups involved
&nd Stete Foresus. This is imperative Lo ensure a

saL leaCtO Y outcome and appease all partieos involved.

limnyd l)uiu %;'uv 'cumg_‘ T im

' S e
',. ”] A]'\ l‘ blup }ulLsL 5 unnnl‘htm -U?.-‘)--“f--"

“ - Sqale 1 su00

n— == pootet 72w _-._‘_—-rr:_-_:-_-_:.-: i

TS

Cordaurznte 1\'.|l I mcu\\ . ’

E{I‘J \.:ﬂ
A \\.\\i

Smc Forest bouml.u:,

¢ ,‘mnlmmlcnl l!oundmy

I|l1u (RTINS ‘me W\»d-%

Reserved Mum lpgei;

p.,,q,

. ' fateaaeme ‘\,111\&20?‘\ Eﬂ-(-“‘h‘uéﬁb P . SIM.(.I al e {Mw-d) ho It et -
b . s —— e e ) Slupes ot Leppceniaafi)’ F,EI‘ .}amé

Py -u;vm# ‘-"m uca:lm dumn ....... . ® &2 Koala candenc Sulis. @@
b BB Lo esss e e+ Extro. protechoe Ships {i0my6 R Cnmmadad

‘-'\'.-.--‘ . . s l.. s FALT '



NAM® WCCA
\ VALLEY ConseryaTioN”
/\/SSOCI.F\:I/I.O[\{‘IMH Po. Roxla% ‘

Bowcavidle 2449
(065) 47 808

N,

N

PRESS STATEMENT -——-- UPDATE ON MISTAKE STATE FOREST

September 22, 1993 10 am

State Forests and National Parks and Wildlife Service have added
prescriptions to the Harvest Plan for compartment 357 in Mistake
State Forest to allow logging to continue while further koala
surveys are wundertaken in the vicinity of koala sites found by
conservationists.

The conservation groups are believed to be hapny with the decision
on Further_koala surveys, according to spokesperson, Lyn Orrego.

"However, conservationists have also requested a wildlife corridor
along a rainforest gully where old growth brushbox and rainforest
trees are emergents. This now seems to he the only outstanding
area of disagreement,” she said.

"State Forests have agreed to a partial widening of the strip to
40m, but conservationists are presently trying to negotiate for
this to be widened. We believe agreement could bhe very close and
we're hoping the negotiations will bring a sucessful outcome for
all parties which would see logging continue as well as wildlife
values protected.

"The results of the negotiations should be known later today or
tomorrow,” she said.

For further infeo: Lyn Orrego 065) 647808 or 647478

Lets care for the environment ... Life depends on it
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Attention: District Forester, Mr Steve Rayson:

We the undersigned groups accept the following as the
final harvest plan prescriptions for compartment 357
Mistake State Forest:

1. Prescriptions contained in the harves:t pian of
13/9/93.

2. The additionai prescriptions agreed to bv State
Foresis and NPWS and faved to NVCA on 2i/9/83.

3. The additional undertakings given to Lvn Orrego
at a meeting on 23/9/93 and set out below:

a.) "routinely” as it appiies to the foreman
looking for signs of koaia activity is to
mean the foreman will lock umder grev gums
and blue gums with recent scratches and
under tailiowoods in drier hardwood sites and
searen for koala dung.

b.) That the following is the agreed
understanding of the general koala
prescription contained in the harvest plan
of 13/9/93:

Folloewing the routine search, if dung or
scraiches are found, 2 100m radius remains
undisturbed until a State Forests officer
trained in koala searching inspects within
that circie, sends the information to NPWS
for them to decide what trees are to be
retained and gives their concurrence which
is agreed by NPWS to be given to State
Forests within 24 hours.

¢.) Where conservationists inform State Forests’
that they have found 12 or more peliets
under a tree the above general koala
orescrinption will be implemented.
Conservationists wili mark the tree, note
the location on a map, leave most of the
pellets in place and inform State Forests.

€.) $tate Forests have no obiection o
conservationists approaching M- Chris Moon
to hold a Trainine course for them in
Mistake State Foresi a2t some fime ir the
future.

Let's care for the environment ... L.ifc o(e'of’.nols on &

2 NEFf

€.) The foliowing area as described beiow is to
be reserved from logging:

From the point where the inspection party
stood at their last inspection point on
20/9/93, before returning uphill to Dead
Marn's Gully Road, & line will be drawn
eastwards to the compartment boundary on
Kosekai Road and a line will be drawn in a
southwesterly direction until intercepting
the southern compartment boundary. The area
within the thus described lines and the
compartment boundaries mentioned is the area
to be reserved.

On the basis that the above prescriptions are .o
impiemented we undertake to do the foiiowing:i:;ﬁ ré?yuhhrkj

- Ensure that Kosekai and Dead Mans Gully roads are
unobstructed by ipm, 24/9/93.

- Ensure that banners are removed from compartment
357 and the immediate vicirity.

- Accept this as the final decision allowing
logging, in line with these prescristions, to
continue unfettered.

A1l the above is agreed to by:

Nambucea Valley Conservation Association (NVCA)
Bowra Action Tribe (BAT)

Beliingen Environment Centre (BEGC)

South arm Catchment Protection Group {SACPG)

The Wilderness Society, Armidale {TWS)
Scientific Survevor (Christine Potis)

;u,h O.f‘a.-\rjo
(Vs [rsctins )
f\l’ !-”L‘. {,3’

~3/49'%3
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MEDIA RELEASE

SEPTEMBER 24, 1993

Five local environment groups vyesterday accepted a compromise
harvesting plan for compartment 357 in Mistake Stale Forest west of
Bowraville, following negotiations with State Forests the day
hefore,

"The move means confrontation in the forest is no longer a danger
and will see logaing proceed as well as wildlife protection

increased,” said spokesperson Lyn Orrego.
"Not all our requests were met, however, a small area of old growth .
brushhox was added to the wildlife corridor. We and many o

scientists consider brushbhox to be rainforest,” she said.

"1t will be hard for us toc see some areas of this compartment go,
however, all the groups decided to accept the compromise in this
case as State Forests also moved our way bv supporting further
koala surveys to be done by experts, widening filter strips and
adding two areas of brushbox to the wildlife corridor. They also
treated our representations seriously and spent all day Monday
inspecting the compartment with NPWS officers.

"1t should he a signal to State Forests in other areas that
negotiations with conservationists are worthwhile and that our
claims should not be brushed aside or labelled "extremist”.

"1t should also inform the general public that the timber industry
AND conservation of wildlife can both continue.

"We will still continue to pursue our obiectives in the rest of
Mistake State Forest hoping to gain public recognition and offical
acceptance that parts of this forest are worthy of being dedicated
as a major reserve for our area. It is a treasure at our backdoor
full of endangered species, 2100 hectares of intact old growth
forest and has a high value for water catchment protection for the
growing coastal population of our area.”

For further info contact: Lyn Orrego (065) 47478

Let's care for the environment ... L,'Lfc; oLefscnols onit.
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ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT ...- | . |
' ITLg OF ACTIVUY INTEGRATED LoeCiwg AND A.rfxuréa ACADUorKS
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LT S

e T Y
PR Y '

Part A: EPA Regu1at1ons - C]guse 56 N
Factors to be taken inio. account when considering
.1 the 1ikely impact on the. environment include

| whether the actfvity may cause: :

(a) any env1ronmenta] or social effect on- a
© community :
i (b) a transformation of the locality
| (¢) any environmental impact on the acosystems
b of the locality '
- i (d) diminution of (1) aesthet!c.va1ues
i , (2) recreational values
(3) scientific values
P " (4) other values )
i (e)'any effect on structures or places having %
: aesthetic, cultural, historical,scientific,
P archae1og1ca] or spec1al valuas :
% : (e1) any impact on the habitat of any
i 'protected fauna within the meaning of
section 98 of the National Parks and
Wildlife Act 1974 or endangered fauna
< WiItHIN the mesning of the act.
i Refer to Part B .
L (f) danger to any specles of flora or fauna
(g9) any long-term effects on the environment
(h) any degradation of the quality of the :
1 environment : L ‘I
_; (1) any risk to the safety of the env1ronmant
 (3) any curtailment of tha range of banaf1c1a1
K uses of the enviro nment
{k) poliution i (1) Air
o "~ (2) wWater
g " (3) Noise , '
¥ (1) eany environpental problems from the
s disposal of waste
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1
| (m) any increased demand on scarce résources -

i(h) any cumulative environmenta? effect with
1 other existing or likely future activities
M- - (o) any. department f om established policy
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Proceedings of

GENETIC ENGINEERING FORUM

August 1st & 2nd, 1992
SYDNEY

Nature Conservation Council of NSW

The views expressed in this publication
are not necessarily those of the
Nature Conservation Council of NSW.
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management of bushland to be made. The survey work should include an accurate
description of each land unit, the vegatlon types in map form, the condition of the
vegetation, native and weed ‘species Ilsts and recommendations for management.

R

2) Deciding what you want to achieve and why

In Woollahra's case, it was found that there were 3 reserves that warranted bushland

. regeneration work. These were Gap Park, Parsley Bay Reserve and Cooper Park. Gap
was the worst; remnant heathland and some fig trees existed in pockets, but the
remainder of the land was grassed and open on an exposed coastal site. What did we
want to achieve?

Basically, we wanted an asset instead of a liability in recreational terms. The park had
little meaning or interest to the community. Dogs were the main users of the open flat
areas, whilst hundreds of visitors used the clifftop footpath from the Gap to Old South
Head Road, their interest outward looking not site orientated. After 10 years of managing
and regenerating the park as bushland, we now have a park which is interesting, offers
several recreational setlings for users, has conservation value and is a major tourist
destination in Sydney.

We could have left it as a grassed paddock with rock outcrops, interpreted the former
tram track and the gun fortifications, but we would have fallen short of its recreational
potential within a developed community.

A common feature to both the other parks was their landform-steepish sideslopes
forming a gulley with creek, and-adjacent flat land. The flat land had been developed as
grassed play/picnic areas, but the bushland sideslopes were being invaded by exotic
plant species, aided and abetted by nutrient flows, birds, wind dispersal of seed and
upslope garden escapes. Though both parks were large in size (relative to Woollahra), it
was felt that a long-term commitment to bush regeneration would provide the best results
in terms of cost effective maintenance and recreational opportunities for the area and the
users. You have to bear in mind that the area is highly developed residentially, with high
real estate value and development potential as a tip human priority. The aspect from
some of these high priced lands is of course the very wooded and natural shores of
Middle Head, Dobroyd Head and North Head So what we wanted to achieve was that
which we didn't have.

3) Finding the resources and money

Back in 1982, it was costing the Council $15,000 per year to contract the National Trust
to work in the 3 parks on 1 day per week basis, in teams of 4 people. In 1992 it now costs
us $65,000 per year to continue the Trust contract, and this year we won a Metropolitan
Greenspace grant towards the ongoing Trust work. The Council has consistently
supported this expenditure for bushland management.

There was recognition that we couldn't just leave it to the Trust, other wise their 1 day per
week efforts would not progress far. Just consider - we had 26 hectares of bush parks,
with 4 Council gardeners to maintain them, so you can imagine how much detailed work
got done on the other 4 days of the week, with 1 person per 6 hectares.
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TIMBER RESOURCES OF - THE - MACKSVILLE ° MANAGEMENT AREA AND

MISTAKE .STATE FOREST: Prepared from State.Forest records. by
bailan Pugh. . - : B o - .

‘Macksville Ménagement ‘Area is -one of - those ciaimed to .be
. managed on .g sustained yield basis, though in practice this

is not the case. Like iost other Management Areas claimed to

be oOn - Sustained.-yield an. investigation of the management
plan, yield assessment and | annual-.reports reveal -inflated

- dssessments, gross ‘overcutting and rcontempt for the

Management Plan that 'is meant to be abided by.
In summary mis—c&l?ulétioﬁsdand;mis—Manégemenﬁ have  led to:

o gross,overcuttingaof'quotawsawlogs, in 4in. the five
years from-July 1987 to July-1992 ‘the average annual
quota removal was 9 870 cu. . net.;'representing an
adverage annual:overcutrof“27%, exceeding the annual
limit By as wuch as 43% in 1987/88. . L
*'actual.jyields;being’=sigqificantly"belbw' predicted
yields by up to.50%. . e T

* prematﬁrE"cuttihg of - quota resources .for the second -
cutting eéycle (after  1995), which  will lead to
significant‘futuré'shdrtfalls,‘ S '

a failvre Lo ablide by -the Macksville Management ‘Plan'.s
crder. ot working and cutting limits, and -

* failure to manage'tﬁé‘areéfs"forescs:on‘aﬁsustainable '
basis. o

Based on 'Hardwood Assessmerit -. Macksville M.A. Coastal
Working Circle! (Forestry Couwmission 1979) the Forestry
Commission'11978,xas,ammehded*tod1987).é9timated the yields
arailable Logwm’ the Mackovllle. HA ao [ow 1902, Lhuudll nuied!

© that the "derived volumes have limited accuracy". 1t was

estimated that there was a total of 171 780 cu. wm. gross of
sawlogs ovér'&O-cm.‘diameter'(dbhub)-available after 1982

from the Coastal ‘Working Circle for the first cutting cycle
(giving a net annual yield of 7 730 cu. m.) and .a total of
71 100 cu. m. gross (34.000 cu.,m.'net) of wmerchantable
quota sawlogs in. the 'Up River Forests', anticipated to be
utilized by. 1982; R " . )

" Mistake State Fd:est{wés“arbitafily divided. into ‘the Up

River and Coastal Working Circles. Mistake SF was estimated
Lo contain 24 800 Cu. m. gross'(lz_ooo Cu. m.-.net) of the

.sawlog velumes in the 'Up River Forests'. It was assessed as

containing 51,943 cu. M- 8ross of -.the sawlogs available from
the Coastal WC for the first*cutting cycle (CCl} which was
to last until 1995 Timber.ayailéble from the Coastal WC for

o apy
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" the first cutting cycle was.to come from 'Stand Condition
Types' A and B, with type C reported as: . .

“Suitable for sawlog production but stands immature  for

-.quota sawlog harvesting - quota sawlogs ROt available
for practicle economic¢c harvesting until secand cutting
cycle (beyond 1995).":(FC 1979)

The quotas for sawlogs.-in the Macksville MA were set as
1978/79-1979/80 26-880 m. cu. net, 1980/81-1981/82 8 000 cu.
w. net (FC 1978 p2, p24) and ag from 1982/83 "The annual
yield: shall not exceed the total of annual quota :
commitments” of .7 .800 cu. m. net.(FC 1978, as amnmended 1982,
024) . e _ : ;

" The Forestry. Commission (1978) note:

"The up river forests mainly consist of logged areas
carrying 0-20 year old regeneration as a4 result of .
logging, with a. few virgin stands. These forests are
very deficient in intermediate size classes. It ig
estimated that available merchantable logs will be-
harvested by about 1986 some 40 years before any
@xisting regerieration can produce sawlogs."

(vel7 81 . . . o

"Timber production objectives shall be met by .
concentrating harvesting.in the economically accessible
hardwood ‘resource of .the virgin up river forasts. On-
completion of harvesting'of_this resource; logging will
be confinedfto the coastal forests." (p.22) . :
“The option of timbér production: from the up river
forects after the current eutting cyele will not be
actively pursued in the foreseeable future. Expenditure
associated with road construction, maintenance,
protection and silvicultural treatment will be kept to
LA minimum." (p23) ‘ S : .

The combination of wet weather, Allen Taylors not being .
satisfied with- the specles available {(eg. FC .1982/83) and
the Forestry Commission's financial losses led. to an

. abandonment of the Management Plan's intent to log out the
"Up River forests.before:cénceﬁtrating on the Coastal Working
Gircle. ' ‘ - : - ' ‘

'The Forestry Gommission's=intention ot to manage the Up
River forests on g sustained vield basis is still current,
.their only concern being to maximise what they can cut in
ordér to "try and find sufficient quota to maintain the 7
800 m3 sustained yield cut.longer than the end of cciw (FC
1988/89) » ' '
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The Forestry Commission's Annual Reports make a- number of
comments on the yiéld assessments: "It should be noted that
segregation into the strata used in the assessment is
virtually impossible to-achieve~ (FC 1981/82), "It wouid
appear from data presented that. thera is a hroadening gap
between actual and predicted yields for the total coastal
working circle. ... it would. appear that for Mistake S.F. at
least, the stand condition typing on which .the assessment is
baséd is proving unreliable." (FC 1985/86), "The major
problem remains the gaps between actual and predicted vields
on Ingalba and Mistake S5.F.s. ... Assessment was done using
random nlots and it could be thev did not sample enoueh of -
the poorer country. This cotpled with the Forest being cut
over ‘at so many different .periods could produce’ the wrong
information." (FC' 1986/87), "... the whole quéstion .of -
sustained yield after [unlogged areas-are] exhausted needs -
- to be tackled as a seperate - -issue, probably involving -
measurement of a-better defined resource.", “The question of
- what actually should constitute the GC1,.CC2 and €C3
sustainable area needs to be resolved, sooner rather than
later due to the poor results-being achieved compared to
that assessed." (FC 1987/88) o

As from' 1988/89 the Macksville MA was subsumed by the Urunga
MA. for management purposes. The Urungs MA Annual Reports -
continued to emphasise the inadequacy of the resource
assessmwents in. the Macksville MA: "A proper assessment. of

- all the resource i$ required", ".¢. yields being obtained on
Coastal areas are of great cause for concern.” "... GCZ (27
years) cut needs to yield over twice the CCl cut to achieve
predicted yields. Whethex this will occur is completely
unknown as.no follow:up assessment of stand structure -
remaining, as required by CUTAN monitoring, has ever been
-done." (FC 1988/89), "... a complete asséssment of the
districts timber resources- is urgently required and is a
priority.” (FC-1990/91). O I

Since 1982 the actual yields from the Coastal Working Circle
'have been slighlly Lelow the assessed ‘yields (FC 1979) for -
Nambucca and Way Way State Forests, almost-harf-the.assessed
yields for Ingalbsd State Forest and-significantly higher for
Mistake State Forest (FC-1989/90). While this would.appear
to give an overall favourable .result this disguises the fact
. that it has involved the premature harvesting of trees meant
to bé retained for the second cutting cycle (CC2, after
'1995). The Forestry Commission. (1989/90) note that @he 1979
Yield.Assessment-assumed that only Strata A snd B would be
¢ut in CCl, wheras Strata C has also been harvested {see .
above) ., . . : "

TABLE 1. HARDWOOD (NON-~RAINFOREST) REMOVALS FROM MACKSVILLE
HANAGEMENT AREA. Source: respective Forestry Commission .
Annual Reports. - ' :



.Lf'

R i T P L G o A +
! YEAR ; QUOTA CUT, QUOTA CUT; NON-QUOTA SAWLOGS! OTHER !
a4 ' 13 net! m3 gross! w3 gross - R '
S —— b i ————— FERRPU S '
y1981/82 | 8 600 .1 10- 581 | 6 668 1 724 )
. 11982/83 | 7 606 ! 10 650.-! 450 5 474 )
11983/84 | 3 678 | 4 787+ -9 190 } 3 457 ¢
'1984/85. . B 448 1 11 827+, 19 825 ' 4 749 )
11985/86 |- 8 934 | . 127507+) . . 23 084 i 7 905 |
11986/87 ! 7640 | 10 696+Y- . 24 573 .} 5 250 !
11987/88 ! 11 167 | 15 634+ = . 15 518 ° 7072
11988/89 | 9 540 7 12-059 . 20 492 i 5 262
11989/90 ! 9 433 .17 12 9141 24- 977 v 5 590
- +1990/91 | .10 588 ! 15 323.!° . 21 548 ¢ 5231 !
11991/92 8 624 } 712 615 ! 15 560 . 1 5 103 |
P e Tem e —— i R ——— W = R A e = e e e e R e = i e ia +

+ These volumes estimated by;épplying a"ﬁultiblier of net to
gross of 1.4 ’ :

:The practice hés.been'to'loé the most pfodugfi#g'stands'
first (FC 1988/89, pll) indicating that the deficientcy in
actual yields will worsen into the future. '

‘It is evident from Table 1 that the State Forests have been -
grossly overcutting in the Macksville Management Area in
breach of the cutting limits specified in' the Managément

. Plan. In tha § waava #a July 1007, since tha gusta was ase
as 7 800 cu. m. net from July 1982, there was an annual
“average removal of 7 261 cu. m. net and in the five years
from July 1987 to July 1992 -the-.average annual quota removal
was 9 870 cu. m. net., giving an average ovétr the ten years
of 8 566 cu. w. net. per annum. The .gross overcutting in the
" last five years should be of considerable concérn as it
represents an average-anfiual overcut of 27%, exceeding the
annual limit by as much -as- 43% in 1987/88:. . »

In total the actual yield of quota sawlogs taken over the
tenl years exceedes that estimated as being available by 7

" 658 cu. m. net, or ‘almost one years .supply. When .this
overcut is-considered in conjunction with the fdaet that
anticipated yields.per hectare have.only been maintained by
taking -timber .meant to be retained for the next cutting
cycle and logging -the most productive stands first it .
indicates .sigrificant yield problems for the Macksville MA-
in :the near future. creot e . .

While no assessment of ‘the future .availability of non-guota
sawlogs and durable poles is available ‘it is apparent that
these resources too aré not being managed om a sustainable
basis and their availability is expected to rapidly decline
in the near future. . o L ‘ '

WUhen Trmuor-Bdildy‘nbtninadn%n‘injgnatidn im 1087 to otop’
logging in some Up River compartments in Mistake State

T ERmLE & e — - - Em e e = e e = e e e m e — e e



- Forest the Forestry Commission "maximised” their ciutting
rate in the Coastal WC part of Mistake SF (FGC 1988/89),
until the court Judgement on March 31st 1989 caused them to
suspend logging_opérations in Mistake State~F0rest-until an
EIS was prepared. - - . S . '

TABLE 1.2. Thé.FOrestry,Commission's-(1988/89).Hbest current
estimale of remaining identified resource" in Mistake State
" Forest was given'as;' e : -

..,GROSS“AREAH"'NET'Quota/Ha, TOTAL

Mistake‘(sdutherﬁj-_ 340 .. 4.3 0 4850
Mistake {northern) L8916 . 4.4 4050
TOTALS . - 1256 .7 - 7.1 gogo

Despite all the idertified failings of- the resource
assessments in the Urunga Management Afea (including the
Macksville MA) the State Forests commission is pressing
~ahead with its revised {long overdue) Management Plan and
the Urunga-Coffs Harbour Environmental Impact Statement
- without undertaking a reliable.yield assessment. The undated
documént prepared by State Forests for the EIS consultants
states: : < . R :

"Only the-coastaljforeéﬁsfﬂaye been assessed for gquota
'Sawlog yield. The plantation resource has been .the’
subject of a yield scheduling exercise using ‘data
collected from previous growth and. inventory work and
past yields. All 6ther areas have had estimates of
various products availability made where sufficient
information from past yields allows such estimation to

be reasonably accurate.".

The State Forests seem intent to cover up their gross
overcutting and the identified resource shortfalls in the
coastal forests, and ignore.the-prematgfe cutting of
Fasonrres didantdifFiod far tho sane Bubting eyele wid Llhiac
their yield assessments for the Up River forests are
unreliable. Their intention is. not to undertake a - valid

- vield assessment until ‘some time in. the future, in the ‘mean
timé they . intend to continue .unsustaihable logging of quota
-sawlogs from the Urunga MA'at the’ prescribed rate of 25,520

CU. m..per annum.
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EarthSpan

CONSULTANCY & PRESENTATION SERVICES

The Dungir Conservation Proposal

LIMITED FIRST EDITION COPIES AVAILABLE NOVEMBER 1993

Findﬁout for yourself:

What does 'Dungir’ mean i the language of the Gumbaynggir 7
Why was Mistake State Forest so named ?
"~ Who are the rightful owaners of this land ?
Are the soils erodable ?
Is the area prone to landslip ?
What is the vegetation like 7
[s there really some low altitude subtropical rainforest ?
Is there any "Old Growth' forest lelt ?
Are there any special animals or plants ?
Is the Forestry Commission really logging rainforest and old growth forest ?

You will find the answers Lo these questions and more in the hottest potato
1o hit the streels in weeks - order your copy today.

EarthSpan PO.Box 144, URUNGA NSW 2455 Phone (066) 556 801
ORDER FORM: Please send me a copy of the Dungir Conservation Proposal, 1 have enclosed a cheque / money order

for $30 per copy (includes postage) made payable to the Nambucca Valley Conservation Association (PO Box 123,
BOWRAVILILE NSW 2449),

NGIMEI  civrvirreiieinrresre oot sssssssmsss s s s ssssrsentons Phonc Number:
AdArEss: e s es e e ren

.................................................................... No. Copies:

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

.................................................................

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

....................................................................

.................................................................... Signature:

---------------------------------------------------------------------------
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North Arm Landcare Group,
North Arm Road,
BOWRAVILLE NSW 2449

26th July, 1993

District Forester,

Urunga Forestry Commission Office,
Bowra Street,

URUNGA NSW 2454

Attention: Mr. Steve Rayson

Dear Steve,

RE: COMPARTMENT 207 - CROOKED TQOP MOUNTAIN

On Sunday 13th June a group of local people, including an aboriginal
elder from Bowraville, nearby landholders and members of North Arm
Landcare Group, visited Compartment 207, Crooked Top Mountain to
view the effects of the them current logging operations.

Since then I, along with several other concerned people have visited
different sections of the Compartment on various occasions.

A number of concerns have arisen from our observations. They are
as follows:-

1. As you are aware koala scats were found on our original visit
.and were positively identified by Barbara Triggs. A copy of
her analysis form was faxed to your office on Friday 9th July,
1993 and you have acknowledged, per phone on Tuesday 13th July,
1993 that it was received.

We have since communicated with the N.P.W.S. Threatened Species
Unit and requested that they ask Forestry Commission for a
koala survey to be carried out, using the'asterisk' technique,
with a N.P.W.S. officer present,as soon as possible, to
establish whether or not a koala population does exist on
Crooked Top Mountain. '

Please note that on 16th July, 1993 a dead koala was found
one kilometre from the compartment boundary. N.P.W.S. has
been notified.

In view of the statement noted in the E.I.S. for 207, Part B
Determination of Impact on Protected Fauna (b) "The greatest

impact will be caused to arboreal species'", we believe you,
as the responsible Forestry Officer, should upgrade the

prescription in the Harvest Plan for koalas to at least the
standard and style of the Wingham Determination prescription
for koalas, as an interim measure until the survey is completed
and the adequacy of that prescription is assessed. This will
ensure more undisturbed habitat and food trees are left
standing.



HABITAT TREES

(i) Many habitat trees were seen on road edges or in close
?roximity to log dumps. These areas are not only in the
firing line’ during logging operations, but are used at
other times by 4WD enthusiasts, bush walkers, campers and
tourists. They therefore are not necessarily the most
appropriate sites for nesting birds, marsupials and bats
or roosting koalas. Roads and snig tracks also provide
easy access and travelling for feral dogs, as the number of
dog scats found during our.field days would suggest. This
would seriously disadvantage animals already in residence.
We therefore request that in the remaining unlogged areas
habitat trees be marked in sheltered off road locations.

(ii) A number of inadequate habitat trees have been seen
and photographed. An example of which has been included,
reference PHOTO (1). These trees do not fit the criteria
set out in the Harvest Plan reference 3.3 (f) "The retention
of mature or overmature hollow bearing stems, to provide for
the habitat requirements of hollow dependent fauna".

Good habitat trees with suitable hollows,and due to be logged,
were seen in close proximity to the unsuitable ones marked 'H'.
This appears to contradict your advice per phone of 30th June,
1993 when you stated to me that "such apparently inadequate
trees may be marked as habitat trees if no suitable trees
could be found in the vicinity". We request that all such
inadequate habitat trees be located and a more suitable one
found in the vicinity to be marked 'H'.

(iii) Extreme disturbance of understory and leaving of trashed
tree tops below habitat trees reference PHOTO (2). This
situation is unacceptable and severely disadvantages fauna
attempting to access or leave tree as the sheltering understory
has been destroyed.

Please note that N.P.W.S.,through the Wingham Determination,

who are the experts, believe such understory between clustered
'H' trees should be retained. We request you ammend your policy
in this regard throughout all of Urunga Management Area and
specifically ammend the Harvest Plan for Compartment 207 along
these lines.

(iv) Habitat trees damaged from felling of nearby trees,
resulting in loss of limb, ie potential nesting sites and
foliage %ie food!) reference PHOTO (3). This situation seems
to indicate that insufficient due care was taken during
felling.

Photographic examples of inadequate habitat trees, and
destruction of and trashing around understories of habitat
trees, have been forwarded to N.P.W.S.



EROSION

Early roading,in particular the south west and south roads
on southern side of compartment appear to have numerous
deficiencies in regard to drainage, with resultant early
signs of erosion and slumping despite minimal rainfall

(54mm from 1st May - 13th June) reference PHOTOS (4) and (5)
taken on 13th June, 1993.

We request, urgently, that the Harvest Plan for compartment
207 be amended to include a Soil Erosion and Sediment Control
Strategy prepared under the principles of the Standard Erosion
Mitigation Guidelines (5th March, 1993) and reviewed by
Department of Conservation and Land Management and deemed
adequate by them before logging proceeds. Please note we

have informed C.A.L.M. of our concerns.

We have observed roading and snig tracks crossing drainage
lines without any appropriate provision for movement of water.
This is of extreme concern as even the S.E.M.C.'s state:

2. CONDITIONS FOR LOGGING

2.1.1. Minor Roads

(vi) Minor roads shall not cross streams which are
running unless a causeway, bridge or pipe culvert
designed to transmit peak flows has been provided.
They may cross stream beds which are dry via
causeways, temporary culverts or temporary log
crossings provided there is minimal disturbance
to the surrounds.

We have observed a snig track crossing a drainage line where
not only was there no form of drainage provided under, over
or along trackside to nearest crossbank, but resulted in
extensive rock spills down the watercourse into the gully
below.

We believe this to be a breach of the above mentioned S.E.M.C.
condition.

Reference PHOTO (6) : Showing a snig track over the drainage
- line, with resultant rock spill.

PHOTO (7) : A close up of the rock spill into the
gully.

PHOTO (8) : Taken from below snig track looking
down gully, to show extent of rock
spill and interference to natural water
flow which inevitably will occur.

This too has been reported to C.A.L.M. but we ask that you
take appropriate action according to your Statutory
responsibilities and inform us of your course of action.



4. CROSSBANKS

The S.E.M.C. 2.1.1. Minor Roads (iii) states:

"For any operation the height of the crossbanks shall be
0.5m unless otherwise specified."

Nowhere in the Harvest Plan is there any other specifications
regarding deviation from the 0.5m crossbank height.
Crossbanks in 207 are often seen to be much higher up to 2m
and involve excessive movement of surrounding earth to
construct. Reference PHOTOS (9) and (10). Why has this
occurred?

The fact that they have dug down into the rock substrata
to build up excessively high crossbanks has the potential
to create additional and unnecessary erosion. We are very
concerned about this practice.

We believe most of Crooked Top {(Compartment 207) to be too steep
to be logged and that the damage and potential for serious erosion
and siltation of watercourses, far outweigh the viability of
harvesting approximately 115 ha.

We await your prompt reply.

Yours faithfully,

P. FLACK
SECRETARY

Enc.



North Arm Landcare Group,
North Arm Road,
BOWRAVILLE NSW 2449

5th August, 1993

Threatened Species Unit,

National Parks & Wildlife Service,
P.0. Box 1967, :

HURSTEVILLE NSW 2220

Attention: Mr. Daniel Connelly

Dear Daniel,

RE: FORESTRY COMMISSION LOGGING IN COMPARTMENT 207
CROOKED TOP MOUNTAIN

On Sunday 13th June, a group of local people, including an aboriginal
elder from Bowraville, nearby landholders and members of North Arm
Landcare Group, visited Compartment 207, Crooked Top Mountain to
view the effects of the then current logging operations.

Since then I, along with several other concerned people have visited
different sections of the Compartment on various occasions.

A number of concerns have arisen from our observations. They are
as follows:-

1. As you are aware koala scats were found on our original
visit and were positively identified by Barbara Triggs.
A copy of her amalysis form was faxed to your office on
Friday 9th July, 1993.

Forestry Commission District Forester,Mr. Steve Rayson has
informed me that no routine day or night time fauna survey
was carried out in Compartment 207 prior to commencement of
harvesting nor has there been any sort of inspection or
survey done specifically for koalas since they were notified
by us via telephone and fax, as to the evidence of koala
presence within the compartment and surrounding area.

Please note a recently deceased female koala was discovered
approximately one kilometre from compartment boundary, on ‘
Friday 16th July. ©No apparent cause of death could be found.
N.P.W.S. Dorrigo Office were notified and map references
given. Refer PHOTO (1).

The Harvest Plan prescription for koalas is totally inadequate
and states:-

3.13 Additional Prescription

vi) Should any koalas be discovered during operations then
an area of 100 metres surrounding the tree containing
the koala shall be reserved from logging pending an
inspection by a forest officer to determine whether or
not other koalas are present.



The prescription for koalas in the E.I.A. for 207 also is
appallingly insufficient and is as follows:-

Part B Determination of Impact'on_Protected Fauna........
Mammals
" (i) Koalas

Kcalas may well be present within the compartment
although none were sighted during inspections of the
area. If located within the logging area, the district
Koala protocol will be followed. This protocol is as
follows;

"Where a koala or recent evidence of a koala in a tree
is located the tree will be retained together with all
other trees within a radius of 100 metres pending an
inspection by a forest officer to determine whether or
not other koalas are present in the vicinity.

'Where it is determined that a resident coleny is present,
the area of the colony plus a radius of 20 metres will be
preserved whilever the colony is present.

Where only one or two koalas are present, a 20 metre
radius around each occupied tree shall be preserved
whilever the koalas are present. Note, a colony is
considered to consist of three or more koalas within
the area being investigated (radius 100m)."

The fact that trees with koalas present in them are retained
only while the koalas are in situ and subsequently felled once
they (hopefully of their own accord!) move on, suggests
Forestry Commission, or at the least, the forest officer

(Mr. John Ball) responsible for setting the koala prescription,
has an inadequate knowledge and understanding of habitat
requirements for this highly specialized animal.

Many habitat trees were seen on road edges or in close
?roximity to log dumps. These areas are not only in the
firing line' during logging operations, but are used at
other times by 4WD enthusiasts, bush walkers, campers and
tourists. They therefore are not necessarily the most
appropriate sites for nesting birds, marsupials and bats
or roosting koalas. Roads and snig tracks also provide
easy access and travelling for feral dogs, as the number of
dog scats found during our field days would suggest. This
would seriously disadvantage animals already in residence.
We therefore ask that N.P.W.S. require Forestry Commission
to mark more habitat trees in sheltered, off road locations
in the remaining unlogged areas.



3. A number of inadequate habitat trees have been seen and
photographed. An example of which has been included,
reference PHOTOS (2, 3, 4, 5). These trees do not fit
the criteria set out in the Harvest Plan reference 3.3 (f)
"The retention of mature or overmature hollow bearing stems,
to provide for the habitat requirements of hollow dependent
fauna™.

Good habitat trees with suitable hollows, and due to be
logged, were seen in close proximity to the unsuitable ones
marked 'H'. This appears to contradict advice given to me
by Mr. Steve Rayson per phone on 30th June, 1993 when he
stated to me that '"such apparently inadequate trees may be
marked as habitat trees if no suitable trees could be found
in the vicinity". We request that N.P.W.S. require Forestry
Commission to locate all inadequate habitat trees and more
suitable ones be found in the vicinity to be marked 'H'.

4. Extreme disturbance of understory and leaving of trashed
tree tops below habitat trees reference PHOTO (5). This
situation is unacceptable and severely disadvantages fauna
attempting to access or leave tree as the sheltering understory
has been destroyed.

As you are aware N.P.W.S., through the Wingham Determination,
believe such understory between clustered 'H' trees should
be retained.

5. Habitat trees damaged from felling of nearby trees, resulting
in loss of limb, ie potential nesting sites and foliage
(ie food!) reference PHOTO (7). This situation seems to
indicate that insufficient due care was taken during felling.

6. Reference PHOTO (8) - (Eight photo series).
This 360° photo series shows a small section of an area
where logging has been completed.

Please note extensive understory damage and the only two
habitat trees (marked with a yellow H%, which are obviously
inadequate.

Reference PHOTO (9). Gives a full view of these two above
mentioned 'habitat trees'.

In view of the above concerns, in particular Point 1, we request
that Forestry Commission's licence conditions for harvesting in
207 be upgraded to at least the standard and style of the Wingham
Determination for koalas, with or without a koala survey being
carried out. This will ensure that more undisturbed habitat and
food trees are left standing.

A copy of this letter has been forwarded to Robert Quirk, Head
Ranger at the Dorrigo N.P.W.S. office.



We hope that you can give this matter your prompt attention
and keep us informed of any developments.

Yours faithfully,

P. FLACK
SECRETARY

Enc.



North Arm Landcare Group,
North Arm Road,
BOWRAVILLE NSW 2449

26th July, 1993

Department of Conservation and Land
Management,

P.0. Box 117,

KEMPSEY NSW 2440

Attention: Mr. Rod Saul

Dear Rod,

RE: FORESTRY COMMISSION LOGGING IN COMPARTMENT 207 - CROOKED TOP
MOUNTAIN

On Sunday 13th June, a group of local people, including an
aboriginal elder from Bowraville, nearby landholders and members

of North Arm Landcare Group, visited Compartment 207, Crooked Top
Mountain to view the effects of the then current logging operations.

Since then I, along with several other concerned people have
visited different sections of the Compartment on various occasions.

A number of concerns have arisen from our observations. They are
as follows:

(i) Early roading, in particular the south west and south roads
on southern side of compartment appear to have numerous
deficiencies in regard to drainage, with resultant early
signs of erosion and slumping despite minimal rainfall
(54mm from 1st May - 13th June) reference PHOTOS (1), (2),
(3), (4A) and (4B§ taken on 13th June, 1993. All taken on
the south west road on southern facing.

We request, urgently, that the Harvest Plan for Compartment
207 be amended to include a Soil Erosion and Sediment Control
Strategy prepared under the principles of the Standard Erosion
Mitigation Guidelines (5th March, 1993) and reviewed by
Department of Conservation and Land Management and deemed
adequate by them before logging proceeds.

(ii) We have observed roading and snig tracks crossing drainage
lines without any appropriate provision for movement of
water. This is of extreme concern as even the S.E.M.C.'s
state:

2. CONDITIONS FOR LOGGING

2.1.1. Minor Roads

(vi) Minor roads shall not cross streams which are
running unless a causeway, bridge or pipe culvert
designed to transmit peak flows has been provided.
They may cross stream beds which are dry via
causeways, temporary culverts or temporary log

crossings provided there is minimal disturbance
to the surrounds.




We have observed a snig track crossing a drainage line where
not only was there no form of drainage provided under, over
or along trackside to nearest crossbank, but resulted in
extensive rock spills down the watercourse into the gully
below. )

We believe this to be a breach of the above mentioned S.E.M.C.
condition.

Reference PHOTO (5A) : Showing a snig track over a drainage
line with resultant rock spill.

PHOTO (5B) : Close up highlighting the rock spill
into the gully below.

PHOTO (5C) : Taken from the gully below snig track
showing lack of drainage under crossing.

PHOTO (5D) : Taken again in the gully below snig
track 180° from (5C) angle to show
extent of the rock spill.

PHOTO (6) : A second example of road crossing and
drainage lime and lacking appropriate
construction to minimise scour and
erosion.

(iii) Crossbanks

The S.E.M.C. 2.1.1. Minor Roads (iii) states:

"For any operation the height of the crossbanks shall be
0.5m unless otherwise specified."

Nowhere in the Harvest Plan is there any other specifications
regarding deviation from the 0.5m crossbank height. Crossbanks
in 207 are often seen to be much higher up to 2m and involve
excessive movement of surrounding earth to construct.
Reference PHOTOS (11) and (12).

The fact that they have dug down into the rock substrata
to build up excessively high crossbanks has the potential
to create additional and unnecessary erosion. We are very
concerned about this practice.

(iv) PHOTOS (7), (8), (9) and (10) are examples of some of the
inadequate roading we have observed which quite obviously
will result in erosion when the next wet season arrives in
six months time.

(v) Batters in very steep sections of the road have extended far
down the slope below swallowing young trees on the way. They
too will result in considerable erosion when the rainy season
arrives in spring/summer, as little regrowth can be expected
in the current season.

Reference PHOTOS (13), (14) and (15).



»

We therefore request that Forestry Commission be directed

to cargy out revegetation of all such batters as stated in
the S.E.M.C.

2. GUNDITIONS FOR LOGGING
L]

2.1.1 Roads

(ii) Revegetation of batters may be required on
some roads, and this shall be carried out
when specified.

We understand that roading of compartments is often carried

out prior to the Harvest Planm and E.I.S. being approved. Is

this so? If so, why is this allowed, when roading, particularly,
in steep compartments such as 207 causes such extensive damage?

We believe most of Crooked Top Mountain to be too steep to
be logged.

The Harvest Plan states:

2.7 Slope

Slopes within the logging area are steep to very steep.
Approximately 15% of the area is above 35° of slope and
will not be logged. Of the remainder 50% is estimated

to be between 25° and 35° and 35% is estimated to be less
than 25°.

Damage and the potential for serious erosion and siltation of
watercourses far outweigh the viability of harvesting approximately

115 ha.

Please reply urgently. We await your response.

Yours faithfully,

P. FLACK
SECRETARY

Enc.



e —— Corill

REVIEW OF STATE FOREST:§ MANAGEMENT or
MISTAKE STATE FOREST.

D. Pugh, February 1993

"People_do expect that their Australian Forest Services and their
Australian Forest Industries, together, will conserve, in never

ending benefit =q them, both the Australian timberlands and their
commerce.

If there be disagreement between the strategy of the one and the
tactics of the other, the battle is at hazard. The comaunity for
which the war was lost may be entitled to put a disagreeabie end to
its disagreeing Benerals, at the disagreeing ends of the cross-arms

of the nearest lamp post.” Mr. E:H.F. Swain, Forestry Commissioner,
N.S.W. 1937.

Macksvilie Mdnagement Areg is one of those claimed to be managed on a
sustained yield basis, though in practice 'this is not the case. an
investigation of the Management plan, yield assessment and annual reports
reveal inflated assessments, gross overcutting and contempt for the
Management Plan that is meant to be abided by.

In summary mis-calculations and'mis~management have led to:

* gross. overcutting of quota sawlogs, in in the six years from July
1987 to July 1993 the average annual quota removal was 9 660 cu. m.
Ret., representing an average annual gvereut of 1 860 cu. m. pet
{24%3, exceeding the annual limit by 835 much as 43% in 1987/88.

* actual yields being significantly below predicted yields by up to

30%.

* premature cutting of quota resources for the second cutting cycle .
-(after 1995}, which will lead to significant future shortfalls,

* failure .to abide by the Macksville Management Plan‘'s order of
working and cutting limits, and

* FTailure to manage the area's forests on 4 sustainable vield basis,

with no real attempt to manage them on an ecologically sustainablae

‘basis. ) .
It is clear that up until 1984/85 the Macksville MA was operating at a
significant annual loss. In 1984/83 it was amalgamated with Bellinger and
Urunga Mas for managément purposes and the profitability of the combined
management.areas jumped, with the Mackville Ma reportedly returning a
profit for the first time aver. Profitability plumented and the MAs again
suffered sigificant losses. The passage of the Forestry Amendment Ace,
which paid off the Forestry Commission's sccumulated debts, federal
funding and gross overcutting all contributed to the MA again showing a
profit im 1988/89. This dropped to a very margingl profit in 1990/91 when
the federal funding ceased.

In the seven years 1984/85 to 1990/91 the Urunga Management Area
(including Macksville MA) returned an average of less than $0.87 for each
cubic metre (gross) of timber extracted from the foraests. Assuming an
annual timber growth increment of 1 cu. m, BEross per hectare this
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represents a very poor return to the public on a public asset - in fact
once all costs, direct and indirect subsidies and the loss of public
capital are factored in it is evident that the public are paying a
substantial subsidy to the industry for publie forests to be degraded.

The economics of the State Forests' Macksville MA and Urunga M&
operations do not enable them to manage State Forests as required. The
State Forests are not able to replant many areas where regeneration has
failed, they are unable ‘to afford many of the materials they require,
they are unable to contrel weeds, they cannot afford to aceeptably

- maintain fire trails, roads and bridges, nor can they maintain
recreational facilities adequately or expand facilities,

When the present overcutting is stopped, the yields of non-quata timber
further reduced (present levels are unsustainable} and the Up River
forests cut out the profitability of the Macksville and Urunga Management
Areas  will significantly worsen. Correspondingly the long term problems, .
such as weed infestations, failed regeneration and serious erosion, will
need increased labour and resources to control. It is evident that the
State Forests will anot be able to undertake the maintenance required or
develop recreational facilities. The Up River forests will be abandoned
to their fate and environmental degradation will continue. It is doubtful
that the coastal forests will even be able to be managed economically

unless there is g restructuring of management, log pricing and the
industry,

This preliminary report is a review of resource and economic issues as
they are dealt with in State Forests' Management Plan for the Mscksville
Management Area and Annual Management Plan Reports for the past 13 years.
This is a review of the information presented, with some interpretation
cf data. The gim is to provide an overview of timber resources and
economic performance. :

Mistake Scate Forest is within the Macksville Management Area, this was
partly absorbed iato the Urunga Management Area for nanagement purposes
in 1984/85 and completely in 1988/89. This arangement has yet to ba
formalised by the abolition of the Macksville MA or the adoption of a
revised Management Plan. - - :

L RESQURCES

The major#y of the sawlogs being taken from north east NSW's public
forests are coming froo old-growth forests. In those State Forest
Muanagement Areas which have not already cut-out their old-growth forests
they are committed to logging all the accessible stands that rewmain.
Logging of these forests has traditionally been based on “Tmaximum
economic utilisation” (sometimes mis-named "selective logging") where
most trees of ecenomic value are taken, with token habitat trees
retained, machinery not allowed withip 20 metres of larger streams
funless authorised by the foreman) and slopes over 35 degrees left
unlogged. In poorer forest types, where there is no woodchipping, a
significant number of older trees may be retained but on better quality
sites the forests are virtually clearfelled.

In those Management Areas where extensive tracts of old-growth forest no
longer remain legging is focusing on pockets of lightly logged or
unlogged forest left in areas not previously considered economical to
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log. Many of these areas are in gullies or on steep slopes, thus grearly
magnifying the impacts of ‘logging {increasing erosion, Stream
sedimentation, snd loss of old-growth dependent species relying on these
pockets as refuges).

Logging is being intemsified in the cut-over forests as rintegrated
logging” begins to dominate. In previously logged forests this involves
scavenging becter trees left behind in previous operations for sawlogs
and ‘taking wost of the rest,” along with regrowth thinnings, Ffor
woodchipping. Old-growth forests are also inereasingly being subjected to
integrated logging.

Fore recently concerted pressure from the conservation groups in the
Nambucca.area has forced the National Parks and Wildlife Service to take
their responsibilities more seriously and <through this forced State
Forests to retain more fauna habitat components. Similar pressure on the
Environment Protection Authority and the Department of Conservation and
Land Management (arising out of the exposure of extensive erosion and
pollution of the Bellinger River due to breaches of inadequate logging
prescriptions in Qakes State . Foest) has also led to an improvenent in
soil conservation measures. Unfotunateély these have still not gone far
#nough and there is still a need for the implementation of further
conservation measures and more importantly the reservdtion of areas
required for the "comprehensive, adequate and representative" reserve
syster demanded by the Mational Forest Policy Statement.

1.1 OLDGROWTH FOREST LOGGING

The Resource Assessment Commission {1992a) estimates that in Australia
11% of bardwood sawlogs and 23% of hardwood Pulpwood removed from native
forests come from old-growth forests, with some 48% of New South Wales'
hardwood sawlogs coming from old-growth forests.

The Resource Assessment Commission {1992a) found old-growth forests were
impertant to industry for three reasons:

{i) they represent a significant part of forests available for
conversien to production forest; ’

(ii) the old-growth resource is cheaper because it has neither the
"establishment costs of pilantations nor the menagement costs of
regrowth; and, ’

{iii) many sawmills are designed to handle old~growth timber.

The cessation of old-growth .forest leogging on a national basis was
estimated by RAC {1992a) to result. in a reduction of overall hardwood

. sawlog availability from 5 million cubic wmetres per year to 4 million

cubic metres per year f{or 3 million cubic metres per year if "mature”
forest is included), whereas "business.as ususl”™ was expected to result
in & reduction to the same level of cut by the year 2040. Qver this 40
year period timber industry employment is predicted to decline by 16%
under the “"business as usual” scenario and by 17% with no more logging of
mature and old-growth forests.

In many areas logs from regrowth forest have been a major component of
ailling operations for many years and in other areas the transition from
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old-growth forest to regrowth forests has been achieved without great
difficulty {RAC 1992=z).

It is estimated that only 6% to I0% of hardwood sawlog production is
currently used for appearance grade timber (RAC 1992a). As noted by Smith
(1991g) "harvest of the limited remaining, ecologically wvaluable
areas of oldgrowth forest 1is continuing in order to maintain supply of
low value scantling (housing frame) and pulpwood preoducts. This approach
not orly ipnores market opportunities, but appears particularly shert
sighted in view of the forecast glut of softwood which is expected to
collapse the already failing hardwood scantling market within the next 15
years."

1.2 SUSTAINING YIELDS

OUne of the prime motivations for the creation of the.Forestry Commission
expressed in the 1997 Royal Commission of Inquiry .on Forestry was the
dwindling timber resources and the need to sustain them into the future
(PAC 1990}. 1In 1980 the former Commissiconer for Forests, Dr. §.W. Gentle
noted that there were - many management =areas not being logged on a
sustained yield basis and emphasised the need to bring operations onto
sustained yield (PAC 1990}.

Sefore the present restructuring there were 56 native forest management
areas in NSW, of which the Forestry Commission estimated 44 are being
managed on a sustained yield basis, with the remaining 12 expected to be .
brought onto a sustained yield basis during the 1990's {RAC 1992b}. The
current annual quota commitments- of native sawlogs to the timber industry
of 689 000 cubic metres net is expectéd to be reduced by 84 000 cubic
metres this decade as part of this strategy {RAC 1992b). As is evidenced
by the discussion below even MAS that are claimed to be on sustained
yield aren't due to the inadequacies of resource assessments.

The Forestry Commission's concept of sustained yield is to maintain the
. same volumes of timber in perpetuity but not the same sized or quality
timber (PAC 1990). In most horth east NSW Forestry Commission Management
Areas this strategy has, or will, result in the old-growth forests being
cut out and then sawlog quotas being virtuelly eliminated For sowme years
or decades, or drastically reduced to, a level they guess will be
sustainable.

.

The Forestry Commission use rough estimates of standing resources, and
limited growth plot measurements to estimate future timber availabilirey
from state forests. Models that are used to determine future sustainable
vields are suitable for single species and single aged plantations but
unsuitable for native Forests {PAC 1990, RAC 1992a}, where estimations of
future wood availability have been noted by CSIRO to vary by as much as
. 50% {RAC 1992s}.

The NSW Public Accounts Committee {PAC 1990) notes:

"In the long-term, sustainable harvesting is in the industry's best
interest. but in the short-term many wmills would prefer to process
tomorrow's timber today, gaining tomorrow's profit today, then
relocate once the resource is too degraded to be useful. Under these
circumstances, it would be naive not to recognize that short-term
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economics is in direet conflict with regulation and the principle of
sustained yield.™

Sustained yield is an econowmic rather than an ecological prinecipal, and
thus does not ensure that the nature, character, or species composition
of & forest is maintained {PaC 199Q). To ensure proper account is taken
of environmental values we need ecologically sustainable logging.

The overcommitment of timber resources precludes the introduction of
ecologically sustainahle Ranagement practices {e.g. $Smith 199la). Smith
{(1991a) recommends limiting guarantied allocations of timber to industry
to 2 maximum of 50% of the long-term sustainable yield for a supply
region so0 as. to allow for unforeseen circumstances and improved
management practices.

As has been proven in court a number of times over recent years, and was
graphically illustrated by CaLM's (Atkinson et. al. 1992) report on Oskes
State Forest, the Forestry Commission's logging prescripcions are
inadequate and inadequately complied with. They do not ensure that the
environuwental values of forests (water, secils, Fflora and fauna) are
‘sustained and not significantly degraded. The Resource Assessmant
Commission {1992a) recommends independent audits of the adequacy of
forest codes of practices and their enforcement. The adoption of adequate
logging prescriptions will have asignificant effect on volumes of timber
obtainable from forests,

1.3 TIMBER RESQURCES GF THE MACKSVILLE MANAGEMENT AREA AND MISTAKE STATE
FOREST.

Macksville Management Area is one of these claimed to be managed on a
' sustained yield basis, though in practice this is not the case. Like most
other Management Areas claimed to be on sustained ¥ield an investigation
of the amanagement plan, yield assessment and annual reports reveal

inflated assessments, Eross overcutting and contempt for the Management
Plan that is meant to be abided by.

In summary mis-ecalculations and mis-management have led to:

* Eross overcutting of gquota sawlogs, in in the six years from July
1987 to July 1993 the average znnual quota removal was 9 K60 cu. .
net., representing an average annual overcut of 1 860 cu. m. net
{24%), exceeding the annual limit by as wuch as 43% in 1987/88.

:ofctual yields being significantly below predicted yields by up to

* premature cutting of quota resources for the second cutting cycle
{after 1995), which will lead to significant future shortfalls,

* fa@lure to abide by the Macksville Management Plan's erder of
working and cutting limits, and :

* failure to HManage the area’'s forests on 4 sustainable basis.
Based on 'Hardwood Assessment - Macksville M.A. Coastal Working Circla’

(Forestry Commission 1979) the Forestry Commission (1978, as ammended to
1987} estimated the ¥ields available from the Macksville MA as from 1982,
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though noted that the "derived volumes have limited accuracy”. It was
estimated that there was a total of 171 780 cu. m. gross of sawlogs over
40 cm. diameter (dbhub) available after 1982 from the Coastal Working
Circle for the first cutting cycle (giving a net annual yield of 7 730
cu. A.}) and a total of 71 100 cu. m. gross (34 000 cu. m. net) of
merchantable quota sawlogs in the 'Up River Forests', anticipated to he
utilized by 1982.

Mistake State Forest was arbitarily divided into the Up River and Coastal
Working Circles. Mistake SF was estimated to contain 24 800 cu. m. gross
(12 000 cu. m. net) of the sawlog volumes in the 'Up River Forests', It
was assessed as containiog 51,943 cu. m. gross of the sawlogs available
from the Coastal WC for the first cutting ecycle (CCl} which was to last
until 1995, Timber available from the Coastal WC for the first cutting
tycle was to come from 'Stand Condition Types' A and B, with type C
reported as:

"Suitable for sawlog production but stands immature for Guota sawlog
harvesting -~ quota sawlogs not available for practicle economic
harvesting until second cutting cycle (beyond 1995)." {FC 1979)

The quotas for sawlogs in the Macksville MA were set as 1978/79-1979/80
26 889 m. cu. net, 1980/81-1981/82 8 000 cu. m. net (FC 1978 p2, p24) and
as from 1982/83 "The annual yield shall not exceed the total of annual
quota commitments™ of 7 800 ¢u. m. net (FC 1978, as ammended 1982, p24).

The Forestry Commission (197@] note:

"The up river forests mainly consist of logged areas carrying 0-20
year old regeneration as a result of logging, with a few virgin
stands. These forests are very deficient in intermediate size
classes. It is estimated that available merchantable logs will be
harvested by about 1986 some 40 years before any existing
regeneration can produce sawlogs."

(ppl7-8} ’

“Timber production objectives shall be met by concentrating
harvesting in the economically accessihle hardwood resource of the
virgin up river forests. On completion of harvesting of this
resource, logging will be confined to the coastal forests." {p.22)

"The option of timber production from the up river forests after the
cubtent cutting cycle will not be actively pursued in the
foreseeable future. Expenditure assoclated with road construction,
malntenance, protection and silvicultural treatment will he kept to
a Minimum." {(p23)

The combination of wet weacher, Allen Taylors not being satisfied with
the species available (eg. FC 1982/83) and the Forestry Commission's
financial losses led to an abandonment of the Management Plan's dintent to
leg out the Up River forests before concentrating on the Coastal Working
Circle.

The Forestry Commission's intention not to manage the Up River forests on
a sustained yield basis is still current, their only coacern being to .
weximise what they can ¢ut in order to "try and find sufficient quota te
maintain the 7 800 m3 sustained yield cut longer than the end of CCl® (FC
1988/8¢)
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The Forastry Coamission's Annual Reports make a8 numbter of comments on the
vield assessments: "It should be noted that segregation into the strata
used in the assessment is virtually impossible to achiever (FC 1981/82),
"It would appear from data presented that there is a3 breoadening gep
between actual and predicted yields for the total coastal working cirele.
++. it would appear that for Mistake §.F. at least, the stand condition
typing on which the assessment is based is proving unreliable." (FC -
1985/86), "The major problem remains the gaps between.actual and
predicted yields on Ingalba and Mistgke S.F.s. ... Asgessment was done
using random plots and it could be they did not sample enough of the
poorer country. This coupled with the forest being cut over at so many
different periods could prodoce the wrong information.” (FC 1985/87),
... the whole question of sustained Yield after [unlogged areas are]
exhausted needs to be tackled as a seperate issue, probably invelving
aeasurement of a better defined resource.", "The question of what
actuslly should constitute the CCl, CC2 and CC3 sustainsble-area peeds to
be resolved, sooner rather than later due to the poor results being
adchieved compasred to that assessed." {FC 1987/88}

TABLE 1. HARDWOOD (NON~-RAINFOREST) REMOVALS FROM. MACKSVILLE MANAGEMENT
AREA. Source: respective Forestry Commission Annual Reports.

B e e e -————t
1 -YEAR - | QUOTA CUT! QUOTA CUT! NON-QUOTA SAWLOGS! OTHER !
H - H m3 net, m3 gross' m3 gross H !
| m———— e m e —aan dom - ot e — tmmm———— !
11981782 8 600 | 10 381 | 6 668 v 1 724
11982/83 | 7 606 ! 10 650 ! 450 V50474 )
11983/84 ! 3 678 ! 4 787+ 9 199 13 457
11984 /85 | 8 448 ! 11 827+! 19 825 1A 749 )
y1985/86 8§ 934 12 507+ 23 084 v 7 905 ¢!
11986/87 ! 7 640 | 10 696+ 24 573 v 5 250
11987/88 ¢} 11 167 ! 14 447 1 16 705 V7 072!
11988/89 ! 9 540 ! 12 059 ! .20 492 iS5 262
11989790 | 9 433 13 020 ! 24 871 v 5 590 ¢
11950/91 ! 10 588 . 15 323 ! 21 548 7 5 231 )
11991/92 ! 8 624 } 12 5151 15 560 15 103 ¢
11992/93 8 610 ! 12 085 10 948 v 6 306 )
b e e e e e oo +

+ These volumes estimated by applying a muitiplier of net to gross
of 1.4: The average conversion Ffactor of gross to net used in Annual
Reports over the period 1987/88 to 1990/91 was 0.744 (range 0.6591-
0.791). ' . .

As from 1988/89 the Macksville MA was subsumed by the Urunga MA for
danagement purposes. The Urunga MA Annual Reports-continued to emphasise
the inadequacy of the resource assessments in the Macksville MA: "A
proper assessment of all the resource is required", "..., yields being
obtained on Coastal areas are of great cause for concern.” ... CCZ (27
years) cut needs to yield over twice the CCl cut to achieve predicted
yields. Whether this will occur is completely unknown as no follow up
assessment of stand structure remaining, as required by CUTAN monitering,
has ever been done." (FC 1988/89), "... a complete assessment of the
districts timber rescurces is urgently required and is a priority:." (FC
1990/91}, "Reassessment of the resources is required and supported... It
is expected that this work will be undertaken during 1994" (FC 1991/92).




fact that it has involved the premature harvesting of Ltrees meant to he
retained for the second cutting ecycle (CC2, after 1995): The Forestry
Commission (1989/90) note that the 1979 yvield Assessment assumed that
only Strata a and B would be cut in €Cl, wheras Strata ¢ has also been

1988/89, pi

TABLE 1.2 SawLog QuoTA (NON—RAINFORESTJ REMOVALS FROM MACKSVILLE
MANAGEMENT AREA. Source: respective Forestry Commission Annual Reports,
All figures in cubic metres net.

+
YEAR 1 ALLOWABLE i«  ACTUAL :DIFFERBNCE:% OVER]

+

! 1QUOTA cUT yQUOTA cuT; + CUT !
e ————— tom e e —an e tmm——— H
(1981/82 ' § goo i 8 600 T+ 600 H 8% !
11682/83 ! 7 800 7 606 V- 194 ! H
:1983/84.: 7 800 1. 3 4678 io~4 122 L '
11984785 ¢ 7 800 '8 448 P+ 648 H 8%
11985/86 ' . 7 800 v 8 934 T+l 134 To15% !
11986/87 v 7 800 ! 7 640 Vo= 160 To- '
11987/88 1 7 800 i 11 187 i +3 367 Poos3% )
11988 /89 i 7 800 V9 sS40 ¢ +1 740 ¢oo22% !
11989/9¢ 1 7 800 P9 433 ! +1 633 poo21% )
11990791 ! 7 800 1 10 588  +2 788 I 3ex% !
119917927 7 800 N8 824 Y+ 824 y 11y !
11992/93 . 7 800 y 87610 . + Big Poo10% !
ittt et O e, Fom e Fomme e +
iTOTALS ! 93 800 1102 868 1 +9 068 H

T e e e e e e L tee—— :

i TOTAL OF OVERCUTS 13 584

b D +

vere exceeded in 9 years, by up to 43%. Most alarming is that ipn the six
most recent years (for which figures are available} from July 1987 to
July 1993 the average annual quota removal was 9 660 cy. m. net.,
representing an average annual overcut of I 860 cu. m. net {2a%),
exceeding ‘the annugal limit by as much as 43% in 1987/88. The significant
'overcucting in the last six years should be of considerable concern as it
represents a, total overcut of 11 162 cu. um. net, or almost one and a half
years worth of quota. ' .
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productive stands first it indicates significant yield problems for the
Macksville MA in the near. future.

While no assessment of the future availability of non-quota sawlogs and
durable poles is available it is apparent that these resources too are
not being managed on a sustainable basis and their availability is
expectad to rapidly decline in the near futurae.

When Trevor Bailey obtained an injunction in 1987 to stop logging in some
Up River compartments in Mistake State Forest the Forestry Commission
"maximised” their cutting rate in the Coastal WC part of Mistake SF (FC
1988/89}, until the court judgement on March 31lst 1989 caused them to
suspend logging operations in Mistake State Forest until anm EIS was
prepared,

TABLE 1.3 The Forestry Commission's {1988/89) "best current estimate of
remaining identified resource” in Mistake State Forest was given as:

GROSS AREA NET Quota/Ha. TOTAL

Mistake (southern) 340 14.3 4850
Mistake (northern) 916 4.4 4050
TOTﬁLS 1256 7.1 8900

Despite all the identified- failings of the resourcé assessments in the
brunga Hansgement Area (including the Macksville MA) the State Forests
commission is pressing ahead with its revised (long overdue) Management
Plan and the Yrunga-Coffs Harbour Environmental Impact Statement without
undertaking a reliable yield assessment. The undated document prepared by
State Forests for the EIS consultants states: .

"Oniy the c¢oastal forests have been assessed for quota sawlog yield.
The plantation resource has been the subject of a yield scheduling
exercise using data collected from previous growth and inventory
work and past yields. All other areas have had estimates of various
products availability made where sufficieat information from past
vields allows such estimation to be reasonably accurate.”

The State Forests seem intent to cover up their gross overcutting and the
identified resource shortfalls in the coastal forests, and ignore the
premature cutting of resources identified for the next cutting cycle and
that their yield assessments for the Up River forests are unreliable.
Their intention is not to undertake s valid yieid assessment until some
time in the future, in the mean time they intend to continue :

‘unsustainable logging of quota sawlogs from the Urungas MA at the
prescribed rate of 25,520 cu. m. per annum.

2.0 STATE FORESTS ECONOMICS

As noted by the Public Accounts Coumittee (1990} :

. native forest assset valuations really only consider replacement
costs, a satisfactory inventory of native forests is lacking, there
is no accounting for the non-timber values inherent in the native
forest, ... and numerous subsidies enjoyed by the Commission ... are
not quantified in the accounts.® (p21)
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“"The S$State's timber processing industry is heavily subsidised by the
public sector. Chief ameng the subsidies are under priced raw
materisls (in the case of .Eucalypt logs), and failure to bear the
full costs of road construction and maintenance which are
atiributable to the indugtry's operations. As a result of these
subsidies, sawmilling businesses which would be marginal or non-
viable in their present form are gble to continue operating and to
continue resisting the pressures to change their inefficient methods
of operatien." (p3i1} .

The Resource Assessment Cormission (1992a) notes;

"Too often the natural capital of forests has been considered
‘free': frea supplies of air, water, soil and plants. Such gifts of

-‘nature have cost nothing, in monetary terms, to produce, and hence
their value to society has not been measured adequately. In
determining the most efficient use of forests, in Hany cases these
resources have not been priced, while in other cases they have been
underpriced. The inadequate wvgluation of many of the natural
resources of forests can lead to the forests' overuse and consequent
degradacion.”

Royalties charged for timber removed from public forests do not represent
the true value of the timber (PAC 1990, Cilark 1991b, Smith 1991, RAC
1992a}. The Forestry Commission of NSW is significantly subsidised by not
having to pay lease fees for commercial exploitation of Crowm Lands, not
having to pay lecal council rates and charges, and not paying "notional
income tax” on their coumercial surplus (PAC 1990).

The Forestry Commission's native forest asset valuations really only
consider exploitation costs and fail to consider replacement costs, they
don't have g satisfactory inventory of native - forests, and don't account
for the non-timber values inherent in native forests (PAC 1990). The
Coumission values pine plantations at $2 256 per hecrare but value native
forests at only $36 per hectare, which only reflects the costs of road
construction and minimal silvicultural treatment (PAC 19903},

Because ythe Forestry Commission £els native forests to exploit free of
charge they can charge extremely low royalties and still cover their
costs (PAC 1990). The NSW Public Accounts Committee (PAC 1990) concluded
that “"the nonpayment of any rental on Crown Lands is a net transfer of
public equity to the timber pProcessing industry."

The Forestry Commission's Provision of "unacceptable" rebates for long
distance haulage have removed the incentive for industries tgo pe gituated
close to the resource base and, in canjunction with . underpriced raw
materials, has encouraged sawnilling businesses that would otherwise be
marginal or. non-viable Lo continue operating and resisting the pressures

to change their inefficient methods of operation (PAC 199¢}.

In addition to sawmills getting timbaer cheaper the further they cartc it
there is the increased costs te the public by way of paying for danage
ciused to roads which in 1990 was aestimated as 4 cents per net tonne
kilometre, which for transport of export woedchips alone represented a
subsidy by NSW taxpayers of $3 million in 1985-86 (PAC 199¢) .
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The NSW Publie Accounts Committae (PAC 1990} also considered that

underpricing "may well be causing long-term degradation to QUr native
foresc heritage. ™

The Resource Assessment Commission {RAC 1992a) notes that it has bean
eéstablished that forestry agencies have not priced logs to the level that
‘would be reached in g competitive market, and that ip Qstablishing iog
prices consideration needs to be given the costs of production they incur
in terms of labour and capital spent oan  forestry operations anpd the
environmental Costs of harvesting. :

The recent requirement for the Forestry Commission to manage thairp
comlercial activities on a commercially sound. basis will hopefully resule
in real Price increasges for native forest sawlogs angd Pulplogs (Clark
1991b), though due to effectiva monopolies ip many areas this I8y not he
the resuir. Unlike radiata Pine, native timbers faca e direct
competition frop overseas, and the unique properties of sucalypt timber

provide scope for realizing greater value than is Currently obtained from
each log (PAC 1950}, : ’ o

Increasing hardwood royalties to reflect the true costs would:

(i) reduce the volume of timher removed from native forests ang

impose an economic limit op the annual timber harvest {pac 1990,
Clark 1991b);

'(ii) encourage the sawmilling industry to shift intg the production
of higher value products that ttilize the unique characteristics of
Nsw eucslypt timber {PAC 1990, Clark 1991b);

{iii} remove the competitive disadvantage that plantation developers
and companies Processing plantation wood currently faece {Cameron and
Penna 1983, rprac 1990, sSmith 19914, Clark i991b, Rac 1992a, Shea
1992). : .

As in Australia low ‘timber royalties have undermined the will to adopt -
Susteinable Banagement inp tropical countries, as well as having "g
powerful influence in depressing royalties for sawlogs in countries which
participate in World trade and.thig extends tg domestic royalties in
Australia.” (Shea 1992). where domestic markets tend to be isolated from
internationat timber trade {(e.g. China and South Africa) very high
rovalties for locally grown high quaility logs apply (Sheg 1992). As the
harvesting of rainforests inevicably declines over the coming decades,
"With this wilj 80 the 1éverage of the so-called timber barons to keep
prices low.* {Shea 1992,

2.1 STATE FORESTS ECONOMICS OF LOGGING MISTAKE STATE FOREST, THE
MACKSVILLE Ma AND THE URUNGA MA.

of some 592,571 per annum profit on itg operations, .before gccounting for
government subsidies and wages. Thig represents a return less than $g.87
{range -3$3.76 o +$3.78) for each cubic metre {gross) of timber extracted
from the forests. Assuming an annual timber Browth increment of 1 cu. m.
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Bross per hectare (Forestry Commission 1978) this represents a very poor
return to the public.on a public asset - in fact once all costs and
subsidies and the loss of public capital are factored in it is evident
that the public are alloing their forests to be degraded for a
substantial loss. :

The economic information indicates a declining economic performance on
behalf of the Urunga (and Macksville} MA. Its profitahility first jumped
in 1984/85, when Mackville MA returned a profit for the first time ever,
and then rapidly plummeted. The passage of the Forestry Amendment Act,
which paid off the Forestry Commission's accumulated debts, the National
Afforestation Program furnding for plantations and Bross overcutting all
contributed to the MA again showing a profit in 1988/89. This dropped to
. @ very marginal profit in 1990/91. when the Nacional Afforestation Pragram
funding ceased.

The economics of the State Forests' Macksville MA and Urunga MA
operations do not enable then to- manage State Forests as required. The
State Forests are not able to replant mwany areas where regengration has
failed, they are unable to afford the many of the materials thay require,
they are unable to control weeds, they cannot afford to acceptably
maintain fire trails, roads and bridges, nor can they maintain
recreational facilities adequately or expand facilities.

When the present overcutting is stopped, the yields of noOn-quota timber
further reduced (present levels are unsustainable) and the Up River
forests cut out the profitabiTity of the Macksville and Urunga Management
Areas will significantly worsen. Correspondingly the long term problens,
such as weed infestations, failed regeneration and serious erosion, will
need increased labour and resources To control. It is evident that the
State Forests will not be able to undertake the maintenance required or
davelop recreational facilities. The Up River forests will be abandoned
to their fate and environmental degradation will continue. It ig doubtful
that the coastal forests will even be able to he managed economically
unless there is a restructuring of management, log pricing and the
industry.

TABLE 28 ECONOMICS OF LOGGING TN MACKSVILLE MA (DOLLARS by 1000)
{Not converted to curreat values)

REVENUE EXPENDITURE PROFIT/LOSS

1981/82 121.0 290.1 - 169.1
1982/83 180.2 317.7 - 137.5
1983/84 184.6 293.3 - 108.7
1984/85 412.1 © 325.0* + 87.1
1985/86 6B0.8 7 % ?
1986/87 , S547.2 ? & ?
1987/88 562.9 7 * 7

NOTES ON TABLE 2.1 '
-* The 1984/85 figure is given in the annual report as gn "estimatan®
due to expenditure records being amalgamated with Urunga, no

expenditure figures for Macksville are given for 1985/86, 1985/87
and 1987,/88. .
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Due te the paucitity of data it has not been possible to ascertain the
profitability of the Macksville Management Ares. Table 2.1 is therefore
provided for completeness and to indicate the situatien with Macksville.

The 1884/85 Annual Report for Macksville states "Thare is no doubt this
is the first year in which income has exceeded expenditure”. This was
sttributed to significant increases in the percentages of sawlogs taken
from coastal forests, large volumes of non-quota sawlogs being removed
and there being an increase in royalties. It is also evident from Table 1
that the turn around in the Ma's profitability in 1984/85 was enhanced by
the dramatic increase in the removal of non-quota sawlogs. The further
inerease in 1985/86 was attributed to a temporary increase in the sale of
poles. . '

From 1984/5 the entire Urunga Management Area, including Macksville and
Bellinger MAs, has to be considered in order to obtain an indication of
the economics of logging the Macksville Management Area (Table 2.2}.

TABLE 2.2 ECONOMICS OF LOGGING IN THE YRUNGA MANAGEMENT AREA - INCLUDING
MACKSVILLE AND BELLINGER MAs.

Dollar values converted te 1991 values.

‘.'--"'-'-'---"'—---—'——"’.- ------------------ ._--‘--'—'----—"‘-"-----":""*
! YEAR -7 PROFIT/LOSS!VOLUME REMOVED! AREA LOGGED:PROFIT/LUSS:
i } $ by 1000 | cu. m. gross } hectares }--———nccmauas :
' : ' ' H tcu.m.! ha. !
T, B T TS Fomm e — - ————— - '
}1984/85) 389 ! 102916 ' { 3.78) H
11985/86! 192 H 117449. H v 1.83! H
11986/87! ~-219 i 108969 H 1=-2.01; '
11987/88! =342 ' 91002 ' 1=3.76) i
11988/89! 222 v - 102500 H v 2.17} !
'{1989/901 367 H 115492 H 3996 i 3.18.91.84!
11990/911 39 H 103543 ! ;.0.38! !
P em————— R R e T T, o —————— - ——— o !
1TOTALS ) 548 ' 741871 H 1 $0.87} H
F o e e et +
NOTES:

The Annual Reports for 1991/92 and 1992/93 de not include economic
data and so these years were not able to be ilncorporated.

~"I'he areas logped in each year have not been obtained, thus figures
are only presented for 1989/90 - which being an unusually profitable
¥ear can not be considered to be representative.

The profi;ability of logging is greatly overstated as it has not
" been possible to account for subsidies from various programmes,
staff wages and the loans provided by treasury to prop up the
Forestry Commission. If these were able to be factored in it is
appgtent that for most, if not all, vears the public-would not
recieve any direct profit at all from logging in the Urunga Ma,

rather the public would be paying significant amounts to have their
forests logged. .

There is a significant discrepency between i i
profits for 1988/89 given

in the 1983/89 Aanual Report (Table 10 - $235,000} and that givgn in

the 1989/90 and 1990/91 Annuel Reports (p.z24 $200,000, p.6 $200,000
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respectively) - this discrepency is due to a failyre to account for
some $35,000 in head office and “depreciation and amotizarion™
costs, the $200,000 figure has been utilised here {converted to 1691
values). As Table 10 is relied upon for data prior to 1988/89 these
figures are of questionable accuracy and may be inflated. There are
a number of other inaccuracies in Table 10.

The Management Ares's financial status was enhanced around 19387/8§

additional subsidy to the Forestry Commission by relieving them of
the interest payable on their accumulated debt of some §110 million.
They were supposed to peY & dividend to Tréasury in raturn, though
failed to do so in 1987 /88 or 1988/89 (PAC 1990 p27). Between ..
1987/88 and 1990/91 the Forestry Commission borrowed a further 549
million dollars from the NSW Treasury, and even though it claimed to
have made a "real profit” for the first time in 77 years in 1991/92
there was no 'real’ dividend paid to Treasury {Sydney Moroning Herald
15.5.1993). ’ ’

The dreop in "profirg" for 1990/91 wag largely due to the ceasing of
Hational Afforestation Program funding for Plantations which had-
Thoosted previous Years revenues® (FC 1990/91). '

[t is clear that up until 1984/85 the Macksville MA was operating at g
significant arnual loss. In 1984/85 it was amalgamated with Bellinger and
Urunga MAs for management purposes. In the seven years 1984/85 to 1990/91 .
" the Urungs Management Area (including Macksville MA) returned an average
of some $92,571 per annum profit on its aoperations,. before accounting for
-8overnment subsidies ang wages. This represents at wost .$50.87 (raoge -
$3.76 to +$3.78) for each cubic metre (gross). of timber extracted from

the forests. For the one, unusually profitable, Year {1989/90) for which
fipures were obtained the return per hectare harvested was $91.84. ’

The economic information indicates a declining economic Pecformance on
behalf of the Urunga (and Macksvilla) MA. Its profitability,first Jumped
in 1984/85, when Mackville MA returned a profit for the firse time ever,
and then rapidly Plummeted. The passage of the Forestry Amendment Act,
which paid off the Forestry Commission's accumulated .debts, the National
Afforestation Program funding for plantationg and gross overcutting all
contributed to the M4 again showing a profit in 1988/89. This dropped to
a4 very marginal profit in 199G/91 when the Natioaal Afforestation Program
funding geased.

Reports that logging of the Up River forests is undertaken at a loss. The
Coastal forests are wore economic and revenue from them is used to
subsidise the logging of the oldgrowth Up River forests. The 1987/88
‘Annugl Report states "Up-river revenue would increase if operations

The economics of the State Forests' Macksville MA ang Urunga Ma
operations do net anable them to manage State Forests as required. They
are not able to teplant the numerous areas of failled regeneration, the
labour force is insufficient "ro undertake required works" (FC 1990/91),
they are unable to afford the @materials they require (FC 1896/91), weed
control cannot be undertaken {FC 1989/940), many fire access routes

"cannot be maintained to an acceptable standard by the resocurces




available”
maintained (FC
inadequate and

(FC

1990/91), roads and bridges cannot be adeguately
1989/90}, maintanance

expansion of existing facilities impossible "due to lack

of recreational facilities isg

of funding” (FC 1990/91).
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SAVE THE MISTAKE

COME TO THE ANCIENT FOREST AND EXPERIENCE

OLD GROWTH DREAMING

WHILE YOU STILL CAN - KEEP THE WORLD

WILD AND FREE

CAMPS OF FOREST SURVEYORS AND PROTECTORS HAVE BEEN ESTABLISHED
IN THE MISTAKE STATE FOREST, IN THE NAMBUCCA WATERSHED HALFWAY
BETWEEN SYDNEY AND BRISBAN E. THE FOREST CAMPS ARE BASES FOR ANY-
ONE WHO WISHES TO LEARN TO SURVEY THE FOREST BY WALKING

¥

THRQUGH AN AMAZINGLY DIVERSE REGION. ,
LEARN TO IDENTIFY PLANTS AND ANIMALS, BIOREGIONS AND ECOSYSTEMS 2

WALK THROUGH CANOPIED RAINFOREST WITH TRAINED FLORA AND FAUNA SPECIALISTS
COME TO A KOORI CULTURE CAMP - LEARN ABOUT THE REAL BUSH, COOKING BY FIRE
AND DRINKING PURE WATER
EXPERIENCE ANCIENT, DREAMING TREES - UNTIL NOW NOT KNOWN TO STILL EXIST IN
THEIR NATURAL STATE - SEE ANIMALS BELIEVED TO BE EXTINCT
EXPERIENCE THE EARTH, SUN, MOON AND STARS IN THE WILD .
LEARN TO SURVIVE AND LEARN TECHNIQUES WHICH HELP SAVE THE PLANET
LEARN ABOUT YOUR IMPACT ON THE ECOSYSTEM DIRECTLY

ALL FOR FREE
e_.-' ; ACEsS(BLE By TWO wdieEL %
¥ : DRWE c
3 ; _ WE, LAST PérRoL BLIRAVILLE (PAY)

_MR'.&S\HL Le (""(ll‘i‘l)
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"Vc' . _‘ ‘( ‘ . %SE'N Dumtad P.P 230 \)‘. H
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PHONE FOREST DIRECT: (018) 656 289 FOR MORE INFORMATION \IE
or phone (02) 299 2541 or (D65) 644 108

BRING BEDDING, ANY CAMPING GEAR, FOOD, VEHICLES, RADIO OR

COMMUNICATIONS EQUIPMENT, ROPE, WRITING & DRAWING EQUIFMENT, MUSICAL
INSTRUMENTS, TOOLS, ETC - OR JUST BRING YOURSELF
PLEASE LEAVE DOMESTIC ANIMALS AND PRECONCEFTIONS BEHIND
NO DOGS, CATS, RATS ETC IN ENDANGERED ANIMAL HABITAT PLEASE!
PLEASE COPY THIS AND PASS IT ON. OM GAIlA!

BIG TIMES

[;mu’ SAVE YOUR PLANET AND HAVE FUN AT THE
AME TIME! CONTACT EARTH NOW _OR MIS5 OUT!

[Cal] Fures!Linellssue 9 August 1993

018 - 656 289

OLD GROWTH DREAMING

While most people live trapped, dreaming of
a better life, the real world which surrounds
the island cities and towns of Australia is
calling its friends.

The last intact farests which provide us all with
our air and water are being destroyed for a disap-
pearing dollar - not just in the Amazon or South
East Asia, but all around the Third World from
the Sun. Here in Australia Rainforest is still being
-destroyed daily, along with the last Old Growth
forests which provide us and all the animals with
a slable, beautiful home,

For millenia the Koori (Aboriginal) People have
lived with the forests. They know the meaning of
pure air and water.

This is an invitation to any whao really wish to
experience the last dreaming forests with people
who know the land - free of charge.

0N CAlA

wi'll GET %6 FoR s
TREE ~ AFIIR WE BFenp

] 30 crePPn'IT 2 TRUK 17 g
T0 THE CWOPITICK MAKER-

Koori Culture and the environment go
hand in hand, You too can join hands
with the local Kooris of the Nambucca
Valley and the North East Forest Alliance
(NEFA).

At this moment Trevor Ballanggang Jr of
the Gumbanggerrie People, his dubay
and jarjums have established a Koori
Culture Camp in Mistake Forest in order
that all people of the rainbow spectrum
can come and enjoy some Koori tucker
and philosophy and help preserve our
last O!d Growth forests - which are vital
for the survival of the Koori Dreaming
and the human race.

A message from Trevor to all the people
of the rainbow spectrum - come one and
all - enjoy Goori culture first hand.

One love! el




The Mistake Forest rides the ridges from
the Great Dividing range almost to the
sea, in the Nambucca Valley area which is
exactly halfway between Sydney and
Brisbane. It contains the last intact sub-
tropical coastal forest in Australia and is
currently being logged by the NSW
Forestry Commission (F.C)),
The Mistake is home to at least 24 endangered
species of animals and many threatened species of
plants. As you read this, trees which sustain
breeding colonies of koalas are being cut in the
Mistake. Extremely rare animals are being killed
by the F.C., which is issued a "Licence to Kill
Endangered Species’ by the National Parks and
Wildlife Service (NPWS).
The Mistake is a watershed which actually pro-
duces pure, fresh water and retains it through
droughts. Old Growth (unlogged forest) canopy
produces waler - cut forest sucks it up. Old
Growlh forests are now known to be our enly
source of pure, fresh water - a fact known to the
Koori people since their Creation,
The Mistake contains many sites of significance to
the tocal Koori people. A Koori Embassy has been
established in the Mistake Forest by representa-
tives of the local Gumbanggerri Tribe, who have
inhabited the Nambucca and surrounding area
since ancient times. Accredited flora and fauna
surveyoers are camped with them, finding more
endangered plants and animals every week. Qur
camps are in the middle of the forest, surrounded
by perfect examples of (50 far) untouched
Rainforest and other Old Growth of extraordinary
beauty - which is some of the most diverse and
complex yet studied.

Its A Mistake!

This is the latest phase in a long series of activities
by local residents intent on saving these last
forests for all time. In 1987 Trevor Baily, a resident
of the upper reaches of South creek, west of
Bowraville, became concernened about the silta-
tion of the aeek below forestry operations occur-
ring at the time. He was able to legally force the
forestry commission to prepare an environmenial
impact statement (EIS} before logging could pro-
ceed, The E1S was done and although deemed
inadequate for many reasons by its critics, logging
recommenced in the Mistake State Forest in
October 1992,

WATER CATCHMENT

The Environment Protection Authority (EPA)
gives the F.C. a licence to pollute waters through-
out NSW. This forest is part of the water catch-
ment area for three towns, twocoastal settlements
and hundreds of farms. Several research studies
show that Old Growth (100 years or more) yields
more than 3 times as much water to its down-
stream creeks and rivers as does regrowth - and
releases it stowly through dry Hmes, In these stud-
ies Old Growth yielded 12 megalitres of water per
hectare per year while regrowth (7 years after log-
ging) used 3 megalitres per hecirare per year.
These studies were done in Victoria. Results from
2 study by the F.C. in the Karuah River catchment
on the north coast of NSW indicate a similar trend
- which will culminate in coastal deserts if we
don't change course NOW, The long-term effects
to our communities, towns, industries and cities
are already likely to be disastrous. We all need
water.

EROSION

42% of this forest is over 25 degree slopes. Areas
up to 35 degrees are being logged. Experts agree
that logging or roading in areas over 25 degrees is
a huge erosion risk.

In some other forests on the North Coast, logging
is allready banned over 25 degrees.

Professor J. M¢ Garity, an eminent soil scientist
who has studied Mistake SF, says logging and
roading on on steep lands (over 25 degrees) will
lead to considerable erosion and serious initial
poliution of the nearby stream system, The risk of
permanent damage to the soil and aquatic envi-
ronment is oo great to allow the logging to pro-
ceed.

OLD GROWTH

2,140 Ha of old growth remain in Mistake Forest.
1,800 Ha of this is planned to be logged by the
Forestry Commission,

The logging of the remaining old growth will
cost the Nambucca Shire at least 27 thousand
megalitres in lost water yield per year. Professor
H. Recher estimates there are less than 5% of NSW
forests remaining as old growth.

The Nambucca Shire is nearly finished the proc.
ess of logging the last of its old growth. This
was due to be finished in 1984,

The Naticnal Forest Policy Statement, signed by
Premier Fahey, is not being adhered to in the
Mistake Forest. It states that Forest agencies will
avoid damaging high conservation old growth
forests until regional assessments are done. No
Forestry Commision Enviromental Impact State-
ments have assesed Qid Growth forests.

WILDLIFE

At least 24 endangered species - induding Koalas,
Yellow-bellied Gliders, Sooty Owls, Spotted-
Tailed Quolls, Sphagnum Frogs, Rufous Saub
Birds, Parma Wallabies, Long-nosed Potoroos, rare
bats and many more creatures have been found in
the Mistake. The NPWS has stated that the
Mistake State Forest EIS was inadequate, especial-
ly the surveys for endangered species and the pre-
scriptions to protect them.

The NFWS5 required a Fauna Impact Statement to
be done. This has not yet been deemed adequate
by the NPWS and is likely to be rejected - mean-
while, the FC is still logging.

NPWS recommendations include:

* Establishing a flora reserve

* Doing additional specific swrveys

* Linking Old growth Areas with wildlife corri-
dors

* Retention of specific species of eucalypts (Grey
Gums, Grey Ironbarks, White Mahoganies) as
these have almost been wiped out on the range.

* Leaving all Brush Box trees which have a rainfor-
est understory

NONE of the above recommendations have been
met and logging continues under a “temporary'
LICENCE TO TAKE AND KILL ENDANGERED
FAUNA which was issued STATE-WIDE with no
environmental assessment by Parliament - to keep
the timber industry going,

The NPWS has the power to enforce its recommen-
dations. It has so far failed to do so.

ABORIGINAL SITES

The mistake forestis rich in Aboriginal sites - one
of them being a ceremonial Bora Ring. Mountain
peaks are also of significance. It is thought the
Mistake area was where the "clever men" of the
Gumbangerrie tribe retreal for meditations, where
they would be visited by the wise spirits and
given advice,

The EIS states that the cotnmission will consult

with local Aboriginal Land Councils and give
them detailed maps before logging.

No consultations are yet recorded on the Land
Councils’ books and no maps have been provided.
NPWS has recommended that the F.C. survey for
and map archaeological sites before logging - but
this has not yet occurred.

The EIS stated that full consultation with Land
Councils would occur before logging the upper
slopes and peaks, and thal contractors would be
trained in recognising sites and artefacts. This has
not occurred either.

JOBS

Jobs are not only provided by logging. They
come from tourism, maintenance and construct
fon of public facilities, the commercial re creation
industry (ie. cabins, trailrides, 4wd tours ect.)
These are more sustainable to the local economy
in the long term.

The EIS for Mistake says work will be provided
for a contracting team of 3 men for a period of five
years to log the old growth remaining (to get
12040 cubic metres per year ) and then the cut will
reduce to the sustainable level of 9,400 cubic
metres per year.

The cost/benefit analysis of logging steep, upper
catchment areas has not yet been done. Things
such as reduced water yield, soil erosion, air and
water quality degradation, loss of species, loss of
scientific, educational, cultural and tourism
resource have not been taken into acoount.

In 77 years of managing the public forests of NSW
for the people of NSW the Forestry Commission
has succeeded in going into debt for 310 million
dollars. Qur Old Growth forests are nearly gone
and we have paid to have them carted away.

Local people have given up on the F.C. and are
now conducting surveys of their own at their own
expense. Their time is being used productively
studying and enjoying their environment.

A detailed, independent proposal to turn the
Mistake Forest into a National Park is now under-
way - but Iocal District Forester Steve Rayson has
said there is "no way" the F.C. will turn this land
over to National Parks.

Local people have been camped in the Mistake for
months, walking through and surveying these
extraordinary fores! bioregions. Come and experi-
ence them for yourself! The forest is very close to
the coast and accessible by 2ny two wheel drive
vehicle. If you can’t come yourself, please copy
this and/or pass it on,

You can send donations of money, food or equip-
ment to the Old Growth Survival Fund, ¢/ the
Bellingen Environment Centre, PO Box 152
Bellingen, 2454,

Om Gaia!
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represents & very poor return to the public on a public asset - in fact
once all costs, direct and indirect subsidies and the loss of public
Capital are factored in it is evident that the public .are paying & '
substantial subsidy to the jndustry for public forests to be degraded.

The economics of the State Forests' Macksville MA and Urunga MA
operations do not enable them to manage State Forests as required. The
State Forests are not able to replant many areas where regeneration has
Iniled, they are unable ‘te afford many of the materials they reguire,
they are unable to contrel weeds, they cannot afford to acceptably

- maintain fire trails, roads and bridges, nor can they maintain

recreational facilities adequately or expand fecilities.

When the present overcutting is stopped, the yields of non-guots timber
further reduced (present levels are unsustainable) and the Up River
iorests cut out the profitability of the Macksville and -Urungs Management
Areas will significantly worsen. Correspondingly the long term problems,
guch as weed infestations, failed regeneration and serious erosion, will
veed incressed labour and resources to control. It is evident that the
State Porests will not be able to undertake the maintenance required or
develop recreational facilities. The Up River forests will be abandoned
to their fate and environmental degradation will continue. It is douftful
that the coastal forests will even be able .to be managed economically
uniess there is & restructuring of management, log pricing and the
i-Haustry.

Thas preliminary report is a review of resource and economic issues as
tuey are dealt with in State Forests® Management Plan for the Macksville
Management Ares and Annual Management Plan Reports for the past 13 years.
Tiis is a review of the information presented, with some interpretation
¢” daza. The aim is to provide an overview of timber resgurces and
economic performance. .

Mistake State Forest is within the Macksville Management Area, this was
partly absorbed into the Urungs Management Area for management purposes
1~ 1984/85 and completely in 1988/89. This arangement has yet to be
f3ymalised by the gbolition of the Macksville MA or the adoption of a
rovised Mansgement Plan. - ’ :

1 RESQURCES

The majority of the sawlogs being taken from north east NSW's public
furests are coming frow old-growth forests. In those State Forest
hanagement Areas which have not already cut-out their old-growth forests
taey are committed to logging all the accessible stands that remsin.
Lugging of tunese forests has traditionally been based on "meximum
ezenomic utilisation® (sometimes mis-named “selective logging") where
@wrt treas of economic value are taken, with token habitat trees
retained, machinery not allowed within 20 metres of larger streams
{cnless authorised by the  foreman) and slopes over 35 degrees left
v .logged. In poorer forest types, where there is no woodchipping, =a
significant number of older trees way be retained but on better guality

sites the forests are jvirtually clearfelles. .

{n those Managemen:t Arees where extaensive tracts of old-growth fores:t no
longer vemain logging is focusing on pockets of lightly logged or
unlozeed forest 1left in. areas -not previously considered econowical to
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log. Many of these eareas are in gullies or on steep slopes, thus greatly
magnifying the impects of logging {incresasing erosion, stream
sedimentation, and loss of old-growth dependent species relying on these
pockets as refuges).

Logging is being intensified in the cut-over forests as rintegrated
logging” begins to dominate. In previously logged forests this involves
scavenging better trees left behind in
and "taking wmost of the rest,” along with regrowth thinnings, for
woodchipping., 0ld-growth forests are alsco inereasingly being subjected to
integrated logging. : - - s

More recently. concerted pressure from the conservation groups in the
Nambucca.area has forced the National Parks and Wildlife Service to take
their responsibilities more seriously and through -this forced State
Forests to
Environment Protection Authority and the Department of Conservation and
Land Management (arising out of the exposure of extensive erosion and
pollution of the Bellinger River due to breaches of inadequate logging
prescriptions in Oakes State Foest) has also led to an improvement in
s0il. conservation messures. Unfotunately these have still not gone far
enough and there is still @ need for the implementation of further
conservation measures and more - importantly the reservation
required for the "comprehensive, adequate and representative"
system demanded by the National Forest Policy Statement.

reserve

1.1 OLDGROWTH FOREST LOGGING -

The Rescurce Assessment Commission (1992a) estimates that in Australia

"11% of hardwood sawlogs -and 23% of hardwood pulpwood removed from native-

forests come from.old-growth forests; with some 48% of New South Wales®
bardwood sawlogs coming from old-growth forests. . '

The Resonrce Assessment Commission {1992a) found ald-growth forests were
important to industry for three reasons: : .

(1) they represent a
conversion to production forest;

{ii) the old-growth resource is cheapér because it has neither the
establishment cost of plantations nor the management costs of
regrowth; and, o . . N

(iii) many sawmills are designed. to handle old-growth timber.

The cessation of old-growth .forest logging on & national basis was
estimated by RAC (1992a} ¢o result in a reduction of oversll hardwood
. sawlog availability from 5 million cubic. metres per year to 4 million
cubic metres ' per year {or 2 million cubic metres per year if "maturer
forest is included), whereas “bysiness.as usual" was expected to resuylt
in a reduction to the same level of cut by the vear 2040. Over this 40
year period timber industry employment is predicted to " decline by 16%
under the "business as usual” scenarid and by 17% with no more logging of
mature and; old-growth forésts; : - . -

In many areas logs from regrowth

forest have been a major component of
milling operations

for many years and in other areas the. transition from

previous operations for sawlogs -

retain more fauna habitat components. Similar pressure on the -

of areas .

significant part of forests availeble for

——— e — —

" of 689
" metres this decade as part of this strategy (RAC 1992b). As is evidenced

. same volumes

Areas this

" sustainable.

. 530% {RAG 1992a}.

-

old-growth forest to regrowth forests has been achieved without great
difficulty (RAC 1592a).

It is estimated that only 6% to 0% of hardwood sawlog production'is
currently used for appearance grade timber (RAC 1992@). As noted by Smith
{19%1a) "harvest of the- limited remaining, ecologically vgluable :
areas of oldgrowth forest is continuing’ in order to maintain supply of
low value, scantling {housing frame) and pulpwood products: This approach
not only ignores market opportunities, but appears pgrtxgularly shert
sighted in view of, the forecast glut of softwood which is expected to

_collapse the already failing hardwood scantling market within the next 1§

years."

v

1.2 SUSTAINING YIELDS

Oone of the prime meotivations for the ¢reation of the.Forestry Commission
expressed in the 1907 Royal Commission of Inquiry .on Forestry was the
dwindling timber cresources and the need to sustain them into the future
(PAC 1990). 1In 1980 the former Commissioner for Forests, Dr. S.W. Gentle
noted that there were - many management areas not being logged on a
sustained yield basis and emphasised the need to bring operations onto
sustained yield (PAC 1590). : b

Before the present restructuring there were 56 native forest management
areas in - NSW, of which the Forestry Commission estimated 44 are being
managed onh .a sustained yield basis, with the remeining 12 expected to be

brought onto a sustained .yield basis during the 1990's (RAC 1992b}). The
current znnual quota commitwments. of native sawlogs to the timber industry
000 cubic mwetres net is expectéd to be reduced by 84 000 cubic
claimed to be on sustained

by the discussion below even MAs .that are

. ¥ield aren't due to the inadequacies of resource assessments.

The Forestry 'Commission's concept of sustained yield is to maintain the
" of timber in perpetuity but not the same sized or quality
1990). In most horth east NSW Forestry Commission Management
strategy has, or will, result in the old-growth forests being
and then sawlog. quotas being virtually eliminated for some years
or drastically reduced to. a level they guess will be

timber (PAC

cut out
or decades,

The Forestry Commissien use rough estimates of stapding resources, and

- limited growth plot measurements -to estimate future timber availability

from state forests. Models that are uysed to determine future sustainable
vields sre suitable for single species and single aged plantations but
unsuitable for native forests (PAC 199G, RAC 1992a), where estimations of
future wood availability have been noted by CSIRO to vary by as much as

The NSW ?ublic Accounts Committee {PAC.1990) notes:

"Lri the . long-term, sustainable harvesting is in the industry's best
interest, but in the short-term many mills would prefer to process
tomprrow's timber. today, -gaining : tomorrow's; .profit - todayi, then
relocdte once the resource is too degraded to be useful. Under these
circumstances, it would bé naive not to recognize that short-term
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economics is in direct conflict with regulation and the principle of
sustained yield."

Sustained yield is an economic rather than an ecological principel, and
thus does not ensure that the nature, -character, or species.composition
forest is
of environmental values we need ecologically sustainable logging.

The overcommitment of timber resources precludes the ‘introduction of
ecologically sustainable management practices {e.g. Smith 1991a). Smith
(1991a) recommends limiting guerantied allocations of timber to industry
to a meximum of 50% of the long-tere sustainable yield for a supply
region so as. to .allow for .unforeseen circumstances and improved
management practices. :

As has been proven in court a number of times over recent years, and was
graphically illustrated by CalM's (Atkinson et. al. 1992) report on Oakes
State Forest, the Forestry Commission's 1logging - prescriptions _are
inadegquate end inadequately complied with. They do not ensure that the
"environmental values ‘of forests (water, soils, flora and fauna) are
Bustained and . not significantly degraded. The Resource Assessment
Commission (1992a) recommends independent audits of the adequacy - of
forest ‘codes of practices and their enforcement. The adoption of adequate
logging prescriptions will have asipgnificant effect on volumes of timber
obtainable from forests. - o

-%féigT%@ER RESOURCES OF THE MACKSVILLE MANAGEMENT AREA AND MISTAKE STATE

‘Macksville Management . Area is
sustained yield basis,
other Management
of the management plan,
inflated essessments,
Plan that is meant to be abided by.

one of those claimed to be managed on a
though in practice this is not the case. Like most

‘yield assessment and annual reports reveal

In surmary mis-calculations and mis-managemant have led to:

_ * gross overcuciing of quotalsawlogs; in in the six years‘ftom July
1987 ro. July 1993 the average annual quota remaval was 9 660 cu. m.

net. represegting. an average ' annual overcut of 1 860 cu. m. net
(24%), exceeding tie annual limit by as much as 43% in .1987/88.
_-gogctual yields being significagtly below predicted fiqlds by up to

.

*.premature cutting of quota resourcesvfﬁr the second cutting
0 B cycle
{after 1995), which will lead to significant future shortfalls,

o * fa@lﬁre to abide by the Macksville Management
working and cutting limits; and :

* failure to manage the aree's forésts on a %us;ainsﬁle basis.
Based un, 'Hardwood Assessment - Macksville'M.A.'cbastél Wérking'Circle'

(Forestry Commission 1979) the Forestry Commissidn (1978, as a
i5 L mmended t
1987) estimated the yields available from the Macksville’MA as from 1982,

maintained (PAG 1990). To ensure proper account is taken’

-Areas claimed to be on sustained yield an investigation _

gross overcut;ing and contempt for the'management.

Plan's order of

©

though noted thar the "derived volumes have limited accuracy”. It was
ectimated that there was a total of 171 780 cu. m. gross-of sawlogs over

40 .cm. diameter (dbhub) available afrer 1982 from the Coastal Working

Circle for the first cutting cycle (giving a net annual yield of 7 730
cu. m.) and a total of 71 100 cu. m. gross (34 000 cu. m..n?t) of
wmerchantable quota sawlogs in the 'Up.Rive; Forests', anticipated to be

- utilized by 1982. . .

Mistake State Forest was arbitarily divided into the Up River and Coasteal
Working Circles.. Mistake SF was estimated to contain Zf 800 cu. m.'gfoss
{12 060 cu. m. net) of the skwlog volumes in the "'Up River Eorest§ A § 4
was assessed as containing 51,943 -cu. m. gross of the_saylogs avqxlable'
from the Coastal WC for the first cutting cycle (CCI)'dhxcy was -to }ast
until :1995. Timber available from the Coastal WC for the f;rst cutting
cycle'was to come from 'Stand Condition Types' A end B, with type C
reported as: i T . : . .

“Suitable for sawlog production but-stands immature for Quota.sswlog
harvesting - quots sawlogs not available for practicle econowmic
harvesting until second cutting cycle (beyond 1995)." (FC 1979?

¢ i i ' - 80
The. quotas for sawlogs in the Macksville MA were set as 1978/79-1979/
26 880 wmw. cu. net, 1980/81-1981/82 8 000 cu. m. net {FC 1978 p2, pgs) and
as .from 1982/83 “The annual yield shall not exceed the total of annual
quota commitments” of 7 800 cu: m. net (FC 1978, as ammended 1982, p24).

The Forestry Commission (197@) nate:

- ."The up river forests main1y¢consist~of logged'greas carrying 0-20
year old regeneration as a result .of logging, with a few virgin -
stands. These forests are very deficient in intermediate size
clssses.,lf is estimated that available merchantable lqgs-will be
harvested ‘by about 1986 some 40 years before any existing
‘regeneration can produce sawlogs.® o
(ppl7-8) . -

:"Timber production objectives shall be-met by concentrating '

. “harvesting -in the .economically-acéessible hardwood resource of the
virgin up river forests. On completion of .harvesting of this
resource, logging will be confined to the coastal forests.” (p-22)

"The option of timber production. froi the up river: forests, after-the

--eurtent cutting cycle will not be actively pursued in the . L
-foreseeable future. Expenditure associated-with road construction,
maintenahce, protection and siivicultural treatment will be kept to
a minimum." (p23) :

The combination of wet weather, Allen Taylers not being_sati§fied with
the species.aveildble (eg. FC 1982/83) .and the Forestry Commission's .
financial losses-led to an abandonment of the Hanagement~Plan:s-inten§ to
log. out the Up River forests before concentrating on the Coastal ?orkxng
Circle: o -, . R - .

' The-Forestr}.COWmissidn's intengion not to manage the Up River'foreats an
1 g sustained 'yield basis is;still curregt, their only concern being to

i

maximise what they can clit-in ordergto'"try'and.gind sufficient gquoté -to
maintain the 7 .800 m3 sustained yield cut longer than the.end of CCl" (FC
1988/89)




_ . ‘ ) 7 i 'gi?ggcizsgefgf gﬁzual yields from the Coastai Working Cirecle have ‘been
The Forestry Commission's Annual Reports make a number of comments on the . State Forests,.almozzsnggdfg*e;ds (FC 1979) for Nambucea ang Way Way
yield assessments: "It should be noted that segregation into the strata i andﬁsignificantly.higher for E.BSSesseq yields for Ingalba State Forect
used in the- assessment is virtually impossible to achieve"™ (FC 1981/82), - this would appear to give :n istake State Porest (FC 1989/90), While
"1t would-appear from data presented thbat there is a broadening gap - . - fact that it has involved .th Oyerall f5V°“rﬂble_resu1t this disguises the’
between actual and predicted yields for the.total coastal working circle. retained for the second cuftg premature harvesting of trees meant .to. be
... it would appear that for Mistske S5.F. at least, the stand condition i . Commisgion {1989/90) note'thagsggxcle (CC?» after 1995): The Forestry
typing on which the sssessment is based is proving unreliable." {FC - ' only Strata A and B would be- e 1979 vield Assessment assumed that
1985/86}, "The major problem remains the geps between.actual and - 1 harvested (see above) € Ut in CCl, wheras Strata € has glso baen’
predicted yields on Ingalba and Mistake S.F.s. ... Assessment -was done R L A . S . :
using random plots and it could be they did not sample enough of the - . 7. The practice has been to. log the most éfod Ctive aterdn. €k '
: i Uctive stands firse (FC

poorer country. This coupled with the forest being cut over at so many.
different periods could produce the wrong information."™ (FC 1986/87), -
"... the whole question of sustained yield after {unlogged aresas. are) . . ]
exhausted needs to be tackled as a seperate issue, probably invelving . TABLE 1.2 o "L . - :

measurement of a better defined resource.”, "The question of what’ _ ! ”MANAGEMENTS::ég?'SESEQEENES'RALNFOREST) REMOVALS FROM ‘MACKSVILLE

aéctually should constitute-the CCl, CG2 and CC3 sustainable-area needs to ! All figures in cubic mer Speccive Forestry Comnission Annual Reports
be resolved, sooner rather than later due ‘to the poor results being . - . _ etres net, . o : S

1988/89, pl1) indicati icd i
into the sararst .pg that_thg geg%c1en¢y in actqal ¥Yields will worgen

achieved compared to.that assessed."™ (FC 1987/88) . b — e SR )
. N . S ! "YEAR 'AL B o AT ammn o tmmm e ——as *
TABLE 1. HARDWCDD (NON-RAINFOREST) REMOVALS FROM MACKSVILLE. MANAGEMENT ! © QBOTAABLE QUASTUAL IDIFFERENCE;% OVER!
AREA. Source: respective Forestry Commission Annual Reports. e ; _____ ! TA CUT, . V0 .CUT !
[1981/82 1 & 000" 1 & gop  TTITTIIooe et ; A
it T B Fem———— s e T LT + . N . 11982/83 1 7800 | 7 gog 1 1 -900 1. 8% b
{ ‘YEAR - | QUOTA CUT| QUOTA COT! NON-QUOTA SAWLOGS' OTHER | - . . © 11983784.% 7 gpgp. | : o194 :
o : n3 net; m3 gross! m3 gross ' b ‘ '1984/85 | 7 Co1- 3678 L w122 o
R b PO F S S S S E :1985"/86' toog ggo R L I VY O %)
11981782 8 600 ! 10 581 ! 6 668 v 1 728 ) 1198687 | 7 sog | 8 9381 41134 ¥ 1sx |
11982783 ! 7 606 ) - 10 650 ! 450 $ 5474 ' i1987/88 {7 sgg | 1; g;g P 160 1 o
11983/84 3 678 ! & 787+ . 9 190 13 457 ! 11988/89 ' 7 gpg - 9 540 | +3 367 5 43%
{1984/85 1 . 8 448 .0 11 827+! - 19 825 D4 749 i1989790 .- 7805 " | g o P+l 740 ¢ 22
11985/86 ! 8 934 ! 12 507+ 23 084 7 905 ! 11990791 ¢ 7 gog | 10 33 1 41633 | 1% )
11986/87 ! 7 640 ! 10 696+! .24 573 .. !5 250 ! ' 4199178271 7 sog -+ 8-:33'.; +2 788 .! 36X !
t1987/88 ! 11 167 | 14 447 ¢ 16 705 47 072 ! 11992793 I 7 80 ‘i ‘g g 4 -1 47 824 10 13 !
'1988/89 ! - 9 540 ! 12 059 ! .. 20 492 '\ 5 262 ! o SR 1o ;o * 810 1. 10x
;-1989/90 |- . 9 433 ;.- 13°020 ! .. 24 §71 !5 590 ! b ¥ B P bt Fommmand
11990791 | 10 588 . - 15 323 | - - 21 548 5 231} fommemoo b 73 800" "71102°868- 1 +9 o6s 5 :
11991792 B 624.¢ 12 615! -15 560 v -5 103 | i - Rt Stk T '
11992793 | B 610 | 12 085 | 10 948 6306 .0 .. P2 M VERCUTS 13 S4s )
e e e i e e + . .t T - et T ]
. . . P [ o N : . . .
+ These volumes estimated. by appiying a multiplier of net to gross ' It is : . s - - R .
of 1.4: The average conversion factor of gross to net used in Annual - : '6ué;§u§§;ggn§nf€ﬁz ;:b;e 1.2 that the State Forests have been grossly
-Reports over the.period 1987/88 to 1990/91 was 0.744 (range 0.691- " limits specifiad in tgesggiig zan:ggTent Ared in breach of the cutting
0.791). T < - : ' " te Jul ement Plan. In the 12 years from July.19
- . ¥-1993 the cut of quota sawlogs- allowable o : u'y 1981
. _ _ ) . ' ver : : ; ; -al under the Management Pl
As from 1988/89.the Macksville MA was subsumed by the Urunga MA for - - : m6§§:§:§:§:eié;2s9{¥earsﬁ_by UP To 43%. Most alarming is that in the sig
management purposes. The Urunga MA Annual Reports.continued to emphasise =~ July 1993 the avera or which .figures: are available) from July 1987 to -
the inadequacy of the resource assessments in the Macksville MA: “A représenting an avege annual- quota removal was 9 660 cy. mw. net.,
proper assessment of all the resource i5 required", "... yields being © " exceeding the ann'dia%? gnnual overcut of I 860 cu. m. et (25%),
obtained on Coastal areas are of great cause for concern.” "..., CCZ (27 : ‘overcatting in the lasitit bY 8s much as 43% in 1987/88." The significant
years) cut needs to yield over twice the CCl cut to achieve predicted - represents a tot f ast six years should be of considerable concern as it
yields. Whether this will occur is completely unknown as no follow up . ' . years worth of al overcut of ;} 162 cu. m. net, or almost one and a half
assessment of stand structure remaining, as required by CUTAN monitoring, . 0 9% quota. ) ‘ ‘ v .
has ever been done.® [FC 1988/89), ™... a complete assessment of the ey . R .. - L e oo o
districts timber resources is urgently required and.ie a priority:" (FC - _ gﬁ:gcgngeg“eyc;g 18 considered.in conjunction with the fact thet
1990/91), "Reassessment of the resourcés is required and supported... It meant to b yie ds per hectare have 6nly been maintained by taking timber
o '+ =Q Ve retained for the next ‘cutting cycle and logging the most

és_equcted that .this work will be undeftakgn:during 1994 (FC.1991/92), *
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productive stands first it indicates significant yield problems for the
lacksville MA in’ the near- future.

hi i ili f non-quota sawlogs and
While no assessment .of the future availability o ]
durable poles is availeble it is appsremt that tpese resources too are
not being managed on & sustainable basis and their availab;l;ty is
expected to rapidly decline in the near future.

: r Balley .obtained en injunction in 1987 to stop logging in some-
gg?ﬁi3;$vgompartmgnts in Mistake State Forest the questry'CommisszonFc
"maximised” their cutting rate in the Codastal WC part of Mistake SF (

©. 1988/89), uncil cthe -court judgement on March 3lst 1989_;aused them to

suspend logging operations in Mistake State Forest until an EIS was

prepared.

TABLE 1.1 The Forestry Commission's {1988/89) "best current gstimat? of
remaining identified resource™ in Mistake State Forest was given as:

.o GROSS AREA NET Quota/Ha. TOTAL
Mistake (southern) 340 . 14.3 4850
Mistake (northern) 216 4.4 4050
TOTALS 1256 . 7.1 8900

i all the identified- failings of the resource assessments in the
g?iﬁ;:ehanagement Area (including the Macgsville MA} the State Forests
- commission is pressing shead with its revised (long overdue) Management
Plan and the Urunga-Coffs Harbour Environmental Impact Statement without
-undertaking a religble yield assessment. The undated document prepared by
State Forests for the EIS consultants states: . .

"Only the coastal forests have been assessed for quota sawlog yield._

The plantation resource has been the subject of a yield scheduling
-exercise using data collected from previous growth gnd inventory
work and past yields. All other areas have hgd estimates of wvarious
products availability made where sufficient information from past
vields allows such estimation to be reasonably accurate. .

‘The State Forests seém intent to cover up their grogs overcutting and the

identified resource shortfalls in the coastal forests, and @gnore the
premature cutting of resources identified for the next cutting cycle and
that their yield assessments for the Up River forests are unreliable. -,
Their intention is not to undertake a valid yield assessment until some
time in the future, in the mean time they intend to caontinue
unsustainable logging of quota sawlogs from the Urungs MA at the
‘prescribed rate of 25,520 cu. m. per annum. ,

2.0 STATE FORESTS ECONOMICS

As noted by the Public Accounts Comfiittee (1990): i
*... native forest asset valuations really only consider replacement
.costs, a satisfactory inventory of native forests is lacking, there
is no ‘accounting for the non-tiwber yalues inherént in‘thg native

" forést, ...-8nd numerous subsidies enjoyed by the Commission ... are
not quantified in the "accounts.™ (p2i}

-forests at

" charge they’

_that - "the nonpayment of
public equity to the timber processing industry."

-In’addition

" caused to

ig

"The State's timber processing industry is heavily subsidised by -the
public seetor. Chief amang the subsidies are under priced raw .
mataerials (in the case of .Eucalypt logs}, and failure to bear the
full costs of road construction and maintenance which are ‘
attributable to .the industry's operations. As a result of these

. subsidies, Sawmilling businesses which would be marginal or non-
viable in thejir present form are able to continue operating and to
continue resisting the pressures to change their ineffjcient methods’
of. operation." (p31) . . . .

The Resource Assessment Commission (1992a) notes;

"Too often the natural capital . of forests has been considered

- 'free': free supplies of air, water, soil and plants. ‘Such gifts of

-‘nature have cost nothing, io monetary terms, to produce, and hence
their. value to society has 'not been measured adegquately. 1In.
determining the wost efficient use of forests,-in many cases these
resources have not been priced, while in other casges they have been
underpriced. The . inadequate valuation . of many of the - natural
tesources of forasts. can lead to the forests' overuse and consequent
degradation."” . .

- . . . - -
Royalties charged for timber removed from public forests do not represent
. the true

value of (PAC 1990, Clark 1991b, _Smith 1981, RAC
1992g). The Forestry Commission of NSW is significantly subsidised by not
pay "lease fees for'commerciql exploitation of Crowm Lands, not
having to pay local council rates and charges, and not paying "notional

*income tax"” on their coumercial surplus (PAC 1990).

The Fores:ry,_Cqﬁmissién's native forest asset valuaﬁions really only

. .consider exploitation :.costs and fail to consider replacgment costs, they
" don't have

& satisfactory inventory of native ‘forests, and don't a¢count’
for the non-timber values inherent in native forests (PAC 1990). The -
Commission values Pine plantations at %2 256 per hectare but value native
only-$36 -per hectare, which bnly,refleqts the costs of .road
construction and minimal silvicultural treatment (PAC 1990}, ' .

Because the gForestry‘ponmissionj gets -hative forests .to exploit free of
can charge extremely low "royalties and still cover . their
1990). The NSW Public Accounts Committee (PAC 1990). concliuded
-any rental on Crown Lands is a het transfer of

costs (PAC

The Forestry Commission's provision of "unacceptable" rebates for long

distance haulage have removed the incentive for industries to be ‘situated
¢close to. the resource- base and, in conjunction with - underpriced. raw
materials, has encouraged'sawmil;ing.‘businqsses that would otherwise be
margifel.or non-viable to continue dperating and resisting the pressures
to change their inefficient methods of operation {PAC 1990). .

to gawmills getting timber cheaper the -further they cart it

the increased costs to ‘the public by way of reying for danmage -

roads which in ‘1990 was estimated as-4- cents per net tonne

kilometre, which for:cransporc-_of-export woodchips albne~represgnteg-a

Subsidy by NSW taxpayers of $3 imillion in- I985-86 (PAC 1990) . te
. - -1

-

there is
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The NSW Public Accounts
underpricing "may well be
forest heritage.”

Committee (PAC 19980) also considered that
causing long-term degradation to our native

The Resource -Assessment Commnission [RAC 1992a) notes that
established that forestry agencies have not priced logs to the level that
‘would be reached in -a competitive market, and that in establishing log
prices consideration needs to be given the costs of production they incur
in terms of labour and capital spent on forestry operations and the
environmental costs of harvesting. = :

The recent requirement for the Forestry Commission to manage their
commercial activities on a commercially sound. basis will hopefully result
in real price increases for native forest sawlogs and pulplogs- {Clark
1991b), though due to effective moneopolies in many areas this may not be
_the result. Unlike radiata pine, native timbers face neo direct
competition from eoverseas, and the unique properties of eucalypt timber
provide scope for realizing greater value than is currently obtained from
each log {PAC 1990). - : : a ’ .

Increasing hardwood royalties to. reflect the true costs would:

removed from native forests and
on the  annual timber harvest (PAC 1990,

.(i)'reduce the volume of timber
impose an economic limit
Clark 1991b); .

‘(ii) encourage the sawmillirg industry to shift into the production ’

of higher value products that utilize the unique characteristics of
NSW eucalypt timber (PAC.1990, Clark 1991ib); - ’ :

{iii)} remove the competitive disadvantage that plantation developers
and ¢ompanies processing plantation wood currently fece (Cameron and
Penha 1988, PAC 1990, Swmith 1991a, Clark 199%1b, RAC 19928, Shes
1992). . '

As in Australia low ‘timber royalties have undermined the will to- adopt

susteinable management in tropical countries, as well as having "a
powerful influence in'depressing royalties for -sawlogs in countries whigh
participate in World trade and.this extends to domestic royalties: in
. Australia.” {Shea 1992). Where domestlc markets tend to be isdlated from
international timber trade.{e.g. China  and South Africa) very high
royalties for locally grown high quaiity logs apply {Shea 1992). As thq
harvesting of 7rainforests inevitably - declines over the coming decades,
Witk this will go the leverage of the so-called timber barons to keep
prices low." (Shea 1992).° : -

2.1 STATE FQRESTS ECONOMICS OF LOGGING MISTAKE STATE FOREST, THE
MACKSVILLE MA AﬂD'THE URUNGA MA. :

It is clear that up until 1984/85 the. Macksville MA was operating at &
significant annual loss. In 1984/85 it was amalgamated with Bellinger and
Urungs MAs for management purposes. -
the Urunga Manageient, Area (including-Macksville MA) returned an average
of some $92,571 per annum profit on its operstiont, before dccounting for
government subsidies and wages. This represents a return less than $0.87
{range -$3.76 to +82.7B) for each cubic metre {gross} of timber extrgcted
from the forests. Assuming an annual timber growth increment of 1 cu. m.

it has been

In the seven years 1984/85 to 1990/91.

- 1981782
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gross per hectare (Forestry Commission 1978) this represents a very poor
return  to the public.on a public asset - in fact once all costs and

- subsidies and the loss of public capital are factored in it is evident
- that the -public are alloing their forests to be degraded for &

substantial loss.

The economic information indicates a declining economic performance on
behalf of the Urunga (and Macksville) MA. Its profitability first jumped

.in 1984/85, when Mackville MA returned a profit for the first time ever,

and then rapidly plummeted. The passage of the Forestry Amendment Act,
which paid off the Forestry Commission‘'s accuitulated debts, the National
Afforestation Program funding for plantations and gross overcutting all

contributed to the MA again showing a profit in 1988/89. This.dropped to

. a very marginal profit in 1990/91 when the Naticonal Afforestation Program

funding ceased.

The economics of the State Forests' Macksville MA ‘and Urunga MA
operations do not enable them to manage Staste Forests .as required. The
State Forests are nat able to replant many areal where regengration has
fgiled, they are uneble to afford the-many of the materials they require,
they are unable to control weeds, they cannot afford to acceptably
maintaein fire trails, roads and bridges, nor can they maintain L]
recreational facilities adequately or expand facilities.

When the present overcutting is stopped, the yields of non-quota timber
further reduced (present levels are unsustainable)} and the Up River
forests cut out the profitability of the Macksville and Urunga Management
Areas willl significantly worsen. Correspondingly the long term problems,
such as weed infestations, failed regeneration and serious erosion, will
need increased labour .and resources to control. It is evident that the
State Forests will not be able to undertake the maintenance required or --
develop recreational facilities. The Up River forests will be abandoned

" to their fate and environmentsl degradation will continue. It is doubtful

that the coastal forests will even be able to be managed economically
unléess there is & restructuring of management, log pricing and the
industry. : ) ’

TABLE 2.} ECONOMICS OF LOGGING IN MACKSVILLE MA (DOLLARS by 1000)
{Not converted to current valueg) = -

REVENUE EXPENDITURE PROFIT/LOSS

121.0 290.1 ° -~ 169.1
1982/8B3 180.2 317.7 . - 137.5
1983/64 184.6  293.3 - 108.7
1984/85 412.1 7 325.0% + 87.1
1985/86 680.8 7 * } H
1986/87 547.2 7?7 % ?
1987/88 562.9 -7 % ?

NOTES ON TABLE 2.1 . .o . .

’ -* The 1984/B5 figure is given in the annual report’ &s an “estimate”
due -to expenditure records being amalgamated with Urunga, no -
expenditure figures for Macksville dre given for 1985/86, 19856/87 .
"and }987/88. - oo s ) C
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: ﬁ F ible in the
Dué to the paucitity of data it has not been possible to ascercain
- profitability of the Macksville Management Area. Table 2.1 is therefore
provided for completeness and to indicate the situation with Macksville.

The 1984/85 Annual Report for Macksville states fTherg is no do?bt this
is the first year in which income has_exceeded expenditure”. This was
attributed to significant increases in the percentages .of sawlogs taken
from coastal forests, large volumes of non-quota savlogs being removed
and there being an increase in royalties. It is also ‘evident from Table 1
that the turn’'around in the MA's profitability in 1984/85 was enhanced by
the dramatic increase in the removal of non-quota sawlogs. The further
intrease in 1985/86 was attributed to a temporary increase in the 5§}e of
poles. . - : .

From 1984/5 the entire Urunga Management Area, including Mgck§vi1}e and
Bellinger MAs, has to be considered in order to obtain an indication of
the economics of logging the Macksville Management Area .(Table 2.2).

TABLE 2.2 ECONOMICS OF LOGGING IN THE URUNGA MANAGEMENT AREA - INCLUDING
MACKSVILLE AND BELLINGER Mas. T

Dellar values béhverted_to 1991 values.

F e e e - ——————— e e
1 YEAR . ! PROFIT/LOSS ! VOLUME REMOVED:AREA LOGGFD:PROFIT/LOSS}
T 7 % by 1000 ! cu. m: gross ! hectares |--ves----me ! |
: : ] ' : icvu.m.} ha. |
e L T T T p— P mm - —-———————— e —————— [ L
11984/85! 389 ! 102916 ! 13,780
y1985/86;, - 182 ' 117449. H v 1.63] E
+11986/87) -Z19 H 108969 H 1=2.01; '
11987/88)- -342 v - 9102 ! 1=3.76] ;
11088/8%9] 222 v - 102500 . , r2.17; 1
':1989/90{ 367 H 115492 : 3996 i 3.18;91.84) .
12990/01! 39 H 103543 H :.0.38] E
Uy - —maa———— e ————— tmm - b N
1TOTALS |} 648 H 741871 H 180.87} '
F e o e et +
NOTES: ' '

* The Annual Reports for 1991/92 and 1992/93 do not include economic
data and so these years were not able to be incorporated.

Tha areés logged in each year have not been obtained, thus figures
‘are only presented for 1989/90 - which being an unusually profitable
year can not be considered to be representativae. ‘

The profitability of logging is greatly overstated as it has not
- been possible to sccount for subsidies from various programoes,
staff wages and the loans provided by treasury to prop up the -
Forestry Commission. If these were able to be factored in it is
apparent -that for most, if not all, years the public-would not
recieve ‘any direct profit at all from logging in the UYrunga MA,

rather the public would be paying significant amount’s to Have their .

forests logged.

There is ‘s significant discrapency between profits for 1988/89 given
in the 1988/89% Annual Report (Table 10- - $235,000) and that given in
the 1989/90 and 1990/91 Annual Reports {p.24 $200,000, p.6 $200,000

"boosted previous years revenues" (FC 1990/91).

~ ('S
respectively) - this discrepency is due to & failure to account for
somwe $35,000 in head office and "depreciation and amotization"
costs, the $200,000 figure has been utilised here {converted to 1991.
values). As Table 10 is relied upon. for dats prior to 1988/89 these
figures are of questionable accuracy and may be inflated. There are
a number of other inaccuracies in Table lo. : :

The Management Area's finahcialistatus was enhanced around 1987/B8
due to thé passage of the Forestry Amendment -Act which gave an
additional subsidy to the Forestry Commission by relieving them of

" the interest payable on their accumulated debt of some $110 milliof.

They were supposed to pay & dividend to Tréasury in return, though
failed to do 50 in Y987/88.or 1988/89. (PAC 1990.p27). Between ..
1987/88 and 1990/91 the Forestry Commission borrowed 8 further 549
million-dollars from the NSW Treasury, and even though it claimed to
have made a "real profit" for the first time in 77 years in 1991792
there was no 'real’ dividend-paid to Treasury (Sydhey'HoEning Herald
15.5.1993}). . ’ ’ ' T .

The drop in "profits" for 1990/91 was largely due to the ceasing of
National Afforestation Program funding for plantations which had:

L]

It is clear that up.-until 1984/85 the Macksville MA was operating at g
significant annual loss. In 1984785 it wag amalgamated with Bellinger and
Urunga MAs for management purposes. In the seven years 1984/85 to 1990/91 .
" the Urunga Management Area (including Macksville MA} returned an average -
of some $92,5371 per annum profit on its operations, before accounting for
-government subsidies and wages. This represents at most .$0.87. (range -
$3.76 to +$3.78) for each cubic metre (gross). of timber extracted from
the forests. For the one, unusually profitabile, year (1989/90) for which
figures were obtained the return ‘per hectare. harvested wvas ‘$91.84. :

The economi¢ information indicates = declining'aconomic~petformance-pn':
behalf .of the Urunga (and Macksville] MA. Its profitability first jumped
in 1984/85, when Mackville MA.returned a profit for the first time ever, .-
and then rapidly plummeted. The passage of the Forestry Anmendment Act,
which paid 'off the Porestry Commission's accunulated .debts, the National .
Afforestation Program funding for plantations and Eross’ overcutting all-”
contributed to the MA again showing a profit in 1988/89. This .dropped to

a8 very marginal profit in 1990/91 when the National Afforestation Program
funding ceased. . . ..

¥While it was not possible to_obtain'a,bomplqte record of the economic
performance of the Macksville MA it is evident from reading the Annual
Reports- that logging of the Up River forests is undertaeken at a loss. The
-Coastal forests are more -economic and revenue from them is used to
subsidise the logging of the oldgrowth Up River forests., The 1987/88
‘Annugl Report states "Up-river revenue would increase if operations.
ceased on Mistake S.F." : .

The economics of. the State Forests® Macksvilie MA and Urunga MA i
operations do net enable them to banage -State Forests as required. They
are not able to replant the numerous areas: of falled regeneration, the .
labour_ force is insufficient. "te undertake required works" (FC-19%90/91),
they are unable to afford the materials they require {FC.1990/91), weed
control -cannot be undertaken (F¢ 1989/90), many fire access routes
"cannot be mainteined to-an acceptable standard by the resources




.

available" (FG 1990/91), roads and bridges cannot be adéquately
- maintained (FC 1989/90), maintenance of recreational fscilities is

inadequate and expansion of. existin

of fgnding" {(FC 1?9ﬁ/91).V
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CONCLUSIONS. In summary, the following key points deserve emphasis:

a)

b)

d)

c)

8)

h)

The Dungir Conservation Area' is an area of special
scientific interest containing vulnerable and rare wildlile,
rare or threatened plants, the site of an historic event and
places of special significance to Abonginal culture that
should be prolected in a cooperative sysiem of land tenure
between the National Parks and Wildlife Service and the
traditional owners under sections 8{1)(c), 8(1)(d) and B(2)(b) of
National Parks and Wildlife Act.

The Gumbaynggir hold native title to unoccupied Crown Land
within their tribal ternitory, including Mistake State Forest;

This area contains part of the valued hentage of the
Gumbaynggir which will be degraded by logging; .

The Dungir Conservation Arca encompasses a major part of the
Nambucca River catchment and is therefore . vital for
maintaining the downstream water quality and overall
hydrological condition of the Nambucca River;

Soil loss due to [orestry operations {especially when
undertaken on slopes above 18%) in an arca classified as having
‘high' to "extreme’ erosion hazard will lead to major water
pollution and changes to the ecology and hydrology of affected
sirecams;

Landslip hazard will be greatly accentuated by vegctahon
removal in this geophysically unstable landscape;

Biodiversity within the Dungir Conservation Area is extremely
high due to its location within the Macicay-MacPherson overlap,
the altitude and aspeci range, the presence of valuable old growth
forest habitat for forest-dependant fauna and the range of
vegetation communities present;

The Dungir Conservation Area also includes a key segment of the
Clement Hodgkinson Historic Trail.

Each of these points will be discussed in detail in the forthcoming Dungir
Conservation Proposal to be released in November, 1993.
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The Dungir Conservation Proposal

THE PROPOSAL. At the present time "EarthSpan’ is in the process of
finalising “The Dungjr Conservation Proposal’. This report will include
detailed information on the geography, vegetation, wildlife and cultural
heritage of a mountainous section of the Nambucea River catchment,
between Taylors Arm and Buckra Bendinni Creek and including the
catchments of South Creek. This report also considers the likely
impact of logging on this environment. The proposal will recommend
dedication of The Dungir Conservation Area’ as an area of special

scientific interest containing vulnerable and rare wildlife, rare

or threatened plants, the site of an historic event and places of
special significance to Aboriginal culture in a cooperative system
of land tenure under sections 8(1)c), 8(1)(d) and 8(2)b) of the
National Parks and Wildlile Act. Dedication is necessary to protect
the significant biological, cultural and catchment protection values of
the arca. The precise boundary of the Dungir Conscrvation Area may
be convicntly described with reference to the existing boundary of
Mistake State Forest, which roughly circumscribes the catchment
divide. The combined Nature Reserve, Aboriginal Place and Histonc
Site so created will cover approximately 9,600 ha of low to- mid
altitude forested country which currently acts as a vital (but
vulnerable) component of the hydrological system of the Nambucca
Valley. Prescrvation of this water catchment area will also facilitate
the conservation of many threatened plants and animals along with
_ places that are sacred to the traditional owners of this land, the
Gumbaynggir. .

GEOGRAPHY AND LANDSLIP HAZARD. To summarise our
results so far, discussion should begin with a regicnal perspective.
Because of its location in north-eastern NSW, occupying the castern
low to mid elevation slopes of the Great Escarpment, the Dungir
Conservation Area is rugged, with the great majority of the area above
18" (33%) slope. The area experiences high and intense orographic
rainfall and high rainfall erosivity, which partly accounts for the very
high drainage density. The geology is the unstable, fauited and steeply
dipping Five-Day Phyllite which is part of the Nambucca Slate Belt.
The soils are red, brown and yellow podzolics with a resistant surface
layer but with a potentially dispersibic subsurface. Such a landscape
was classed as a- serious landslip hazard in the Nambucca Shire
Environmental Study which recommended that vegetation removal
above 18! (33%) saould be avoided.
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Schedule 12 species are:  Dasyurus maculalus (Tiger Quoll);
Macropus pama (Parma Wallaby); Thylogale stigmatica (Red-legged
Pademelon); Petaurys australis (Yellow-bellied Glider); Phascolarcios
cinercus (Koala); Miniopteris schreibersii (Common Bent-wing Bat);
i is {Golden-tipped Bat); ]
(Glossy Black-Cockatoo); Piilinopus_ magnificus {(Wompoo Fruit
Dove); Tyto tencbricosa (Scoty Owl): and Philoria sphagmicolus
(Sphagnum Frog). The probable schedule 12 species are: Phascogale
tapoatafa (Brush-tailed Phascongale) and Atnchomus miescens
(Rufous Scrub-bird). Additional Schedule 12 species may well be
identified given comprehensive, systematic surveys.

TRADITIONAL LANDS AND NATIVE TITLE. Following the 1992
High Court decision in the case of Mabo ard others v. The Statc of
Qvueensiand, Mistake State Forest reveried to traditional ownership
by the Gumbaynggir who hold native title to' this Jand under the
Australian common law and under traditional law. This area is
important to the Gumbaynggir and Aboriginal people as il contains
bush foods, medicines, sacred sites and spirits of the dreamtime.
Forestry operations in this arca have previously led to the destruction
of at least one Aboriginal site and soil erosion may destroy others.
Obviously, forestry operations that are undertaken without the full and
proper approval of the local Aboriginal people would represent a
faiture to acknowledge the rights of traditional owners who wish to
see their special places preserved and their land managed properly for
the benefit of the Aboriginal people and all Australians.

THE CLEMENT HODGKINSON HISTORIC TRAIL. In 1841, the
explorer and surveyor Clement Hodgkinson travelled through the
Nambucca and Bellingen districts and, after returning to England,
published "Australia, from Port Macquarie to- Moreton Bay' in which
he describes his travels in rich detail. Part of Hodgkinson's historic
route passes through the Dungir Conservation area to its highest peak,

. Bowra Sugarioal “..xscending & fong thickly-wooded sfope, which led

us fo the summit of 3 bigh range...we had & beautifif view from the
sammit we were now ypon. To the westward, amidst & copfused mass
of mountsins rising deyond mountains, covered with upiversal forest,
the eve could trace the decp, namow valleys [ull of brush, of the
streams forming the Nambuces, curing wfo the decp mountan
recesses. ™ It was in this vicinity that Hodgkinson and his Aboriginal
guides cncountered the Gumbaynggir, 7They sewm mchned fo be
prefiy fendly, and were of greal assistance in cnabling us fo get
rapidly through the entangled briars i the brush, which they besf
down with ther boomerangs; and in showimg us the best crossig
places over the rocky, stecpsided creeks and gullies, wihich we
contmusally encountered.”



inadequately reserved  suballiance  Bagkhousia _mydifplia. -

- Tristapiopsis. The cucalypt and brushbox
forest types recorded so far include tallowwoed - Sydney blue gum
(Type 47), New England blackbutt (Type 163), brush box (Type 53),
Brey gum - grey iranbark - white mahogany (Type 62) and dry
blackbutt (Type 37). Forest Types 53, 62 and 37 are considered
inadequately reserved whilst Type 47 is noted by the Forestry
Commiission 1o be 74 vy valusble Dpe wihich can, however, be
dillrcult o regemerate satisfactorry. ™

SPECIAL PLANTS. To date, approximately 450 plant species are
known lor the Dungir Conservation Area, including 4 species with a
Rare or Threalened Australian Plant (ROTAP) code, 6 specics
extending beyond their previous known southern limit, and four
species of biogeographical significance. The ROTAP species are

ila a prey ironbark (2R), E. fusiformis the
Nambucca ironbark (2R), Bgsistoa flovdii Five-leaved bonewood
(2RCi), and Amorphospermum whitei the rusty plum (3RCa). The
species at their new southern limit are Rauwenhoffia leichardtii Zig
Zag Vine, Eupomatia bennettii Small Bolwarra, Epdiandra compressa
Queensland Greenheart, Jasminum dallachii Soft Jasmine, Bosistoa
foydii and Bochmera platyphylla var, austroqueenslandica Native
Ramie. Regionally rare and significant plants arc Asplenium
attenuatum  Simple Spleenwort (uncommon/poorly collected but
widespread), Deeringia arborescens Climbing Decringia (disjunct
distribution), Daphnandra sp. Black-Leaved Socketwood (disjunct
distribution, near southern limit), and Boghmeria platyphylla var,
austroqueenslandica (near southern limit). More comprehensive and

systematic surveys would probably record additional species wath new
southern limits due to the southerly position of the Dungir
Conservation Area within the Macleay-MacPherson overlap zone.

FAUNA. To date, a total of 136 terrestrial vertebrates have been
recorded within the Dungir Conservation Area by natural scientists,
including 23 mammals, 83 birds, 14 reptiles and 13 amphibians. The
fauna are largely l[orest-dependant and sensitive to the effects of
habitat fragmentation and modification. Strategies proposed by the
Forestry Commission to ameliorate the impacts of logging on fauna
will not amount to more that a token attempt at wildlife conservation
and local population declines and local extinctions of species may be
anticipated to result from [orestry operations. The Fauna Impact
Statement prepared for forestry operations did not meet basic legal

requirements (e.g. the survey was not stratilied) and in any case has -

yet to be approved.

SPECIAL ANIMALS. Dedication of the Dungir Conservation Area
can be readily justified on the basis of biological conservation as the
area supports a significant number of species that are listed on
Schedule 12 of the National Parks and Wildlife Act. The known
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ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT. In a previous court

case concerning Mistake State Forest (Bailey v. Forestry Commission

of NSW), the judge stated that 7 am satisfiod that the proposed
fogeing aperations of the Forestyy Commussion and the contractfors
must be likely fo pose a substantia/ threst fo fandscape stability in the
subyect arca i the longer ferm. ” and ordered that an EIS be prepared

and that it specilically include ~.defs which would enable the
forestyy Commussion o asscss properly the extent of bphy
dispersible sub-sofls in srcas proposed for logemng asctivitres.”
Unfortunately, the soil consultants report included with the EIS is

flawed as only limited soil chemical analysis was undertaken for the

large and heterogeneous ‘hanging rock’ soil landscape unit.

SOIL EROSION HAZARD. Soil erosion hazard must thercfore be
assessed with relerence to the most recent Standard Erosion
Mitigation Guidelines for Logging producéd by the Department of
Conservation and Land Management which would rate Mistake State
Forest as "high' to ‘extreme’, but mostly as ‘extreme’. Soil loss
associated with forestry operations from such an area would probably
constitule a major water pollution event and cause significant changes
to the ecology and hydrology of the Nambucca River. Such impacts
could be long-term and cumulative given that gullying is a feature of
soil crosion in this area and effective post-logging regeneration may
not occur.

BIOLOGICAL DIVERSITY. The Dungir Conservation Area is very
rich in both plant and animal species, athough additional carefully
planned and stratificd studics are required before knowledge of the
flora and fauna present can be considered adequate. This diversity is
a result of the role of the Greal Escarpment as a core refuge for native
species, the altitude and aspect range of the area (100-800 metres,
0-360°) and its position within the Macleay-MacPherson [loristic
overlap zone (where tropical and temperate species overlap) along
with the range of natural habitats represented.

VEGETATION. Preliminary aerial photograph interpretation
indicates that significant areas of old growth forest remain scatered
throughout the Dungir Conservation Area, more often on the south-
facing slopes but sometimes covering entirc catchments. Vegetation
survey results have established that three rainforest sub-lorms are
present, namely, subtropical, warm temperate, and dry rainforest.
Warm temperate rainforest is represented by the Ceratopetalym /
Schizomena - Caldcluvig suballiance and the inadequately reserved

- suballiance.
Subtropical Rainforest is represented by the suballiances Roryphora -
' - ide - Ficus - and Sloanca

1 - g

Caldcluvia awong with the inadcquately reserved Ficus-Dysoxvium
fraseranum / Toona - Dendrocnide

ide suballiance. Dry rainforest is

-2-



Geography | _{Ercm Esn:a:pmemlj LMad:ay'MEcPhcrson Ovedap
Water catchment - : Low-Mid Elevation
Steep Topogrephy | | Geomorphology i High Reinfall & 169 - 800 Meuss
Mouly 1625+ degrses| |Landscape Evoivaon| [T andslip / Siumping } Rainfali Erosivity
| T T 360° Aspect Range
Soil Landscape Road Corstruction| | Water Concentration e
th - hunging rack Removal of Suppest | | SUip-Plape Fermatiza "_‘_Zlm
1 1 -
Soil Type  HGeotogy HBasalt Enrichment| [Steeply Dppng] | [T Tmgered LVM
Visishls Red, Mckays Roud Buali | | Faulted Strata Species & Dry Sclerophyli
Brrwa Yellew T i
Pedzclics Five Day Phytiite Quartz | | gt:::rv d Wet Sclerophyll
Y L{Speicly Heterogeneons  FiVeins M .{ﬁ
Swurface (A1) Horizen Meumershased Sedimentary [ | Present Communites Werm Temperate Ramforest
Nt ReaZily Dirpersible I T I Subtropi 1
: P Landholder ubtropical Ramlorest
Subeols {Antanomy Mincs] | Quari Coystal] Water Use I — =]
Diip:tib!e Affected Dy
when Exposed [Gul!y Erosionl Increased Solute, 10-28 yeazs (7) -| 0ld Growth Forest ]
I I Suspended Sediment,
Subsodl |[Sod | twater | Turbidity butless || 2:;;-:1” Loss of Invertebrates
E-l[m Erosion| | Pollution | | Pasticulate Organic Matter Affected || Loss of Fsh Fama | -
L

1 1
Vegetation | |Overdand Erosion]| - Streambank Erosion |
N

Systems Model for Land Management

"in the Dungir Conservation Area.

Landuse options within the i)ungir Conservation Area are constrained by a
multitude of interacting factors. To consider the consequences of cither
vegetation retention (A) or timber extraction (B), simply follow the lines
connecting these land management options to the various environmental

and cultural factors.

A

Removal . Pore Space | | Loss of Stream-dependent

T _Ilm:rcmed Runoft M [Sedimentation Reduced Flora end Fauna
Timber , Pocks Fiied] |
Extraction {HCourt Action [Decrensed Streem Depth] {Poo ¢

| ——Y— Increased Flooding Birthing Heles F— ] B
Inadequate - o -
nspact {Scared Trees] [Surface Sies] [Sacred, Spaitual Sies Mammals [Bires
Assessment I
. — Mostly Wet & Dry

c I - Special Aboriginal Places | Sclerophyll Forest

orottation | | [Aborigeal Land ——{ Buh Tadber}— '
Cn!lwlﬂahm I m;xg ?‘:h[ 1oh Tucrer !U]u]soinﬂ.n.mf' omtl
Legilan Ll |Aboriginal Heritage | Bush:‘dedicine}
& Regulation Cultural H Prehistory [ Contact HEuropean History HClement

) Heritage Hodgkirson's

Lend Towtm Treck
Menngement | —_—— | )
Optiors —{Eomprehmsive Scientific SmdjﬂHl’egetation Re!mﬁon]—{Commaﬁon Area Dedicatiéa |
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SAVE THE MESTM(E

COME TO THE ANCIENT FOREST AND EXPERIENCE

OLD GROWTH DREAMING

WHILE YOU STILL CAN - KEEP THE WORLD

WILD AND FREE

CAMPS OF FOREST SURVEYORS AND PROTECTORS HAVE BEEN ESTABLISHED
IN THE MISTAKE STATE FOREST, IN THE NAMBUCCA WATERSHED HALFWAY
BETWEEN SYDNEY AND BRISBAN E. THE FOREST CAMPS ARE BASES FOR ANY-
ONE WHO WISHES TO LEARN TO SURVEY THE FOREST BY WALKIIN G
THROUGH AN AMAZINGLY DIVERSE REGION,

LEARN TO IDENTIFY PLANTS AND ANIMALS, BIOREGIONS AND ECOSYSTEMS
WALK THROUGH CANOPIED RAYNFOREST WITH TRAINED FLORA AND FAUNA SPECIALISTS
COME TO A KOORI CULTURE CAMP - LEARN ABOUT THE REAL BUSH, COOKING BY FIRE
AND DRINKING PURE WATER
EXPERIENCE ANCIENT, DREAMING TREES - UNTIL NOW NOT KNOWN TO STILL EXIST IN

THEIR NATURAT STATE - SPE ANIMALS BELIEVED TO BE EXTINCT
EXPERIENCE THE EARTH, SUN, MOON AND STARS IN THE WILD
LEARN TO SURVIVE AND LEARN TECHNIQUES WHICH HELP SAVE THE PLANET
LEARN ABOUT YOUR IMPACT ON THE ECOSYSTEM DIRECTLY

ALL FOR FREE
r; Tt : - \
» é’;) ACCsS\BLE Ry  Two W€
R - PRWE, 1AST PevpoL G ARAVILLE (_DM’)
t?’ :. ' ‘: MA..._L_S\JIL L-l‘, Cy\,\(‘ﬁﬂ‘)
P /.
- LING \"/
. ‘e\o :" _\\\ . : ’?’.
-,‘ \‘-\ P f:v"l\\L '1’
f;f' . I'S‘k-'i-, RS . R ‘}:t\':;.i%
' - Hoacm 0D o
% o TN
q:, : B""KRA ' =1 .\‘\\r\’ :
PR ¢ L TN e
) : : &
' ’ /Q: " . ‘—h_-——‘b"‘_‘ ‘}K "; "——'-‘_.—__-)
. Com-™
Ro

PHONE FOREST DIRECT; {(018) 6556 289 FOR MORE INFORMATION
or phone (02) 299 2541 or (065) 644 108
BRING BEDDING, ANY CAMPING GEAR, FOOD, VEHICLES, RADIQ OR
COMMUNICATIONS EQUIPMENT, ROPE, WRITING & DRAWING EQUIPMENT, MUSICAL
INSTRUMENTS, TOOLS, ETC - OR JUST BRINC YOURSELF =
PLEASE LEAVE DOMESTIC ANIMALS AND PRECONCEPTIONS BEHIND -
NO DOGS, CATS, RATS ETC IN ENDANGFRED ANIMAL HARITAT PLEASE!

PLEASE COPY THIS AND PASS IT ON. OM GAIA!
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. MAaMBLUCCA

ts A Mistake!

The Mistake Forest rides the ridges from
the Great Dividing range almost to the
sea, in the Nambucca Valley area which is
exactly halfway between Sydney and
Brisbane. Tt contains the last intact sub-
iropical coastal forest in Australia and is
currently being logged by the NSW
Forestry Commission (EC).

The Mistake is home to ot Jeast 24 endangered
species of animals and many threatened species of
planis. As you read this, trees which sustain
breeding colonies of koalas are being cut in the
Mistake. Extremely rare animals are being killed
by the F.C., which is issued a ‘Licence to Kill
Endangered Species' by the National Parks and
Wildlife Service (NPWS),

The Mistake s a walershed which actually pro-
ditces pure, fresh water and retains it through
droughts. Old Growth (unlogged forest) canopy
produces water - cut Forest sucks it up. Old
Growth forests are now known to he our only
somrce of pure, fresh water - a fact known to the
Koori people since their Creation.

The Mistake contains many sites of significance to
the tncal Koori people. A Koori Embassy hag been
established in the Mistake Forest by representa-
tives of the local Gumbanggerti Tribe, who have
inhabited the Nambucca and surrounding area
since ancient times. Accredited flora and fauna
surveyors are camped with them, finding mote
endangered plants and animals every week. Qur
camps are in the middle of the forest, surrounded
by perfect examples of (so far) untouched
Rainforest and other Old Growth of extraordinary
beauty - which is some of the most diverse and
compiex yet studied.

VAL ZOMS ASSOc.

This is the latest phase in a long series of activities
by local yesidents intent on saving these last
forests for all time. In 1987 Trevor Baily,’ A resident
of the upper reaches of South crcek west of
Bowraville, became concernencd about the silta-
tion of the creek below farestiry nperanéns oecur-
ring at the time. He was able to legally : force the
forestry commission to prepare an envl.ronr.nental
impact statement (EIS) before logging could pro-
ceed. The EIS was done and although deemed
inadequate for many reasons by its critics, logging
recommenced in the Mistake State Forest in
October 1992,

WATER CATCHMENT

The Environment Protection Authorily (EPA)
gives the F.C. a licence to pollute waters through-
out NSW. This forest is part of the water catch-
ment area for three towns, bvocoastal setflements
and hundreds of farms. Several research studies
show that Old Growth (100 years or more) yields
miore than 3 times as much waler to its doywn-
streamn creeks and rivers as does regrowth - and
releases it slowly through dry times. In these stud-
ies Old Growth yielded 12 megalitres of walPr per
heclare per year while regrowth (7 years aftcr log-
ging) used 3 megalittes per hectrare per ycar.
These studies were done in Victoria. Resylts from
a study by the F.C. in the Karuah River catchment
on the north coast of NSW indicate a similar trend
- which will culminate in coastal deserts if we
don't change course NOW., The long-term effects
Lo our communities, towns, industries .m(_i cities
are already likely to be disastrous. We all nead
water, .

EROSION

42% of this forest is over 25 degree slopes, Areas
up to 35 degrees are being logged. Experts agree
that logging of roading in areas over 25 dégrees is
a huge erosion risk.

In some other forests on ihe North Coast, Inggmg
s allready hanned over 25 degrees.

Professor ], Mc Garity, an eminent svit scientist
who has studied Mistake SF, says logging and
roading on on steep Jands (over 25 degrees) will
lead to considerable erosion and scrious tnitial
pollution of the nearby stream system. The risk of
permanent damage to the soil and aquatic envi-
ronment is too great to allow the logging t:f_) pro-
ceed, :

OLD GROWTH

2,140 Ha of 0ld growth remain in Mmtake Forest.
1,600 Ha of this is planned to be logged by the
l‘OItSU"r Commission.
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The logging of the remaining old growth wit!
Cost the Nambucea Shire at least 27 thousand
megalitres in lost water yield per year, Professor
H. Recher estimates there are less than 5% of NSw
forests remaining as old growth.

The Nambucea Shire is nearly finished the proc-
ess of logging the last of its old growth. This
was due to be flnished in 1984,

The National Forest Policy Statement, signed by
Premier Fahey, is not being adhered 1o in the
Mistake Forest. It states that Forest agencies wiil
avoid damaging high conservation old growth
forests until regional assessments arc done. No
Forestry Commision Enviromental Impact State-
ments have assesed O1d Growth foresls,

WILDLIFE

Atleast 24 endangered species - Including Koalas,
Yelow-bellied Gliders, Sooty Owls, Spolted-
Tailed Quolls, Sphagnum Frogs, Rufous Sciub
Birds, Farma \v¥a llabies, Long-nosed Fotoroos, rare
bats and many more creatures have been found in
the Mistake, The NPWS has stated that the
Mistake State Forest EIS was inadequate, especial-
ly the surveys for endangered species and the pre-
scriplions to protect them.

The NPWS requited a Fauna Tmpact Stalement to
be done. This has not yel been deemed adequate
by the NPWS and is likely to be rejected - mean-
while, the FC is still logging,

NPWS recommendations include:

* Establishing a flora reserve

* Doing additional specific surveys

* Linking Old growth Areas with wildlife corri-
dorg

* Relention of specific species of eucalypts (Grey
Gums, Grey Ironbarks, White Mahoganles) as
these have almost been wiped out on the range.

* Leaving all Brush Box trees which have a rainfor-
est understory

NONE of the above recommendations have been
met and logging continues under a “temporary’
LICENCE TO TAKE AND KiLL ENDANGERED
FAUNA which was issued STATE-WIDE with no
environmental assessment by Parlament - to keep
the timber industry going.

The NPWS has the power to enforce its recomten-
dations. It has so far failed to do so.

ABORIGINAL SITES

The mistake forest is rich in Aborlginal sités - one
of them being a ceremonial Bora Ring. Mountajn
peaks are also of significance. It i thought the
Mistake area was where the "clever men® of the
Gumbangerrie tribe retreat for meditations, where
they would be vislted by the wise spirits and
given advice.

The EIS states that the commission will consull
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with local Aboriginal Land Councils aniil give
them detailed maps before logging. ;

No consuliations arc yet recorded on the Land
Councils’ books and no maps have been provided,
NPWS has recommended that the F.C. survey for
and map archaeological sites before logging - but
this has not yet occured,

The EIS stated that full consultation with Land
Counclls would occur before logging the upper
slopes and peaks, and that contractors whuld be
trained in recognising sites and artefacts, This has
not occurred either, :

JOBS

Jobs are not only provided by logging. They
come from tourism, maintenance and consiruct
fen of public facilities, the commercia) re creation
industry (ie. cabins, trailrides,dwd lours éct.)
These are more sustainable to the Jocal economy
in the long tern. ‘

The EIS for Mistake says work will be provided
for a contracting team of 3 men for a period of five
years to log the old growth remaining (to'get
12,040 cubic metres per year) and then the cut witl
reduce to the sustainable Jevel of 9,400 cubic
metres per year.

The custbenefit analysis of logging sleep,; upper
catchment areas has not yet been done. Things
such as reduced water yield, soi) erosion, air and
water quality degradation, loss of species, Toss of
scientific, educational, cultural and tourist
resource have not been taken into account; .
In 77 years of managing the public forests of NSw
for the peaple of NSW the Forestry Commission
has succeeded in going into debt for 110 mjliton -
dollars. Our Old Growth forests are nearly'gone
and we have paid to have then carted away,

Local people have given up on the I.C. and are
now conducting surveys of their own at thq'i.r own
expense, Their time is being used productl}rely
studying and enjoying their environment, i

A delailed, independent proposal tg turn the
Mistake Forest into a National Park is now under-
way - but local District Farester Steve Rayson has
said there is "no way" the F.C. will turn this land
over to National Parks, :

Local peaple have been camped in the Mistake for
monihs, walking through and surveying f.h{:se
extraordinary forest bioregions. Come and élxperi-
ence them for yourself! The forest s very clpse (o
the coast and accessible by any two wheel drive
vehicle. If you can't come yourself, please copy
this and/or pass it on. :

You can send donations of meney, foad or equip-
nient {0.the Old Grow!h Survival Fu nd, ¢/- the
Bcllingéh E:\vhonmetst Centre, PO Box 152}
Bellingen, 2454, .

Om Gaia! :
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Nambucca Valley
Conservation FO.Box 123,

- A9 sociati on Bowraville, 2449, ]
L | ' ' Nsw " Ph/Fax (065) 647608
- 3\ C. n ; . y
The District Forester, . ne. - ’C}b""‘v 18, 1993 -. -
. Mx“Steve.Rayson, ' : C .

Urunge District, : "

PO Box.63,. .

Urunga. 2455 NSW, | i

S . e Ce R

.D'aa.'r"‘s;fr,m“. Co o o coL R e I LR L ViRvSe, U308

L . . . . M B ’ K .. \'.'1".:{&{{;;‘ r‘ *': ‘f
' Please find below our comments and requests for ammendment to the '~ .-

. Dra.fttHarves‘bing ‘Plan for compartments 341 apd 342 in Mistake State
. Foresat, T

'1'.6-0@3011-1'. prior to final decision on any Harvegting Plan for 34;/;?,42‘,;’ .

], Becommend: That fauna surveys be undertaken in the 0ld growth mapped.

, ' ‘aread within 341/342 prior to logging. (In line with the
National Forest Policy, the Commissionts Corporate Plan
objective of ecologival sustainability and regognising the
current temporary license to take and kill endangered fauna
Wwas granted without fauna agsessment,) i'w kot qoung fo acuept fatvecs

3 Recommend: That the new Standard Erosion Mitigation Guidelines (5/3/93)"
) be ‘applied to opts ra:{'.ML:L/MZ especially t?;e'.Univ'ers'al Soil Yoss
' .Eﬁz‘dﬁ?f&%ﬂifm m&:%“-.m Ma “ :‘i"‘!dts b WS“’;;‘%"* ke e & ]
- L h . Mr\.wmu.nk.s,lmt(.‘.q. Lal A '-’OW‘LM
3. Recommend: ThL¥, “due B8 Forestry Commissiont s asacaaneit of %orTﬂr S_P Corun, Ma@j
year's ago re.opt, 342 ¢ . "Little regeneration frow old,ﬁm%

operation, Frobably too much fire over the years" 4t be 4.

acknowledged that the regrowth areas within 342 are' not yet

ready to be logged again, wk beleve 't can lae longed rgat "‘"“*‘0“‘*"'—"3‘%

4. Recoumends That due to the photos and verbal testimony of deeply eroded .
(10 feet and more) old snig tracks, Forestry Couwmission
acknowledge that environmental damage and degradation from
801l erosion has been caused by previous logging operations

. in these cowpartments; we &cka - fla wA Tle ot i~ Some - .
o Orroa tane Was giosiom Cauoed . | howaand el flad pardic. anan,,
6 Recormmend: That specific testing be undertaken to establish the risk
) of mass wasting from either snig tra.cktg or logging is non-, .
existent, e looted priliyhard Oue~ bulh olcm C il
: W, SV @Mwwmj + Aot beio ) v 'd Gaﬁ%«.?‘uke,.pufadfnﬂ
4 Recommend: That no 1 geing be. permitted on slopes greater than 25% 1
@R‘ecdu‘mend: Tha]‘lé ;he lgﬁation of ma.joi snig Erac}cc; be surveyed and
' - marked on the plan prior to eonstruction, .
CNo wuuléeemdagbj. Man A aadess Likhan o pur tRaen
8. Recommen&: That log duwps be marked on the plan for cpt, 341,
_ v|£,‘w_,,;aL. deb addit oiadl How e i tl hoe vaede :
q. Recommend: That log dumps be numbered on the plan for ease of iden-
: - tification and reference; . 0K, Yoo - :

L= N0 wef9 dovdh have s hive b coma ¥ ngpact .. '
{ L"c,{:s care for the environment... Life depends on It -

Yuw

' 2 Waavpeot ‘resm-_ e oocuns DO wowead dunt W . T N ' et
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2
e W el adopt Heod pMﬂiﬁg{fM&(S .
;0. Recomnend: That no logging take place within filter strips, q
g.zv\{_.r‘c mtmem-.AW, 20 AN SRl 4 e Loz, %%M.dr\.w e
/1. Recommend: That the Coffs Harbour Code of Loggmg Practice be applied -
to these epts,as they are now in the Coffs Harbour Forestry

Region., (Smaller catchments warrant a fllter gtrip in this
-code.) Na - . . .

/z,Réébmﬁlend- That protection from logging also a.pply to  all uaJor dralnage.
, ' lines as marked on the attached map in a pink dotted line to
) a distance .of 12 ptt:icres on either gside,. g prv SENG ‘s
@Reeommerid: That grid north be ad justed 90° to the correoct position, -
— ey ik A

/4. Recotmends That two observers from NVCA be invited to go with Forestry
Conmission officers on their inspection/field trip to cpts,
for which o draft Harvesting Plan is %o be drawn up in order
to gain an appreciation of the thinking behind the harvesting
plans (ie learn to appreciate a "timber" perspect:.ve rather than

" N A i ote

purely a "nature W11dlife perspective) o {LM bkowﬂw

/§ Recowmend: f‘ft%’q; aﬁ'&”ff‘{%{;m rdis ove Wﬁ%ﬁt& on ¥he a attached

‘ map in pale oran fluorescant ex luded from loggin -

QLP %‘_ 10555/3 %rwk e wf‘wfﬁ J ret Cdsgq'g. - f_\

{6, Becommend: That the rainforest arcas marked on t.he attached map in bright
green (and marked on the forest type map as type 53, Brush‘box)

he excluded from logglng.d
e o e

/1. Recomend-LThat the aYcal TwTked 1:?épaie %\szrplu on"&t’he attached map ‘bﬁa
excluded from togging for tne pupose of visual protection
along the ridgeline and along Alco and Kosekai Roads,
Mo . ‘-a") 0%
/%, Recommend: That the area hatched in blue on the attached map be excluded
from logging for the purpose of creating inf:.ll for a contiguow
area of Preserved Natural Forest, e

' AD.
/9 Recommend: That any final Harvesting Plan be wmade aval}aaie io IWCA
' ' a week prior to any loggmg cotmencing, we'fi e—uw
“e e.usm-\ch(a:LLj coovils g, Phove caxe w&‘l«'\;};—aaﬂ ria—«« b"{"‘

20. Recowmend: That Forestry Commission note that the South Arm Catchment 95?“"
Protection Group is commissioning independent studies of
We nofe fauna, erosion hazard and conservation valueswithin Mistake
- 275 g State Forest; that the outcome of these studies could ammend.
R our present positlon of acknowledging that, should all our
{4; e v «Lrecormnendations be adopted and the informtion yielded be
i ifavourable to logging,then sowe limited selective logzing

Vs
&/’—/ l'wou.:l.d be acceptable, - 9 ol adao a.mw@«:(

;}Mdfjw ?@.V oy co-nﬁtdvla-'fwvu %W!‘ﬂ?—aﬂoé

2 ovedan uﬂn.#u»é" ‘oﬁmmps
' us,eAn-aachad
Wi wasnt wam:smfﬁf‘e

p:zc.u«ui
. (&)Q_ el uxmﬁs ang.e.

w@’”S"‘“’"-v‘




Over 35° (NuA )

, \‘:‘ N a__Em "F"“&( Shtf)(F¢/
AN {ajpz 53 Bvishba

P bour\dcuj SF
N % Wt bovndaay

B ndge + road buf!d
amam: Nico Road
//f/ mfoil RM‘ ( M

E' —l! 1\ 2 R CF.L-_)

N

y -
lllll — Y

-

-
VAT

f a

Ly,

L)

000S1 / 1 9Jedg

O

Sanawr g [EAINIT] INOJuU0

< \ _JJM *_Jusurprediuo)) 1S310,]  2)0)G s
| AP Y Q%™ &.D».g,.,qﬂ ANTTIANCOT 2T DI ITer 1



el P ‘*
ﬁ e Mistare Spate Forest

. 8-(“&# Lla.w-w ” ‘
i Ploun cpls 3% [242 Msfrke

(@_wd M M welot Puscedt 7/
Counad oo pase & o fo “Tiom [Monko fles 7

o cpts 3430z map

ey,

Sl Survey froa (we waedd i forest?)




ADDENDUM TO SHIRE CLERK'™S REPORT
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Urunga District Harvesting Plan
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Scale 1/ 15000 Contour Interval 10 metres
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HARVESTING PLAK URUNGA MANAGEMERT AREA

RTHERK REGION

. N
URUNGA DISTRICT State Forest Boundary

| . Compartment Boundary

o Filter Strips e i i
. H e -
ot GENERAL DETALL - ; | Preserved Natural Forest E;*’”““‘*“*
£TAl ; . . i e

A
1. Area_Pescription - I reas above 35°
/ ! Wet Weather dumps
1.1 Location State Forest -~ Mis ke 5. F 0.525
Compartwent - 341 and 3» .
Gross Ares - Cp, ha, Cpt 342 -196ha - .
ast Eﬁ;
A Nett Area (Lo be logged 300ha

2. Operation Description

2.1 QOperation Tvpe
This legging will be a . fully intdg
gselection and single tree logging
quote, salvage and sleeper’ 4 sawlog

ed opération based on group
es, girders, veneer lTP

2.2 Licensees

411 licensees within Urgnga Dis riiz-:::-:urchase products from this
operation, subject to epaagf igte licence endorsements and sales
arrangements being made:

*2.3 Contractor

—_—
ross)

Agricultural Develosn Pty Lid, trading as Hillery Bros
Pty Ltd.
- 2.4 Volume Estimates f(
S Poles Piles and Gi .

Veneer 150

Quota 2100

Salvage and Sleepers _1200
3500m3




- 2 -

2.5 nur
All State Forest, none leased

2.6 Map See attached

ecin)l Features 2.6.,1 Boundaries adjoining P.P. .

2.6.2 An area of about 30 ha of forest types
62a & 62b g been reserved {rom logging
as preserved QJatural forest.

PART B OPERATIONAL REQUIREMENTS I
3. Codes and Procedures for Operators I‘-

3.1 an___availability - a copv of th s‘ Harvesting Plan will be
distributed to the contracto ' fF A. ga}ket1ng, Supervising Foreman
and Forester, K.P.&%.S5. and to ﬂti.\.cenéees regueiring & copy.

3.2 Qrder of working. \:‘:J"‘

Most of the harvesting area is suita wet weather operations
gubject to normal operating ures and lfmitations. Work should
commence at the forest boun qprth East end of Alco Road.
~
3.3 oduct specificatjon. Nt

i} Poles Piles and Girders ~~ger™Mustralian Standards.

ii) Veneer ‘&3\\E§fined in specifications of
6 11- 7 for hardwood veneer

in Port Macguarie Region.

uefxned in Appendix One of

the Code of Logging Practices
{Port Macquarie Region).

xmber - All paterial not wmeeting “the

- tandards in (i),(ii) and (iid)

hove, capable of vielding such

products.

- Sawlogs with c.d.u.b. less than
40cn but otherwise peeting
specifications for sawlogs in

- Appendix One of Code of Logging

ii} Compulsory {(Quot, )‘ awlj#s

iv) Sleepers & Oth

v) Thinnings Sa

)
[/

Practices {Port Macquarie
Region).

vi) Hardwood Ex- - All other perchantable logs not
meeting the above
specifications to a woinimun
utilization standard of 20cm

small end diameter under bark.

3.4

3.5

3.6

ngging modifjcatjongegclusion areas

i o . 350 gmay be reduced in
of slopes in the range .25 Y
zzigézg and 1nteﬁsxty by the diregtion of the superv;sxn%lfo;eitir g;
foreman if necessary to reduce V sﬁalhxmﬁac;f;g :ﬂ:i :;d t: ihe %3:0
i i eas the loggl

tgadthjxd:;fr:; &1t;:;de5u2; Bﬁ shall sim at reg%;?1ng 8
b W
higher percentage of the gr e? cr max{mum of crown
retention. h

No logging shall occur uxtﬁﬁn;the area of Preserved Natural Forest .

as shown on the attached map. i

. hard '[
i / l .
s
!
31.5.1 Tree marking code i

‘hﬁd
Trees to be removed mlth g red horizontal line

be

oles). Only rees so marked are to
?rllad red Tr:es i inogawill be parked with & yellow
gir;Zo;tal line, tion of habitat trees which
ghall be marked Recruitment habitat trees
shall be marked wT

Tree and ares marking code

f"“--— -

3.5.2 Ares parking code

inery, but beyond which trees
lter strip, visual resource
arked with double horizontal

A line not to b ossed by

may be Trem ed e

protection & ?}

vellow lines, ke

{ ?

A line whi h, may ‘nbt be crossed with machinery, nor have

! ves

e d‘-hgyo d it or across it (g.g. reser .

:::::rvaixié“ ﬁ hall be marked with a diagonal
vello¥ cross (x).

snig tracks requxrlng construction may
paint. Duwmp sites may also be marked

Roads, tqﬁﬁﬁé
be oark Fith o
out usin range paln

11 log segregation.

obols should be used in the harvesting

gﬂv;:onmegtal protection prescriptions

&



ot

3.6.1 Roads - No

Alco Road is piped.
table drains.

snigging shall be =&allowed along Kosekai Road.
No debris shall be left in sumps or
Snigging along- Alco Road shall not be

undertaken except with the foremans permission and will only

be approved
comply fully

when absolutely necessary. All road works shall
with the SEMC 1980 or any replacement document

and must be approved by the supfrvisor._

3.6.2 Dumps - as per SEMC's

3.6.3 Drainage Jlines =~ This ar j{ is nithin the Hanging Rock

Landscape Unit for whlc

identified.

shown on the attached
catchoents than prescr1 b\ t }%EMC
SEMC conditions shall b

3.6.4 Snip tracks

of average erodibility.
effective height of

Snig Track Slope

0 - 14 degrees
15 - 19 degrees
20 - 24 degrees
25 - 30 degrees

3.6.5 Mass Wasting
No specifi

Should a
be subject

3.7

r1 of wass wasting has been
jther side of streams are
ve been ‘applied to smaller

Otherwise prevailing

Filter tr
f‘ b a

imp nﬁed

-, The soil in thé area is predominantly

ss banks shall have an

" faress fof mass wasting risk have been identified.

2 gs be identified during logging they shall
fied prescriptions commensurate with the

3.8.1.

rvesting Obiectives.

Harvesting of hardwood trees will be based on the petention
of trees defined by the following criteria.

a) Trees capable of significantly improving their net
economic worth into & subsequent cutting cyvele.
b} The minimizing of danage Lp trees retained for future

economic purposes or for thef naintenances of - vegetative
cover. i

¢) The prevention of danage tg dﬁinfnrest types.

d) The prevention of damage to jtal improvements either
on State Foresis or m:l_)u:nnun,ge .
e} The minimising of sodl; disturbdl toxhat required to
ensure successful regeneratl on' establishmeni®
) The retention of _a;ure or overmature hollow-bearing
gteps at the rate of three treps per hectere to provide for
the habitat requirements bf‘hollou dependant fauna.

£} The retention 3/ ;ecru;j;ént stock at a similar level

for {f) above.
h} Other inherent :attETbuie of individuals or groups of
trees, for example séEB‘warodB ion, outstanding forms or
scientific or educational \’3111(:\%

i) Safety requirements.

3 The
aesthetic, visua
required in Specia

vegetative cover for
roteciion reasons,or B8B

maintgna :
or catchment

nts, harvesting of hardvood trees

hardwood trees
vnl

of trees that satisfy the

Subject to other
will be based on the
following criter'a
a) Trees r highest economic end use for
which market v fAnd economiceally available.

b) Trees, e remp\wm it is judged would result in
more valuablefincre t on ferred retained trees.

c) Treeg, he r al of which it is judged would result in
improved on preferred retained trees.

d} The &9y cul el and econonic management of the stand
would be improv al whole eg, retention of defined site
classes. -

. C,

e} sufficient size to ensure
adequ

f) bject to unrecoverable damage or disease
atts

g) )

h) stand thinning response for
subsequ® A

i) alihodd of death or damage before harvesting in a
subsequent cuttifl cvcle.

3} Special circuostances under which their removal is

unaveidable eg. roadlines, powerlines.




3.8.2.

Habitat Retention

At least three habitat trees per hectare and three
'recruitment’ habitat trees per hectare should be retained.
These habitat trees should be rouped wherever possible.
Additional habitat shall also be r¢t 1ned &5 follows:

Koalas

Where a koala or recent evfddn of
located the tree will be fefained b ith all other
trees within & radius of 100 @etres pending inspection by
a forest officer to determxygﬁhhether or not other koalas are
present in the vicinity. i my

Where it is determined t}é.x a ré:ﬁent colgny is present, (3
or more koalas) the ayei of thel colony plus 8 radivs of 20
metres will be preserved hxltmer Aﬁe colony is-present.

Where only one or two koalas r nt, a 20 metre radius
around each occupied tree shall reserved whilever the

koalas are present

Qala in a tree is

Yellow Bellied Glidehs =\\ —

Where a Yellow Bellied
and 3 immediately adja n
disturbed.

eed .tree is located, this tree
should be retained and not

Sphagnum Frog

Strict adhergngde to S re
streams and
on th;s spedﬁes

Birde of Pgev

ements regarding machinery and
raln%é%/ lines oust be observed to avoid impact

>)
-N~3 t trees of birds of prey {owls, eagles,

are ocqted these trees together with several
e retained.

ecies shall not be unnecessarlly cleared

g€ logging operations in order to maintain
se birds.

or destroyed ri
food sources for t

3.8.3

3.8.4

- 7 -
e T?l dari the logging area

for fenced iState Forest boundaries, the :
E:ﬁﬁgzries shball! foe located and clearly marked with =&

i 3.5.2. Where this
1 ellow icross section ) hi
i;:i:i;y 1orrespoqﬂﬂ‘v1th ree¥ or filter strip boundary it
shall be marked with a doubie yellow stripe as per section
3.5.2. 7___
No trees are r;,be fglled into private property or over an;
fences. Acc1Jzﬂtal ;damage to any fence shall be repaire ‘
iomediately anﬂ Ythe 1|c1dent reperted to the supervising
foreman at the parlxesl bpportunxt\

The first gate on Afce“naend way be left open upon the

M E—— ﬁ "Greenhills", Mr
ment of 1og r A.V. Breeze
:E;S:HCS:.H Bowraville {Ph. 065 647379) is to be notified upen

commencenent of loggin he fence along.Alco Road belonﬁs
to Mr Breeze. 1y to allow ramping of logs on the
ridge along FAlcg ,,ausd! but the fence must be restored upon
cessation of oggqng. by the contractor.

mmatur reas

'ious operations or natural events

Areas of regrowth from

are to be felled within 2 tree lengths of |

; roadf i the road must be closed in both directions
ti ﬂ and snigging is coopleted. The

sUp&PTei

approve methods

forqman shall be consulted and will
such closure in every case.

s shall be excluded {rom harﬂesting. or
vesting 1 be modified by directl?n o?f;hg
sppervisor, protect values subsequently identifie
ring harveftlng such as unusual or rare plapt§ 0{
imals, scefi areas, historic relics or Aborigina

ii)

~y

L
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i R . \
. EART.C CONSIDERATIONS OF wHICH PLAN IS BASED The propensity of these soils within the Hanging Rock Landscape Unit to
. . erode by mass wasting is noted. There will be no_construct?on of minor
: 4. M-LLLJ-V_L_L__L" i Seg roads and major snig tracks will be designed to minioise soil movements
) : eRetation snd Wildlife Descriptive Infom_mﬂ and side cutting wherever possible. Should potential mass wasting areas
i i p i ifi i i logging ipntensities shall be
eld In t _a. be identified during the operation the _
SR eneade on 23 g' modified accordingly as per section 3.6 of this plan.
4.1 % ; -5 Hldlife.
L . .
: : i t
The are i P e . A Fauna lmpact Survey has been capri t for this forest pursuan
! into Ja:pe::nsé::sk th.r.he 4"‘.71‘{;"3-? . Lfo Rosekai and Alco roads to the Endangered Fauna Interig Pretectl . ' Fauna Pf concern
elevations rangingefm:, :1:3];:1'.?81003 major tributary of South Arm with within the area &are protected )).’the P s within Section
ut- t .5.L.
. ~ oetres A.5.L.to 450o A.S.L. - 3.8.2 of the plan Y
Approximate gl i ‘ o
siope class arfad areses follows; PART D REGULATION AND CERTIFICATION. j {
0 - 250 i{ iy . . WY
250 350 - i 5 1535:‘ 6. Harvesting Plan Regulation ’_f r" ‘ i'
i I i
2350 = M. B2ha 6.1 ice s I i
'ﬂ""“y—}% .. Licepces l\‘"\-—; -‘
4.2 Forest . All persons operating under thé Vvig of t.hi_s harvesting plan
% i shall be suitably licenced by the Fore 4 monission of N.S.W., and
’ ,_,,.,..--"" shall comply with the licensing requirements of other relevant
- Forest type present Ty eséw“l?,lhckbutg QE%‘%}:%&E : avthorities. /
o T Gugf Hardwood 115ha 6.2 Regulatiops “~ 7/
. . Types Ishbox 48ha i N NS :
et other (1?0 . — Sha Tt All operations undertaken wi\.%}ﬁ lhe plan area shall be carried out
351ha in full coapliance with the follogirt;
4.3  Stend description N, -
w8 Lo . \},- ’ i} Timber, Contragfor asid Operatc Licence Conditieons.
The Nort : Ky ii) Code of Loggi feteT Kacquarie Region, 1988.
in 1984.hemosti:,:.1‘-n °ihth}3 C oad area was logged for poles only iii) Standard Er n Mifi 3 nditions for logging in N.S.W.,
the mid nineteen ift'e‘r‘ wainder of the areas were last logged in 1990 or its lacement.
were cut with thef } pof fend generally only the lower slope areas iv) all relevaﬂ} egisldtion.
the Jaspers Cre 1g removed through the private property in !
areas are substanti 'E‘i{l{. Wi s of the higher elevation, steeper 6.3
for most of th:n 11.‘1 y . J ‘&nd these are the areas preposrd
this plan. Th ﬂ*ggm‘Ctlon subject to the other provisiong of A copy of this westing p is required to be available within
subjected to p, y r;:r . d 62b forest types sppear to have been the harvestin at all times that felling, snigging or
N Property, € coming uqhill from the private environmental a\nage) is being undertaken
4.4 6.4
. Non compli plan or with other conditions, codes and
antly ‘;1_];5‘;-.0“3 and siliceous sandstone laws relating esult in formal action being taken in the
. GEPEE erodibility. With the o lusi f f Warnin Penalty Notice or Suspension of Licences
areas of 5] P . xclusion of orn of =& g v p
" 3 qoejdbove 3% and -filter 5Lrips being applied to depending on the severity of the breach.

:;:ea::ec;?fegralig;gehlines having catchments substantially }esg than
e h ?
as averoon tares, the overall erosion hazard ig assegsed




Certification
7.1 an preparatio £ i

;

7.1.1 Preparation - Prepared by Nage

Signature I ¥
f

i

Title
Date h;f ..... i
G,
7.1.2 Approval - Approved bj Nape S
: Signature § § R TN e
Title § § R
Date £ 58 e e
S
Y

7.2 Plan_completion

Field operations have been satisfactory completed.
R adbiainind

Nane
Signature
Title

Date

LY ]

L
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Mistake Forest Frotection Group AP T T

The rDllthﬂﬁ is & ligt of obhseryvece breaches of the Pmde
o “OGYING Cractioes o s s TR

LA NN E ' LT

Ao @ted, dervice
Ytaroara £rogiop MELAaation Condit: ome Foi- Logaing 1n. NSW.
1990 (8. E.M.0.) ., Harvest flan sop Caunpartments 308 & .3
Migstake Statre Forest, Environmnental impact Statement
(£.I1.8.) and Fauna Impact Statement (FuinBuy.
Ay

BLOCRESLOC 08 wilor . ariruiinteea the logging
LRI AT S 4w P LI T ey AN Aok,
WIS RER 0 SANES0A e e GENwe L LhE Logoers ‘Wiavm
YR SeEn any koalag?? '
"Not today," he reniieo, .
"What about on other dave, " she asked. He retused to
answer the gusstior o : v

Br o trhe o

HeE d s mumpa e AT e Temin et whesire
SLMR L Tiad Obvii o e e R LY L L Ty LEEY CuUms ‘
wienin Logoing COUDE &l Slalaig oo e strounded By 'Jf
extensive logging. ' >

FLWHETr OLULS E\f"E.“'é\r ware

Using a clinomets:
Ll DA DECmisRinl

sHOWN w6 wxcoeeg N
SADDE D et i;:n.‘; L L T o o Gnly Witk

H@TLTIC GUNRON L LaT 1N, o T soady traversed
iills which eacesden tras Clipf, whise in other Are&s
logging was undertaben. I'n one instance, a large Bluegum -
bost down a TG degires sloow. «rd 1eft in a gully withff
LhE whapped Brilty mable gril. AUEIREC Srounc Lt :

WL

LN e O L AEy T FTTNPRpnp

PR b, .o , ".ﬁ}."l"". g Ly

Skl ultn bt GWTen pEUDLE, L hoted the
EOME larde Joscrwouoz of the oiu road but'
ies Mmoo gavs Latar, ohase Coacnwoods - ;
NoT O N TP P T e I e Instance -
‘ S SO L ha@anEred g vake put Y
AU erTIVO L e et woed e bhizan

' VG, '

BT A 1} VR

o drEInans opairar o,
TALS FOSUWOrY was done wzttht SUTwiT o taping to mark its
wollargs AT leaut Crr o cLm e hy nid Lrirough the

z AU LWL S&YE e e & A TAnga s sulldozar,

S N N TeLOID L BLTra
T LIRS L CTA L T v =50 '

Wher CEDEETRALlY asked by o Lyint Drrego of Nambucoa

SO ANl OTNerS o TEE PR e g e Harvest ™lan

GO LT L E D W e R Ry Johin
shhoooo g s T - A - ' el e
T . VI BT Coe I L T R N
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3

Thism site was alse extensively ~gworees and buried by the f,.;lﬁ{'
bulldezer after its repair. . TGS x
A major.and repeated observation was the inadequacy of
maps used by forestry to obtain their base data — the so-
called forest type maps. In many cases these completely
misrenressntes the actual forest present in the coups,
and vet fogging Mad e oTeEosd a5 LY Lress Mmaps weres
corvect. Intrusions orTo BYoHDibed old growbh and
ratmtrorest ar#ag wers ri{e.
NO wildlife corvidors have been:designatecg for harvest ’
nlans within the Miztake 5.F.. Tnis is entirely ' _ . )
inadeguaia. ' o e
e
' ,’\_.:.-: 2
..0._4"..‘»' _' P
‘I\.
4.

In a nunber of instances. trees wers marked with

conflicting evmbois 2o -evatn AN cut them. In_ﬁmme o ﬁ)
1nEtances these wereg Failedr 1o othevs they wers not. . “ﬁg
An: Aboriginal artefact - a stone danyger was found in |
the micdle of a clozed temporary road. The Commission has T
stated that its staff will be traired in the recognition Ty
of such artetacts - and arcnasclocrtal sites - hefore U

3 oaai :'1(',‘ L ot DA Y o W) L

Wheo T TR TANW Reen conpleted? o {.
6t s :

Ertment hich were obvicusly
”J] neos P nad a road nushed

B Y O A

CUT B0 M EED OY SDor ST R
tihrougn LtE CentitE. Waa thnis speciticaslly approved? The N
EIG % VIS cousim that no loggrng on upper slopes will - 7 i)
COMMENCE w;ThmuL consultation with raegional Land o .f
thu-c*'= raville Lards Counc:l nas not been contacted
Goeat yrme e the uppsr slopes in the plan . ~
SR LI LA AY . ' '
Guedea. Ded A, ML, EIS Determination
1
The Harvest Flan claims that approx. &0% of the plan area
i over 2% degrees 1n 2iope. Yet an analysis of the EIS . .00 o
Slape ToraeEs Ml G198 A TwELAG o oonma Lo 40%. Whick is
il Mk o T
Frovisions o the Harvesr Prac U700 vil te retain ldrge
Bilackbortt over l4ucm at birsasy helght are apparently
UgE L @Es, as there are sSrrually ne Blackputt over this
drameta of Lhe compartments. (v s ampessiole to guage .
whaeher oo aeTra 100 o0 § deriwet TeeRe over L00Ccm at
- .-'i’



breast height have been retainsed in addition to
prescirioed habitat trees, but this seems unl]laly £rom
cﬂa SE VAT LN,

A number of areas in the compartments were observed to be
Cslopes in excess of 35 degrees - yet these areas are not
marked as such on the Harvest Flan - nor, for that
matter, the E.I1.8.. ;

photographs

la : . . : .
An @xample of regular blading off in the Mistake btate
Forest on a closed off sectidn of road which also has
inadequate cross-bank spacing for drainage.

LOCATION:

BREACHES: HP: J.12, CLP 7.1, 7.9, 7.6, 7.10, EIS:. 2.%a),
S. 1.4, 5.2, Skﬂu. Deneral (L1i), Rul(iv) h“1(v11)u
2.d.10i30), 2ol ibdiv), h.4f11) 4(v111)n

CRLADING OFF - The removal of surface soil from a snig.
track or road in order to expose a drier and/or firmer
surface to allow its use by machinery." - : '

i

B 7 Amended Standara Erosion Mitigatiosn Conditions for

Logoang in NSW, June 1984 ~ the HEMC used 1n the I8 for

the Mistzike forest. ' :

BRNEY ing St on minge roads dﬁG ARS ! Lraci% im
orohoh e orisss :hifarallv ‘AUt hor i sed. .

wogging Cractices, used by

7 Cere o tioua e Lode
TN LERTREELON o e MIslRAaOs.

1k ;
Siading of f through drainsge line where Aboriginal
CErEfact (a stone dagger) was found by a three year old
child on log trachk.

oM SLATiidg . CLFPr 20301, Tobe TUE. 7.6, 7410,
By 2.T344), Slll&a, S0l SEMC: Gensral (14 ¥
iy, 2.i0ivy, Roildbiivy, 201.1oviin '
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Grey Gum covered witn oitd and fresn scratches amid stand
CoF similar tirees on edge of logging road. ‘

LOCATTON:

BREACHES: HPF:, Z.134vi), SLV; LBL20M), BTG ﬁ.-(b). : .'r

2.3y, FIB: 2.4
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Creek gully within rainforest area (Myrtle Scrub mgtybe .

23 marked ‘reserved From iogo.ung® on harvest plang
repeatad roading without rehacilitanion throuah oresk.,

LOCATION:
BREACHES: MF: 3,75, 1
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Zoliiiiy 200 evidy, 200D, RUEV)Y . FLIG
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Large intrusion into inadeguately marbed filter strip;
logaing within 20 metres of banks and the pushing of
daebris into Filter strip itself.

LOEaT DN,
BREACHESY A B050 lan o TLT, s o TP 610, 601,
7.10, EIS: 2.70(al, 2.3 0. 30101, Sor.3. 5.7, BEMEC:.

General (ii), 2.2, 2,301, Z.30iv), 2.30v), FiS: 2.
~ B
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rafurblisbhment of this dumpmxhe.
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BREACHES, MR 5000 lray, COLPr 78, TL1R. VL4, U4
DLTAE) . Bua. Dy B lod, SEME: censralaiis, S.0500, 2
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This grey gum, in a stand of gray guns ~ight on the edgﬁ'
of logging work, was covered with fresh koala scratches.
Grey gum iz ohe of the four trees koalas regquire for
feed. ! o

LOCATION:

BREACHES: oF J.1530ve . SIS: 2034k, 2.30d), S.1.3. FIB

P
P
) .
e 5 e . : '
20, 20 PR . . . .
% - . Y
- r

A marked habitat tree. obviouwsly cut down, with this - - .. .o
telltale cub.o metre of tisper left on a olosed and
nartes snigtrack, still bearing the b bat tree "HT
LOCATION: _ _ e
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old Growth Forests 0ld growth trees provide numerous
benefits to wildlife, not adequately

rovided by regrowth : tres hollows,
undant Mower's, fruits and seeds,
steble and high nest sites, large
trunks and branches for foreging,
and large decompasing logs
on the forest foor.

togging destroys the habitat
qualities of old growth forests by
changing the aga structure of the
forest, replacing the old hollow
ing trees with even aged stands
g of young regrowth trees,
v*? Some 399 (25%8) of Australian
=terrestria) vertebrates need tres
Rk zpaa0llows. A high proportion of forest
~:-_ vertebrates are ‘hollow dependent’
$' (ncluding gliders, possums, bats,
J-a &-y‘ cockatoos, parrots, lorikeets, rosellas,
owis, kingfishers, treecreepers and s
large variety of other mammals, birds,
reptiles and frogs.
The animaels 1n turn provlda numerous
- benefits to the plants such as : pest
,Lm control, poitination, dispersal of seeds

A ~:;':-".. ﬁi’?ﬁ &a I and funol and eccellerated nutrient

i 4 [\'95 cycling. Old growth forest ecosystems
VA ;w,':

are more than the sum of the parts, -
they involve complex relationships

' -.” TQ\ """""'*‘v—:r"- batwgen the individuals end the whole.
e D//?E.CT Acﬂozv SHVES ForesT> Ej
EARTH

DEORLES COMMISSION FORTHE FORESTS (=) Caos



DR "y ]
- OLD GROWTH FOREST
" BEING LOGGED NOW!!!

AMBER ALERT!!! 7.7-93
THIE LAST SUB’ FROI ICAL COASTAL FORESTS IN AUSTRALIA ARE BEING LOGGED
BEYOND RECOGNITION AND RECOVERY NOW - BUT CAN STILL BE SAVED.

The last forests of this type are in a parcos band on the NSW coast about halfway between Sydney and
Ibrishane. I'hey are the last intacthabitat for dozens of threatened native animal species and pure
watersheds for downstream towns and agriculture, Thes contain sites of great cultural and religious
significance for the local Goombanger people and others. ‘

The Mistake Forest in the Numbucca Valley is known to be home to at least 23 threatened animal species and is a
rich mosaic of rainforest, O1d Growth (unlogged dncient) and regrowth. THOUSANDS of hectires have never been
loggzed, according to the Forestey Commission's own Enyironmental [mpact Statement (L1S). One small 3 hectare
'ure;n alone has been found hy independent survey to contain 93 species of rainforest trees - an incredibly diverse
area. These forests are the lust untouched forest remnants und seed sources in the entire Nambucea region - and
these last tall, rich forests are being trashed now, belore it can be reserved with proposals currently underway.
The Nativnal Parks and Wildlife Service have issued LICENSES TO KILL ENDANGERED SPECIES in the
Mistake Forest to the Commission to "keep the industry going'. The ‘industry' has mismanaged itselfinto an éarl_\'
graveand is fully inten on taking vur ecosystem with it. The Commissionis li)gging thelastancient forestsin hitherto
inaccessible steep mountain country, eroding soils and degrading downstream catchments and only a small group
of lecal farmers and residents stands in their way. Much ancieat forestduetobe logged in the next few weeks is ht:lng,
- trashed under exemption from the need for the Commlsswn o even prepare an . E LS.

WE NEED YOUR HELP TO SAVE OUR LAST WILD PLACES. OTHERWISE HUNDREDS OF HECTARES
OF THE LAST OF OUR HIGH CONSERVATION VALUE FORESTS WILL GO UNDER THE AXE AND
BULLDOZER BEFORE THE END OF SEPTEMBER. WE NEED MORE VOLUNTEERS TO HELY US
SURVEY THESE ENDANGERLD FOREST COMPARTMENTS INTHENEXT FEW WEEKS - BEFORE THE
COMMISSION CAN REACH THEM. THIS INVOLVES WALKING THROUGH BEAUTIFUL FOREST,
LEARNING ABOUT IT AND COLLECTING SAMPLES. I'T DOLS NOTINVOLVE BEING ARRESTED OR
OTHERWISEENDANGERING YOURSELF -BUTITCAN SAVETHEFOREST, BY HAVING THERICHEST,
MOST DIVERSE SECTIONS RESERVED FOR ALL TIME UNDER A COMPREHENSIVE RESERVE 5YS-
TEM NOW BEING ESTABLISHED BY THE FEDERXL AND STATE GOVERNMENTS. PLEASE HELI®
s notepough o know that there are peaple 'out there’ working to save everyone's ecosystems, our air and water
- hecause in truth not enougzh is being done to cosure that our children have an envir onment at all. We need help
and will provide tiving space and teain people in forestand species identilication and ndocumentation in fr mull\
apenand peacelulsurroundings. Please comeund help ussave e forests PEACEFULLY - weonly haseu fes weehs
tus atthe heginning of July } Before the axe falls on o herita: se.Tiis nrap leads toa prisate” basecsmp surrounded
by the Nambuca forests, Or phone (06035) 647808 ar (63 647 632 fur more info. :
PLEASE BRING: Bedding. camping gear. food. any useful equipntent. musical instruments. tosls ete - but bring

4
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N yourselt it you hive nove of these. Please copy this \heu g pass it on. WELCOMI!
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JOHN R. CORKILL

Public Interest Advocate
Envirromnmental Educator, Planner,
) Policy Adviser

Suite 313 - 375 George St, Sydney. 2001. PhFaz 02 299 2541

b b B L o e A e R s

FAX COVER SHEET

DATE: 19/8/1993 No. of Pages: 3 follow

TO: Mr Ram Ayana and Mistake S.F. Protection Crew
C/- Nambucca Valley Conservation Assoc. 065 647 808 ph fx

MESSAGE: Following are Computer Folio Searches which vyou
requested on the two Lots adjacent to the proposed logging in
Mistake SF compartments. Unfortunately there are no adresses
supplied - maybe you'll have to resort to the telephone book,
electoral roll or listing of Nambucca Council ratepayers...

Please note the reference to the Crown Lands Conscolidation Act
1913 and various sections (e.g. s. 257). While this Act was
repealed in 1989, many of the sections or provisions were
protected and preserved in the Crown Lands (Continued Tenures)
Act, 1989. I'm not 'sure where copies of these Acts might be
available in the Nambucca area - presumably David Leach, Bev van
Son's solicitor may have copies or access to same.

If you can't obtain the CL(CT)Act locally, I have a one from
which I could copy the various (and I mean various) sections of
Schedules which would be relevant to such a 'perpetual lease'.
I am unaware what the reference to Memorandum s700000A & C means.
May be David Leach knows or could find out.

Presumably further searches are possible to discover, for
example, tenancy and shares. Is this necessary? really? Both
searches have identified 'Dealings' reference numbers but I know
very little about this process having spent only 40 minutes to
get this far s'arvo. Each search was the princely sum of $3.90
= $7.80! I guess I can carry these costs!

What progress on hard copy of the surveys in the Mistake Area?
When might the reserve proposal be ready? NSW Parliament sits
again from 7 Septemeber and a Sydney based briefing on this would
be a good idea before then (gets very busy later...).

Please note Notice for NSW Forest Summit meeting in Newcastle
next weekend 28 August also follows. I'll be there - maybe see
va if you are too! §;§§E?Cheers! Ohm Gaia - dudes...!

++++++++++ -+t ++++++>g.+0-?§'—++++++++++++++++++++++
IF THIS FAX TRANSMISSION IS IMPERFECT, PLEASE PHONE: 02 299 2541
bl ko e ek i T a ab s o b T o o U R U MY S Sy St Sy A AR



LAND TITLES OFFICE

COMPUTER FOLIO SEARCH  NEW SOUTH WALES

Issued pursuant to the Real Property TORRENS TITLE

Act, 1990, and certified overleaf FOLIO IDENTIFLER

(JALM No. 76 54/755544

LANE)

o EDITION Na & DATE OF CURRENT CERTIFICATE QF TITLE
TVTLES Search certified to: :

OHFICE Date 19. 8.1993 Time 8.00AM 1 17. 2.1993

LAND
LOT 54 IN DEPOSITED PLAN 755544
SHIRE OF NAMBUCCA
PARISH OF HERBORN COUNTY OF RALEIGH
(FORMERLY KNOWN AS PORTION 54)
TITLE DIAGRAM: SEE CROWN PLAN 3728.1714

FIRST SCHEDULE

ESTATE: PERPETUAL LEASEHOLD

SIEGFRED BRAUHART
MARY CAROLINE BRAUHART
AS JOINT TENANTS (T 1I124299)

SECOND SCHEDULE

1. LAND EXCLUDES MINERALS AND IS SUBJECT TO RESERVATIONS AND
CONDITIONS IN FAVOUR OF THE CROWN - SEE MEMORANDUM S700000C

2. EXCEPTING ANY ROADS AND RESUMED LAND

3. HOMESTEAD FARM 1933/6 BELLINGEN

4. SUBJECT TO THE PROVISIONS OF THE CROWN LANDS CONSOLIDATION
ACT, 1913 PARTICULARLY AS REGARDS PAYMENT OF ANNUAL RENT AND
OTHER DUES, RESTRICTIONS ON DEALINGS AND RESTRICTIONS ON
SUBDIVISION - SEE SECTIONS 257 AND S274

NOTATIONS
UNREGISTERED DEALINGS: NIL

RGRH 1. 8.1993 76

* ANY ENTRIES PRECEDED BY AN ASTERISK DO NOT APPEAR ON THE CURRENT EDITION OF THE CERTIFICATE OF TITLE
WARNING: THE INFORMATION APPEARING UNDER NOTATIONS HAS NOT BEEN FORMALLY RECORDED IN THE REGISTER



COMPUTER FOLIO CERTIFICATE

The Registrar General hereby certifies that at the date and time specified in the
statement of the computer folio search on the reverse side hereol —

The information shown in that statement (other than information shown under
the heading NOTATIONS) had been duly recorded, pursuant to the provisions
of the relevant legislation, on the folio of the Register kept pursuant to the Real
Property Act, 1900 in respect of the land (or parcel) described in that statement.
Where that statement contains FIRST and SECOND SCHEDULES, the person
described in the FIRST SCHEDULE thereof was the registered proprietor of
an estate in fee simple (or such other estate or interest as is set forth in that
schedule) in the land described in that statement, subject to such exceptions,
encumbrances, interests and entries as appear in the SECOND SCHEDULE.

Registrar General

b



LAND TITLES OFFICE

COMPUTER FOLIO SEARCH  NEw SOUTH WALES

Issued pursuant to the Real Property TORRENS TITLE
Act, 1990, and certified overleaf FOLIO IDENTIFIER

CALM No. 77 44/755544

s e EDITION Na & DATE OF CURRENT CEKTIFICATE OF TITLE
N Search certified to: :

Pl Date 19. 8.1993  Time 8.00AM 4 1 21. 1.1993

LAND
LOT 44 IN DEPOSITED PLAN 755544
SHIRE OF NAMBUCCA '
PARISH OF HERBORN COUNTY OF RALEIGH
(FORMERLY KNOWN AS PORTION 44)
TITLE DIAGRAM: SEE CROWN PLAN 3312.1714

FIRST SCHEDULE

ESTATE: PERPETUAL LEASEHOLD

D B WELCH, S C KOSSEN, R J FORSHAW, J A FORSHAW, N J PEACOCK, G
T GRIFFITHS, J TARANTO, J J BUTTERWORTH, T L NESBITT & A C
NESBITT-FOR TENANCY AND SHARES SEE DEALINGS (T 1I57849)

SECOND SCHEDULE
1. LAND EXCLUDES MINERALS AND IS SUBJECT TO RESERVATIONS AND
CONDITIONS IN FAVOUR OF THE CROWN - SEE MEMORANDUM S700000A
2. EXCEPTING THE ROAD SHOWN IN THE TITLE DIAGRAM
3. PERPETUAL LEASE GRANT (C.L. 1921/1 BELLINGEN) SUBJECT TO THE
PROVISIONS OF THE CROWN LANDS CONSOLIDATION ACT, 1913,
PARTICULARLY AS REGARDS-
PAYMENT OF ANNUAL RENT AND OTHER DUES
RESTRICTIONS ON DEALINGS, SEE 5.272
RESTRICTIONS ON SUBDIVISION, SEE S5.257
4. 72240511 MORTGAGE TO WESTPAC BANKING CORPORATION
157842 DISCHARGED AS REGARDS THE INTERESTS OF RODNEY
JAMES FORSHAW & JUDITH ANN FORSHAW
I57843 DISCHARGED AS REGARDS THE INTERESTS OF NORMAN
JOHN PEACOCK, GEOFFREY THOMAS GRIFFITHS, JANINE
TARANTO, JEREMY JAMES BUTTERWORTH, TERRENCE
LESLIE NESBITT & ANNETTE CHERYL NESBITT

NOTATIONS

UNREGISTERED DEALINGS: NIL

RGRH 19. 8.1993 77

" ANY ENTRIES PRECEDED BY AN ASTERISK DO NOT APPEAR ON THE CURRENT EDITION OF THE CERTIFICATE OF TITLE
WARNING: THE INFORMATION APPEARING UNDER NOTATIONS HAS NOT BEEN FORMALLY RECORDED IN THE REGISTER



COMPUTER FOLIO CERTIFICATE

The Registrar General hereby certifies that at the date and time specified in the
statement of the computer folio search on the reverse side hereof —

The information shown in that statement (other than information shown under
the heading NOTATIONS) had been duly recorded, pursuant to the provisions
of the relevant legislation, on the folio of the Register kept pursuant to the Real
Property Act, 1900 in respect of the land (or parcel) described in that statement.
Where that statement contains FIRST and SECOND SCHEDULES, the person
described in the FIRST SCHEDULE thereof was the registered proprietor of
an estate in fee simple (or such other estate or interest as is set forth in that
schedule) in the land described in that statement, subject to such exceptions,
encumbrances, interests and entries as appear in the SECOND SCHEDULE.

Registrar General
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Mr J Corkill - PARKS AND

Vice President . WILDLIFE
North Coast Environmental Counc1l Inc :

3 Albert Street . ' SERVICE
FOREST LODGE NSW 2037

© QCur reference: - ' !8 .l.l 1994

Your reference:

- .
P 30
3 e

Dear Mr. Corkhill,

I have pleasure in enclosing the Corporate Plan of the NSW National Parks and
Wildlife Service, for the period 1991-94. ‘
Like many government agenéieé, the Service is currently going through a period of
re-evaluation and consolhdation, and this is reflected in the issues and priorities

identified in the plan.

I trust yoﬁ will find the Corporate Plan both informative and useful.

Yours sincerely,

Head Office

43 Bridge Street
Hurstville NSW
Australia

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

Tel: (02) 585 6444
Australian-made 100% recycled paper




, | NATIONAL
J R Corkill PARKS AND
1 Oliver Place : - WILDLIFE
LISMORE NSW 2480 S SERVICE

Qur reference:

Your reference: . . 14 July, 1993
Dear J Corkill

MISTAKE STATE FOREST -

FAUNA IMPACT STATEMENT.
Receipt is acknowledged of your submission in regard to the
abovementioned Fauna Impact Statement.
In accordance with Section 92B(6) of the amended National Parks
and Wildlife Act, 1974, I will consider the points you have raised
when making my decision in regard to the above application.
However, as your submission was received after the date specified,
you do not have rights to appeal my decision in the Land and
Environment Court.
Yours faithfully

S D
Neil Shepherd
Director General

Head Office

43 Bridge Street

Hurseville NSW
' Australia

PO Box 1967

Hurstville 2220
Fax: (02) 585 6555
Tel: (02) 585 6444

Australian-made 100% recycled paper
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% NORTH EAST
~meee - FOREST - ALLIANCE

SYONEYINEW Environmeni Cenlre, 33 Genige Si, The Rocks, £620. Fi. 62 2474 206, Fx 02 2475 345
LISMORE The Big Scrub Ervironment Cenire Inc, BSA Keen Si, Lisrore. 2480, Ph 086 213 278, Fx 056 222 &g

N.E.F.A. CALLS FOR MISTAKE S.F. E.I.S. TO BE REDONE.

The Nortthast Forest Alliance has accused the Forestry
Commission of wasting taxpavers money by preparing vet
another E.J.S5. that is a "load of wafflie, designed to
mislead the public”, according to spokesperson Datlan Fugh.

The Forestry Commission was forced by a court case,
initiated by Trevor Bailey in 1888, to prepare an
Environmental Impact Statement for Mistake State Forest,
west of Bowraville. The E.I1.5. has been on public display
for the past month, with the time for submissions c¢losing on
Friday (20.9.981}.

Mr. Pugh claims that the Commission has ignored a vast body
of evailable information existing on their own files to trv
and maintain the pretence that their proposed operations
will have minimal impact upon the forests.

"For example research conducted by their own researcher in
southern N.S.W. found that following logging Greater Glider,
Yellow-bellied Glider, Feathertail Glider and Eastern Pyvgmy
Possum were eliminated from areas logged to the intensity
proposed in this area.”

"It is incredible that in this E.I.S. thev are trying to
mislead people into believing that their proposed logging
‘will maintain populations of these species at near existing
levels when they know it is not true.’

"Similarly they are maintaining the pretence Lhat their
erosion mitigation conditions are adeguate to minimise
erosion when they are currently reviewing them precisely
because they know they are inadequate.” Mr. Pugh said.

#r. Pugh emphasised that N.E.F.A. is not opposed o logging
in Mistake State Forest, per se, but is opposed te this
deliberate attempt by the Forestry Commission to mislead the
public with waffle they know to be untrue.



.

"Where logging is to proceed it must be done in an
environmentally acceptable manner. The current free-for-all
and transparent attempts to justify it, cannot be allowed to
continue." Mr. Pugh said.

The N.E.F.A. submission condemns the E.I.S. on the grounds
that;

1. The only attempt made to assess flora and fauna was
a brief (couple of dayvs) fieldwork undertaken by a
forester some three vears ago, thus there has been no
proper attempt to assess the natural values of the
forest,

2. Site specific work, available to the Commission, was
igndred in the preparation of the E.I.S.,

3. Data available to the Commission on Lhe effects of
logging and burning on fauna was ignored in the
preperation of the E.I1.S5.,

4, No faunal corridors are provided for and the
proposed filter stirips are inadequate to provide
suitable habitat for fauna or protect streams from
degradation,

5. Rainforest is not defined on ecological criteria and
are proposed for roading and logging,

6. No adequate measures are proposed to protect the
rare and inadeguately reserved Bosisteoa floydii,

7. The 1984 Standard Erosion Mitigation Conditions are
relied upon by the Commission to protect soils and
streams, even though the Commission is aware that
these prescriptions are inadequate,

8. No attempt has vet been made to identify sites of
anthropological significance and there is no intention
Lo survey flor sites of archaeclogical significance,

9. and, the E.I1.5. is a series of subjective statements
that can’t be substantiated by scientifically valid
facts, it is mostly waffle.

For further information contact D. Pugh on 066 439074



N.E.F.A.

. | " NORTH EAST_ —
e FOREST  ALLIANCE

SYONEY:NGW Environmeni Centre, 38 George Si, The Rocks. S(:00. Fih. 02 2474 206, Fx 02 2475 943
LISMORE The Big Scrub Environment Centie ing, 854 Feen S, Lismare. 2480, Ph 065 213 278, Fx 086 222 675

MISTAKE STATE FOREST E.I.S.
SUBMISSIOK BY THE NORTH EAST FOREST ALLIANCE
Prepared by D. Pugh

This E.I1.S5. is an appalling attempt to describe the
environnment to be affected by the proposed operations and
the impact of the proposed operations upoen the apparently
largely unknown environment. 1t is disgusting for the
Forestry Commission to once again ignore the data that has
been collected by its own researchers, and the
recommendations that they and other biclogists have been
making for over a decade. This E.I1.S. is vet another sham
designed to mislead any person reading it and in no way can
be construed to be a valid scientific documenti, or to fulfil
the aims and intentions of the Environmental Planning and
Assessment Act.

¥hile it is apparent that the supposed watchdogs on
E.I.S.°s, the Department of Planning, will not ensure that
this E.I.S. is brought up to even minimally adequate
standards (as evidenced by their refusal to act on the
"mini" E.I.S. for Chaelundi) the environment movement will
not «wondone the Forestry Commission’s continued aborgation
of their responsibility to protect envircenmental values or
to take adequate steps to protect such values.

This E.1.8., as with previous ones, is riddled with
inconsistancies and errors. As from previous experience the
Commission will ignore any in depth appraisal of these, this
submission instead focusses on some of Lhe major
inadequacies, particularily as regards fauna. It must be
noted that the author has read numercus Commission files and
is well versed with the stale ol knowledge within the
Commission, and the virtual absence of anv attenpl to studwy
the forests of northern N.S.W.- despite its being one of the
mcsil biologicaly diverse parts of Australia.

The Commission may delude itselfl into thinkins that such
superfical drivel and the Department of Planning will enable
it Lo continue to produce shoddy E.T.S5.'s to cover up its
mismanagement of the public’'s forests but it will be rudely



awakened to the fact that they are now accountable to a
better informed public.

Tt is evident that this E.I.S. is inadeguate because;

1. The only attempt made to asses flora and fauna was a
brief (couple of davs) fieldwork undertaken by Binns
some three vears ago, thus there has been no proper
attempt to asses the natural values of the forest,

2. Site specific work, available to the Commission, was
ignored in the preperation of the E.1.5. {(e.g. work by
Milledge and Magarity},

3. Date available to the Commission on the effects of
logging and burning on fauna was ignored in the
preperation of the E.I1.S5.,

4. No faunal corridors are provided for and the
proposed filter strips are inadeguate to provide
suitable habitat for fauna or protect streams from
degradation,

5. Rainforest is not defined on ecological criteria and
are proposed for roading and logging,

6. No adeguate measures are proposed to protect the
rare and inadequately reserved Bosistoa floydii,

7. The 1984 Standard Erosion Mitigation Conditions are
relied upon by the Commission to protect soils and
streams, even though the Commission is aware that
these prescriptions are inadegquate,

2. No attempt has vet been made to identify sites of
anthropological significance and there is no intention
to survey for sites of archaeological significance,

9, and, the E.I.S. is a series of subjective statements
that can’t be substantiated by scientifically valid
facts, it is mostly waffle.

Theve only alternative that should be considered at this
time is throwing this E.1.S. in the garbage bin, despite its
prétty pictures, as there is no doubt it is rubbish. A valid
E.J.S. must then be prepared and presented for public
consideration in accordance with the law. The approcach of
doing additional studies and then determining this E.I.S. is
unacceptable as this attempt is so shoddy it can't be
patched up and there is no oportunity for public
consideration of the area on its merits.

FAUNA

Yet again the Commission has excelled itselfl in attempting
to ignore and downplay the faunal values of the area. Why
was there no attempt to underiake a proper systematic survey
“of the fauna of Mistake Siate Forest, identify all species
likely to be adversely affected and formulate adeguate
measures to mitigsate impacts? (It is evident that the answer
to Lhis is that Lhe Commission dosen’t want to know about or



admit the effect their operations are having on the long
term viability of some fauna groups).

Why was only a couple of davs spent assessing both the
floral and faunal values of, the area by Binns, some three
vears ago, and no further attempt made to asses wildlife for
the £.I.S.7 Surely the Commission musi be aware that this is
entirely inadeguate. Aside {rom failing to make any attempt
to asses inseciivorous bats it is apparent that the species
lists in Appendism 7 are incomplete and do not represent the
true diversity of the forest.

The E.I1.S. (p.42) admits that arboreal mammals are sensitive
to logging operations due to the loss of hollows for denning
and nesting. No menition is made of the effects on the
numerous bats, birds, reptiles and amphibians that also rely
on tree hollows. Why not?

The reported findings of Binns that population densities of
arboreal marsupials were similar in beth recently logged,
unlogged and older logged areas is an absurd generalisation.
As no methodologv is described it is impossible to ascertain
how he obtained such an apparently farcical result. The
Cemmission should be well aware that examination of forests
in southern N.S$.W, both pre and post logging by their own
wildlife researcher, R. kavanagh, proved that logging has a
very significant effect, e.g.;

"There is little doubt that none of the larger gliders
{Greater Gliders and Yellow-hellied Gliders) persisted
in the logged areas of the 10% and 2% canopy
retention treatments.”

"No studies have found Feathertail Glider in forests
which have been heavily logged.”

"...Fastern Pyvgmy Possums were captured...all in
unlogged forest."”

Over a decade ago, another Comnission wildlife researcher,

W. Rehan-Jones, noted,;
"Though selective logging should, theoretically, retain
some Gliders, this does not appear to be the case 1in
the foothills at Narooma. Gliders survive, at best 1in
the short-term post logging, in adjacent unlogged
habitat of suitable tvpe hut the densities are
considered low."

Now thal these documenis are public the Commission must
forgo their misrepresentations of fact and publically admit
the horenous impacts their operations are having. Continued
public misinformation will not be tolerated, particularly in
an E.7.5. which is meant to contain all relevant
information, and not be vet another glossy public relations
exercise.

Mackowski s 1984 paper is relied upon to determine the



minimum number of habitat trees required to maintain
populations of arboreal mammals "at existing levels”.

As is evidenced by the south-east forests the Commission is
well aware of the necessity of undertaking specific survevs,
based on forest tvpes, to determine the specific population
densities of arboreal marsupials in order to estimaie an
adequate habitat tree retention prescription. in the south-
east the prescription recommended by havanagh on bettler
guality sites was 10 habitat trees per hectare. Why was no
survey done in Mistake to firstly determine the carrving
capacity of the wvarious forest types and then estimate tree
retention prescriptions? In the absence of valid surveys the
Commission can not be considered to be taking realistic
measures (o retain populations of arboreal mammals, and can
certzinly make no claim that the proposed retention rate
"would assist to maintain the populations at existing
levels”.

Mention is made of management to maintain a minimum number
of habitat trees, yet no mention is made of & prescription
to maintain such trees in perpetuity. In the forest type
Mackowski studied he concluded that there was a necessity to
retain 43% of each hectare unlogged in order to provide
adeguate replacement habitat trees in perpetuity. There 1is
¢learly no intention to deo this in Mistake. It is evident
that the grossly inadequate prescriptions alluded to in the
E.I.5. will lead to an hiatus in habitat trees as those
retained are blown over, burnt out or otherwise killed
before replacements are available- inevitably leading to a
further population crash. Why was no mention made of this
aspect of Mackowski’s work, if not to deliberately mislead
the public yet again?

The claim is also made that "the large pool of relatively
undisturbed habitat in filter strips, rainforest, and steep
or non-productive hardwood forests” will "act to ameliorate
the impact of local habitat changes on wildlife" (p.41).
Yet again the Commission is deliberately ignoring the advice
of its own researchers;
In 1985 the Eden Regional Forester noted;
"fhavanagh's] recommendation....was used as an easy way
to seperate the flatier topography with high
populations from the steeper topography with few or no
arboreal mammals...’

Shields and kKavanagh (1985, Technical Paper 32) note;
“"Tn the past, reservation of suitable habitvan has been
incorporated with existing managemeni prescriptions
(stream side protection, slope proiection) to maintain
an interceonnected series of reserves. However, the
preferred habitats of many species do not include
narrow riparian strips or steep unloggable country.
Consequently, it is oflen necessary to take other
meacures Lo reserve suaitable areas of preferred



habitats to ensure conservation of some species.’'

Research by Commission staff, and others, on the north coast
has substantiated that arboreal mammals prefer more moderate
slopes. The author’s observations are that a variety of
other species &lso display similar preferences, being absent
or in very low nunbers on steeper slopes. For the Commissicnh
to continue to pretend that this is not the case is
reprehensible- it is about time that the Commisgsion stopped
perpetuating tihis myth.

This situation is further exasperated on the north coast, as
the Commission is similarly well aware, by the tendancy {or
rainforest to predominate in filter strip localities-
thereby pY¥oviding little habitat for non-rainforest species.

It is also incredulous that the Commission persists with 20
metre strips along major streams, which are allowed to be,
logged, as their filter strips {(there is no apparent
intention to allow for wildlife corridoers}. In the south
east these strips are generally 100 metres wide (with
exlensions to include important wildlife habitat) and not
subject to logging. Given the greater importance of the
north east's forests to wildlife it is to say the least
inconsistant that filter strips are not on at least a par
with the south east. Why is this so?-

Mention is made of unconfirmed sightings of Rufous Scrub
Bird, Parma Wallaby, Tiger Quoll and Brush-tailed
Phascogale, vet the Commission made no attempt Lo conduct a
proper survey to determine the presence or absence of these
species, why not? And what about other endangered fauna
{ves, despite the claims in the E.I.S. all species listed on
Schedule 12 are under the heading of "Endangered Fauna'}
that may be present- Koala, Feathertail Glider, Eastern
Pvgmy Possum, Large-footed Mvotis, Dome-headed Bat, Sooty
Owls Masked Owl, Powerful Owl, etc.- why was no attempt made
to survey for these species or develop management strategies
for them? Ignorance or sheer bloody-mindeness?

The pretence that because of the Commission’s ignorance of
the impact of itis operations on fauna there is no need for
concern would be laughable were not the conseguences 8o
serious. No altempt has been made to properly delineate
species sensitive to forestry operations, of which many
occur in Mistake S.F. The Commission is aware of the "Report
to DORC from RWG 12, 1987" as it is on Lhe Commission's
{files and was co-authored by R. Kavanagh, it must also be
aware that a number of the spécies occcuring in Mistake are
ot that list, and vet no attempt was made to identify such
species in the E.I1.S. Why not? Simply pretending ignorance
e no excuse.

The Commission’s intentioned ignorance is displayed by the



claims that the Wompoo Pigeon "feeds primarily on the seeds
of rainforest trees and would be little affected by logging
in hardwood forest types” It is in fact a frugivorous
species {(i.e. it eats fruits not seeds) that the author has
observed to often feed on rainforest species under a
eucalypt or Brush Box overstorey- particularly in the colder
months when fruit of species more common in these forest
types, such as White Cedar and Pencil Cedar, are important
and necessary food sources.

Simlarly the Commission's implications that Spagnam Frogs
would not be adversly affected is unsubstanted. In fact as
it ig found in stream heads it can bhe expected Lo be
significagtly impacted by altered hydrological regimes
caused by machinery disturbance affecting water movement and
the increased transpiration of resgrowth {(reducing the
availability of water).

It is €ood to see the Commission admiting that roads
facilitate the ingress of introduced predators {their
amnesia stops them from remembering ihis when it doesn’t
suit their purpose), though {true to form) the Commission is
trving to pretend that it is only "major"” roads that have
this effect. Minor rcads and snig tracks will also have this
effect. So called short-term roads and tracks will remain
open for many vears before regeneration will progress
sufficiently Lo hinder the dispersal of introduced predators
tunlike water thev are not diverted by cross-bhanks). This
may well be long enough to eliminate local populations of
some species. The Conmission has the ability to c¢lose roads
where their impact is unacceptable. The Commission has a
responsibility to consider this impact fully so that the
ramifications can be identified and mitigation measures
devised. Dismissing an identified impact out of hand is not
acceptable.

Despite there being a largse body of research (some of which
the Commigsion is aware of) on the impactis of {ire on fauna
the Commission has chosen to completely ignore the impact of
their proposed fire frequencies on fauna and the habitat
components they rely upon. This 'hury vour head in the sand’
apprecach is not good enocugh.

The North East Forest Alliance has made a number of
submissions to proposed L.I.S.'s outlining some of the
groups of species sensitive to forestrv operations. The
Commission has no escuse to now ignore these species and
impaclis in E.J.S5.'s. There should be no need for us to
reiterate them time and time again!



FLORA

The Commission has again aborgated its responsibility to
properly asses the envircnment it intends to alter by only
conducting what it describes as a survey with a "low
sampling intensity" that generated "limited data”.
Pressumably this survey only lasted a couple of days, with
only part of the time spent assessing flora and only covered
a Traction of Mistake. There is no mention of the nature or
duration of this unpublished survey so a proper assessment
can not be made.

The Commission's definition of rainforest is not in line
with currgnt ecological thinking and is purely used to
exclude the maximum volume of timber possible so that the
Commission can continue its pogrom of rainfeorests. The
Commission is aware of the Ecological Society of Australia’s
definition and thus has the responsibility to canvas this
icsue in the E.1.5. A so called definition that excludes
stands with Brush Box and eucalypt emergents has no
ecological validity.

The Commission's intent to construct tracks through what it
terms rainforest and remove "hardwood trees from rainforest
edges” is not acceptable. Such disturbances will have long
term conseguences for the rainforests. It will increase
their vulnerability te fire incursions (either as escapees
from hurning operations or wildfires fTuelled by debris
remaining from logging operations) and weed invasion
{lantana being a probhlematic species of particular concernj}.

Compartment 365 is an example of an area that would seem to
be predominately rainforest by any ecological definition,
the roading and legeging of which will involve substantial
damage Lo the rainforest. The only products proposed for
removal are veeneer logs, mining timber, pulpwood and
raihforest logs- with the exception of rainforest leogs all
other products are obtainable from regrowth forests of which
there are no shortage on the north coast. It is assumed that
as no quota logs are proposed for removal that most of the
o called hardwood stands have already been logged. It would
seem that the best opition for this compartment, due to the
environmental conseguences of doing it over =zgain, is to
leave it alone and obtain Lhe proposed products elsewvhere.

The specieg Bosistoa [{loydii is of particular concern and
particularly threatened by the proposed operations, due to
its preference for ecctones which the Commission admits will
be adversely impacted by the proposed operations. There is
ne foundation to the assertion that "it is unlikely to be
alffTected by the proposed operations”.

The logging history map (3) notes that the map “indicates
periods of logging in rainforest types, however such



operations have been proscribed for over a decade...  and
the E.T.S. both claims that Binns found Bosistoa floydil in
logged areas (p.40) and that all "rainforest” is
“undisturbed” (Table 5)}. Pardon the author’s confusicn but
what is the true situation? Apparently rainforests have been
subject to logging, but did Binns find B. floydii in logged
"hardwood forests' or "rainforests”, and were those he found
survivers from the logging or regeneration?

If its not too much to ask could the Commission ensure that
when they redo this E.I.S. that they not only make it more
thorough and consistent but that they also include all
unpublished reports and data they refer to so that any
reasonable person can at least check the sources and
reliability of the Commission’s ofien eroneous conclusions.

The logging history map (map 3} makes no attempt to show
where the 1 800 hectares of forest dominated by mature and
"overmature” trees (scheduled for logging) are, ithough as
their area has been assessed pressumably they have also been
mapped. To properly inform the public this information
should have been presented in map form. Map 3 is virtually
useless for understanding the condition of the forest. For
example Compartment 336 is described as having experienced
little logging and yet is shown on the map to have been
logged 1950-60, 1960-67, 1967-87 and 1987-89, pressumably a
few hectares has been repeatedly flogged. When the £E.1.5. is
redone it must include a detailed map delineating these

1 800 hectares.

Regarding the species composition of logged foresits compared
to unlogged forests, much is made of the fact that Binns
found that 16% of species found in unlogged forests were not
found in logged forests. Contrary to what is claimed (p.
39), surely as the number of samples is increased so too
will the number of species found in unlogged stands- what
justification has the Commission for claiming that the
“proportion of species common to both logged and unlogged
areas will also increase”? None?

Pressumably as Binns only conducted one such survey this is
the same one refered to in the Chaelundi E.T.5., which was
apparently restricted to forest type 47 {please correct me
if T am wrong, but its rather dificult to know what is going
on in these unpublished reports). What about the other
forest tyvpes, don’t they too rate consideralion? Alsec why 1is
no mention made of the fact that Binns (Chaelundi E.1.S5.})
notes;

"Vascular epiphyte species are more numerous 1n

unlogged areas, very few species occuring in logged

areas.

“However, changes in size class distribution and major

changes in relative abundance may occur, particularly

on a small scale, and heavily disturbed areas may be



locally domineted by a single or few species. 10 yr
post logging the invasives represent up to 30% of the
strata in which they are most abundent. Their
abundance has decreased by 30 yr post logging,
although still higher than levels in unlogged stands. '

It is apparent that the Commission has problems with
selective amnesia but it is hard to Tathom how they can
conclude that Binns admitedly limited date shows that
"continued logging would have a negligible effect on overall
floristic composition of vegetation, with no species likely
to suffer serious population declines” (p.38}. Particulaly
as there has been no attempt to asses the compounding
effects qf the proposed recurrent logging at 10 to 40 vear
intervals. It is imperative that a proper assessmenl of the
impacts of the proposed logging be undertaken, this time
covering all forest types and taking into account the
compcunding effects of future operations. The available
information shows that a significant percentage of species
will be eliminated by even a single logging- species will
"suffer serious population declines”.

Invasion and dominance by Lantana is evidently a major
problem in Mistake State Forest, as it is elsewhere on the
north coast. There has been no attempt to properly asses iis
impact in Mistake, and while the Commission may claim that
there "is no evidence that Lantana is actively spreading”
(p.40), pressumably there is no evidence that it is not
actively spreading either {its amazing how the Commission
can turn ignorance inteo a virtue). Contrary to this claim
Lantana has been noted to still be actively spreading as a
direct consequence of forestry activities in many north
coast forests, and with the proposed opening up of some
further 1 800 hectares of “"mature/overmature” forest in
Mistake and continued disturbance to already infested areas
there is every reason to expect Lantana to continue
spteading in this area also. Lantana, and its consequences
for flora and fauna, is a major problem and thus must be
properly assessed and net dissmissed with some more
meaningless drivel.

The impacts of fire freguency on flora reguires proper
assessment, not another vague meaningless rave with no
scientifiec validity. It is obvious thait the Commission heas
no idea what the natural fire freqguency was for Mistake
heiore they started to mismanage it and that they made no
attempt whatlscever 1o undertake survevs to assess the impact
of the regimes they imposed in Lhe past and intend to impose
in the future.



SOILS AND EROSION

It is amazing that the Commission can pretend that their
1984 Standard Erosion Mitigation Conditions (S.E.M.C.) are
adequate to overcome erosion problems resultant from logging
in northern N,.S,W. What about the revised 1990 S.E.M.C.,
inadequate as they mav be the Commission seems to have
forgotten about them. The Commission is well aware that the
S.E.M.C. {1984 and 1990 versions) are inadegquate and are
currently reviewing them, In light of this how can the
Commission maintain the pretence that they are adequate?

It is evident that the construction of roads and tracks on
steep slopes in Mistake has caused significant slumping and
landslips.” Logging also contributes to this by killing the
large trees whose extensive root systems bind the scil
together (it may take some vears {for these roots to decay
and the ramifications of this impaci to become apparent).
Despite this the Commission is blindly pushing ahead with
intent to road and log steep slepes. There has been no
adequate assessment of the effect of paslt practices on these
slopes. McGarity undertook work in Mistake and found this to
be an issue of major concern, why did the Commission make no
mention of his work when they have copilies of it? When they
rede the E.7.5. could they not forgei to include it?7
Repressing relevant information is not acceptable.

Examination of the Harvesting Plan for Compartment 365 shows
that access to proposed logging areas in the head of
FPurgatery Creek will inveolve the construction of tracks from
the proposed dumps through "hardwood" areas ''reserved from
logging" (pressumably because they are on slopes in excess
of 35 degrees) and rainforest. It would appear that
virtually this whole compartment should be reserved from
logging Lo avoilid unexceptable environmental degredation.

The ‘Commission makes much of the brief report prepared by
Cornish {(Appendix 8), is it true that logging in that area
didn't extend onto slopes in excess of 20 degrees in the
relevant catchments? If it is then it is apparent that his
results can not be extrapolated to slopes from 20-35 dedgrees
in Mistake. These steep slopes are of most concern for both
erosion and stability reasons.

The Commission makes no mention of the persistance of silt
in streams and its consequences for aquatic fauna. The
filling of interstitial spaces in streambeds can persist for
many years and have major impacts on most sguatic launa.
These consequences must be assessed.

No atlempt was made to asses the loss of nutrients resultant
from the propesed opervations {via erosion, fire and timber
removal ) and the conseguences of this on the ecosysien. This
can be very signiTicant and must be assessed. Nulrient



budgets must be prepared,.

LANDSCAPE

Logging does (not "mav") have a significant impact on visual
values of the forest, pretendineg otherwise 1is nonsence.
These gross alterations will persist until the forest is
returned to its original structure, something which the
Commission has no intention of allowing to occur- it is
intended to repeatedly disturb the forest to stop this
happening. The Commission, if it was being honest, should
admit that in the absence of further gross alteration it
will take<hundreds of years for the unlogged stands to
return to something like their present visual state.

ARCHAEOLOGTCAL AND ANTHROPOLOGICAL VALUES

The Commission makes vague reference to reported sites of
csignificance to Aboriginal people, but in all the vears they
have been stuffing up the forest have apparently made no
attempt to acurately locate and protect such sites. At least
this should have been done for this E.I.S. It is apparent
that there is no intention to bother looking for sites of
archaeclogical importance (which may be unknown to living
pecipple ). This is simply another aborgation of their
responsibility, and is clearly not good enough.

ALTERNATIVES

This section is vet another farcical excercise. A more
accepltable alternative is;

. 1. Develop S.E.M.C.’'s pertinent to the north coast and

" sufficient to stop further environmental degradation
while restricting all logging to slopes less than 20
degrees,

2. Undertake survevs to identify all wildlife sensitive
to ihe proposed operations and develop mitidation
measures to ensure the survival of adequate
populations throughout Mistake,

3. Undertake survevs Lo locate all rare and endangered
gspecies and develop strategies and practices to
prolect all individuals,

4. Accept the Ecological Society's definition of
rainforest and restrict all logging and roading to
non-rainforest,

. Liase with relevant Aboriginies to identify and
protect all known sites, while undertaking svstematic
survevs to locate and protecl other sites of
archaeclogical importance,

. Increase rovalties to cover all management costs,
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full environmental assessment and provide a return to
the Governmenit for the use of the public’s forests.

Mistake State Forest is not a forest that, on the basis of
available information, the North East Forest Alliance would
recommend for addition to the National Parks svstem. Though
there is an obvicus need to reserve parts of the foresti to
protect identified values {e.g. Bosisteoa flovdii,
rainforest) and to undertake further survevs to identify
other localities requiring protection (e.g. specific
habitats of rare and endangered species).

I+ is accepted that the balance of the forest may be managed
for timbex producticen, provided that it is also managed to
maintain the natural species diversity and viable
populations of both flora and fauna in perpetuity.



nificant to the survival of that species. Yet even by this
ridiculous standard the Commission FIS edms that most of
the above species will be significantly effected in the short to
medium term, after which recovery should ensue.,, The FIS
repeatedly states that recovery of these species “should”
ensue in the “long term” - after some years - with little or no
evidence to back up these assumptions.

- They claim these effects will be regionally minimal - yet
they're saying the same for all the northern forests which
surround the Mistake, most of which have already been
decimated. Increasing isolatinn of these last small pockets of
prime habitat - with virtually no true wildlife corridors
linking them - mean that it’s possible some of these species
are already effectively extinct in the area and nation, as their
gene pools may have already been irrevocably thinned. Any
more logging of these prime habitats will ensure that we will
be the Iaas_st generation to know them.

* . * , ,
“Direct Mortality
Following are some quotes from the Commission’s FIS
-remember, all these animals are listed asrare,endan-
gered species on Schedule 12 of the Timber Industry
(Interim Protection) Act, and a “significant” effect
means the outright loss (death) of more than 30%:

*» Koala - “proposed logging operations would have a signifi-
cant effect only if a large number of food trees were removed.
After the initial disturbance it is likely that koalas will
continue to exploit the remaining habitat... the fotal efTect
may be significant in the medium term (up 10 5 years).” (p.
17) The koala's prime food trees are specific eucalypt hard-
woods targeted for removal by the commission - Blackbutt,
Tallowood, Grey Gum and Sydney Blue Gum. The retention
of rare stands of grey gum is therefore particularly impor-
tant. )

* Long-nosed Potoroo - “...habitat will be destroyed during
logging or control burning operations. The effect could be
significantly negative in the short term (lup to} 2 years) after
which recovery should ensue.” (p'. 15)

* Yellow-bellied Glider - “...the proposed operation could
significantly effect this species by reducing the tree species
diversity required to supply the necessary food require-
ments... Logging could alsosignificantlyeffect thisspecies by
removing trees which are utilised as den sites.”[p. 14)

* Rufous Scrub-bird - “...logging in eucalypt forest where
Rufous Scrub-birds have territories may be detrimental...”
(p. 1)

* Sooty Owl - “This modification would reduce the number
of potential roosting and nesting treesand cause some deple-
tion of the food resource. At present the effect on this species
in the Mistake S.F. is not fully known... impact may he
significant in the medium term (6 months to 5 years)”. {p 9)
* Glossy-black Cockatoo - “At present thereare no measures

aimed directly at ameliorating the impacts of this proposal

on the Glossy Black-cockatoo... Impact on the population in
the Mistake S.F. may be significant in the medium term (6
months te 5 years). (p. 8)

* Carpet & Diamond Pythons - *...this will possibly lead to a
loss of a small pumber of individuals... via direct meortality,
The population as a whole, howaver, should survive...impact
may be significant in the short term.” (p 7)

* “T'wo aspects of habitat which would be considered critical
will be reduced during the proposed operation. They are the
pumber of hollows availabte to hollow dependent fauna

THE ROYAL FAMILY OF OZ ARE THE LAST GL

THIS PUBLICATION IS GRACIOUSLY SPONSUREDBY THE ROYAL SOCIETY FOR THE PROUTECTION OF FURENSTS -

—-
(gliders, cockatoos and many others] and the amount of
canopycover. Thenumber of hollows available in those areas
which are logged could be réduced for es long as 150 years.”
(p 26) .

* “Dye 1o Jack of before and after data on populations, the
ultimate effect remains unknown for some species.”
-ouritalics & brackets. Thelist of quotes goeson and on. You
can get your own copy from the Forestry Commission.

" No expert claims to know if these animals will survive - §
yet the Forestry Commission, in charge of a vast amouat of
aur kand, acts as il the two century old party will gn on
forever. Their own internal reports show that they haven’t
even been able to maintain sufficient numbers of certain
eucalypt trees, with many areas having lost their soil and
returned to bedrock - let alone maintained the diversity of &
life ixi a nation which has already lost more mammal species

° than any other.

“There are norecovery plans currently being considered
by the Forestry Commission of NSW for any of the Schedule |
12 species found or expected to be found in the Mistake S.F.” A
(p 27) There are no contingency plans in case recovery of Ligiii

' species after “short-term significant impact” does nof “‘en- iid e,
sue”, :

@ Aboriginal Heritage

Atleast one Aboriginal tribe confirms that they have sites of |

significance within. the Mistake State Forest. Many of their
" sacred sites have already been disturbed or destroyed. The .

Forestry Commission MUST record these sites and leave *

them undisturbed, but has recently (late in 1992) desecrated

sites on the North Coast which lad been reported to them. '

“Logging of the upper slopes would only be undertaken
after consultation with local Aboriginal Land Councils...
future work on Mistake SF will be done in conjunction with
Aboriginal Land Councils. Further investigations will be
undertaken to locate the suspected Bora Ring and to deter-
mine the need for further surveys. As requested by the
NPWS, a more explicit management prescription will be
formulated for sites ‘known to exist, or projected to exist,
within the forest’.”” These requirements have not been ful-
filled, yet logging is currently continuing oo the upper slopes.

“Bowraville Local Aboriginal Land Council would be
provided with detailed maps of areas proposed for future
harvesting to encourage and facilitate field investigations.”
The Commission hegan logging without providing these
maps. ‘

The Forestry Commission can review their own'
EIS of the Mistake S.F. to determine its adequacy
themselves, unlike almaost all other NSW forests, which
fall under the relatively recent Timber Industry (In- 1
teritn Protection) Act and must be reviewed for ade-
quacy by the Department of Planning. (Att. 2) It's a

»

mistake to give children the key to the lolly shop. XA
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ORIOUS CROWNING TREES OF THE DEEP FORESTS.
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" LICENSED FOR GE

Rare endangered animals are being wilfully destroyed by the State Forestry Commission.

The Commission has asked for a LICENCE TO KILL, TAKE, AND DESTROY THE

HABITAT OF ENDANGERED-SPECIES in yet another forest - and chances are the
National Parks and Wildlife Service will give it to them unless you help stop them.

Yes, National Parks & Wildlife grant |

licemses to kill endangered species.|

e

As waves of change sweep through the
world the last isolated *survival bunkers’
of our endangered native animalsare being
torn to pieces. Power ploys of brain dead
publicservants and private vulturesskutk-
ing over the corpse of our natural heritage
are decimating our environment and de-
stroying the lives of our children.
Wearen'teven making any money out
of it. Graft and waste are driving our na- |,
tion into irreparable poverty by destroy-
ing our one true resource base - the diver-
sity of life itself - while driving our dollars
further offshore. Qur native forests are
NOT being replanted. Many of them CAN-
NOT be. Once the old growth forests are .
cleared and the sun strikes the earth, they - NG

WE'LL

TREE ~ AFTER WE SPEND
$20 CHoPPIN'IT ~TRUcKIV 1T
To THE CHMOPSTICK MAKER-
(BuT TaaYs Eonomic REALITY)

lose their balance and fall into a drier, im- PEOPLE + OF AV STRALIA

poverished state. Our once fertile land is
becoming rocky hills and salty plains. 3
The fall of the forests s the downfallof | ['wraT ~ou,
humans. Qur water, air,soil and very lives . FRIENDS
depend on these planetary creation centres - *3
and filtering systems. Very few of these
ancient dreaming ecosystems still survive
intact in this State. Less than 3% of our
land is still relatively intact. Many of the
animals which lived here are gone, Many
moreare going forever, not in thisgenera-
tion or decade but right now. The tiny

SAVE, US! ~"

pockets of surviving marsupials, reptiles and amphiﬁians
are NOW being cut off frdm one another so that with their
gene pools depleted, these animals are effectively extinct
NOW THIS YEAR - unless Y QU help save them.The forests
of Eastern Australia have been under siege for twocenturies.
The time has come to cease logging in the few remaining Old -
Growth forests and suspected homes of endangered species

.and start replanting now - while we can. Talk of 'greenies

~"Don't believe the government, industry iii; Greens. COME SEE FOR YOURSELF!

cosli'ng jubs' is obviaus propaganda perpetrated by the re-
source destroyers. Their dreams are as barren as the land- -’
scapes they leave in their wake - yet their children wake in
wonder to each magical day. They will never know what they
have lost - and you will never know what it is you're helping’
to save usless you find some time to enter the wilderness while
you still have a chance. Learn the difference belween trees
and a forest, truth and falsehoud, nature and greed.

THE FORESTRY COMMISSION ISLOGGING NOW INTHEMISTAKE STATE FOREST INNORTHERN NSW. THEY
HAVE APPLIED FOR A LICENSE TO KILL, TAKE AND DESTROY THE HABITAT OF ENDANGERED SPECIES

THEREIN FROM NATIONAL PARKS & WILDLIFE. YOU

HAVE ONLY UNTIL FEBRUARY 9THTO WRITETO THE

NPWS AND LODGE A COMPLAINT AGAINST THIS FIS AND THEIR GRANTING OF A LICENSETO KILL TO THE
FORESTRY COMMISSION.PLEASE WRITE NOW. WRITETO: ATTENTION - MANAGER OF THE ENDANGERED
SPECIES UNIT,NPWS, PO BOX 1967 HURSTVILLE NSW 2220. FOR MORE INFO ONHOW YOU CAN HELP, PHONE
THE NAMBUCCA CONSERVATION ASSOCIATION (065) $647#%3% OR THE BELLINGEN ENVIRONMENT CENTRE
(066) 552599 SEND DONATIONS WHICH WILL DIRECTLY HELP THE PROTECTION OF THE FORESTS TO - THE
OLD GROWTH SURVIVAL FUND, C/- THE BELLINGEN ENVIRONMENT CENTRE, PO BOX 152 BELLINGEN 2454



All we are saying ive life a chance

The forest industry is beginning its last long hot sum-
mer of destruction before they’ve nothing left to kill.
Like miners approaching the end of a seam of gold,
they don’t want to stop until they’ve wrung the last
dollar from the old growth forests.

Almost a decade ago greens and politicians stopped
the grim reapersdestroying the last remaining vestiges
of rainforest in the State, In a few centuries these
ecosystems may recover. Now we have to save the last
traces of ‘old growth forests’ - the only undisturbed
refuges of Australia’s more interesting native animals
and plants. These ancient, millenial trees are only a
small fraction of our decimated forests. We can stop
carving up these few areas now with minimal disrup-
tion to an industry which claims to be involved in
sustainable development - an industry which calls two
thousand year cld trees ‘overmature’ and fit only for
turning to pulp.

The Forestry Commission is slashing our heritage
to chopsticks without caring what they’re destroying.
Vaguely attempting to satisfy the letter of the Law thev
throw millions of dollars of our money into seif-serving
wastes of paper - glossyso-called Environmental Impact
Statements (EISs) which bave become a source of
revenue to pseudo-scientists who must toe the line or be
out of a joh.

Even when they discoyer truly endangered species
living in aforest, the loggers can still destroy them and

their homes. They can even kill rare, endangered -

animals that you and your children are never likely io
see in the wild or anywhere else. All they veed is a
Licence to Kill, Take and Destroy the Habitat of
‘Endangered Species - which is almost automatically
given them on request by the National Parks and Wild-
life Service (NPWS).

Yes, you read that correctly. A License to Knl] En-
dangered Species. They’re actually doing it. They're
alsoissuved with Licenses to Pollute. And in practice the
Forestry Commission can dowhatever it likes, hemmed
in only by toothless tiger committees and commissions
whose regulations - designed to save our air and water
- they regularly ignore. When members of the public
protest, the Commission is empuwered to close the
forests to everyone - even the media in this e
country’ - and cut the forests under martial law. In one
small forest - Wild Cattle Creek - the bill for police
enforcement over afew weeks was $160,000 during last
year’s protests their (police figures). The only people
making any money out of all this is one transnational
corporation known as BORAL - whose tentacles per-
meate government, education and a corrupt public
service - after buying out or controlling almost all the
mills in the north of the State and many industries
across the nation,

. example - before the Commission does,

@ pointed out the low numbers of surviving Grey Gum,

lGrey Ironbark and White Mahogany trees due to the
i r'( destruction of thisforesttypeintheentireregion by the
l' Commission. , The Commission decided to ignore the
ANPWS recommendatnons regarding retention of old
i §1growth and Brush Box forest; they state that Brush
§ Box trees with a rainforest understory can’t be classed
&, as rainforest.
The Commission has decided that they may ‘har-
{ vest' trees and construct logging tracks on slopesup to
P 35 degrees ‘generally’, despite the fact that the Soil
Conservation Service told them that logging on slopes
over 27 degrees would create erosion, slumping and
‘massmovement’. Thisis the maximum grade at which
drainage banks can stop logging roads from eroding
g disastrously, Recommendations by the District soil
" NEWM conservationist, Mr R.S. Saul, that logging should be
: 7\ restricted 10 30 degrees and “be kept to a minimum®
-.; were dismissed., The SEC recommends that no logging
jever take place on slopes over 25 degrees - but the
Commission is curiously exempt. Try climbing up a 35
degree slope - if you can - and judge its steeppess for
“yourself.

':WATER & ECONOMY

\' The Mistake S.F. is the water catchment for three
gtow'ns and numerous settlements. It is now accepted
g scientifically by hydrologists (water experts) that old
y growth Jorest actually produces water. Conservative
- hydrology estirnates state that old growth forests pro-
"duce 12 million litres of water per hectare per year -
and that regrowth forests consume 3 million litres of
water per hectare per year. Hydrologists point out that
this means a 1oss of 15 megalitres per year, per hectare
of old growth forest which is logged or disturbed, to the
N focal community. The flow on costs of this loss can be
shown to be disastrous to the economic health of
commubnities in the catchment, as well as disastrous
y generally.

It’s A Mistake

This is happening in our forest and mountain heart-
land now. New technology and a battered economy
mean that the last wild places available to industry are
being trashed this season. Temporary moratoriums
which were saving these old places have just run out
across the State. Take the Mistake State Forest for 2'5

The Mistake is about 10,000 hectares of mixed <
forest - an interlaced mosaic of rainforest, old growlh %
and recovering woodlots. At least 19 endangered ani- #2~
mal species are known to still live in the Mistake S.F. - ?Q,
although this writer has personally seen half a dozen Z4
more than those described by Commission-funded
experts. “The flora and fauna surveys that were con- £
ducted are not definitive,” says the assessment report MY
on the Mistake EIS. “To achieve this level of investiga- )
tion would be more costly that the net value of short- \
term forest production (ie 5 years).”,

“The investigations are not equaj to to the types of
survey being carried out formanagement area E1Ss”. gff

In private conversations with fauna experts actu- P4iP
ally conducting the fauna surveys, it was admitted to =
this writer that the surveys were totally inadequate - ¥:
the ‘experts’ were drawn from different areas of the &;
State and have nofamiliarity with the localecosystems. &«
They stated that a comprehensive survey would take ; V '
three years - not the three days allowed them.

Parts of the Mistake have been trashed for a cen-
tury or more while some areas remain in pristine £
condition. According to the Forestry Commission,
about 2,140 hectares are ‘old growth’ . About 1,800 ha
of this “mature/overmature” old growth is available g
for logging - the rest is too steep to drive a bulldozer on |}
and almost impossible to walk on, or this would be E
‘available’ as wel). About 1,025 ha is previously un- i
logged virgin ‘hardwood’ forest, This is interlaced
with less than 800 ba of remaining rainforest and in
most areas it is impossible to access the ‘unlogged ||
harawouds' withont trashing fracts of rainforest to
reach them - despite thefactit’sillegaltocut or damige W
rainforest. “Such intrusion is inevitua!:le as ribbons of ©
rainforest traverse the contours along creeks which 3
any system of roads or tracks must cross in steep ,'
country... Similarly the immediate edges of hardwood
forest types adjacent to rainforest will be logged...”,

The Commission classes massive canopy trees as
‘““overmature”,

" The NPWS “expressed concern for the conserva-
tion of old growth forests” in the Mistake. They stated \_\
that forest dominated by Brush Box should not be
logged as it contains numerous rainforest species and

f.« water coming out of taps in most towns is that pro-

g costsof carting megalitres of water are well known and
the cost of water is easy todetermine in any shire - look
at your waler rales. Logging the remaining old growth

billion litres of water per year! The economic viability
& of uny old growth loggirg must be measured against
* this cost to towns and agriculture and its resultant
costs to the local economy. Old growth logging is not
economically viable.

Put simply, at the end of the dry season the only -

duced by intact old growth forest and rainforest. The.

Filter strips and buffer zones along creeks to ensure
water quality and habitat for native animalsand plants
will only be putin place in the Mistake where a stream
has a catchment of 100 ha or more., The Water Re-
sources Commission has hefty fines - tens of thousands
of dollars - for any private landholder who wishes to
drive a bulldozer within 20 metres of any creek - and a
creek is defined by them as any watercourse with banks.
No private landholder may routinely fell trees along
watercourses. Yet the Commission is exempt from
common sense and the law of the land.

“..the EIS has not stressed the need for additional
wildlife corridors along streams.” .

Endangered Animals

The fauna surveys conducted in the Mistake are entirely
inadequate. The Forestry Commission produced an EIS
with no accompanying Fauna Impact Statement (F1S) and
hurriedly slapped one together using only data obtained
from the inadequate EIS and an additional 3 day survey by
asingle ornithologist (bird specialist) in the middle of winter.
On one of these days a strong south-weslerly was blowing;
“These conditions made location of fauna difficult.” j Nine
species of birds hitherto unconfirmed in the Mistake were
discoveredin these conditions, but predictably the ornitholo-
gist failedtofindany other unconfirmed species except foxes,
feral dogs and feral cattle.

Local residents aver the existence of many endangered
species not found by the specialists, who have never even
sighted a koala in the Mistake despite the fact that locals are
kept awake by their calls every spring and sight them regu-
larly. When you hear koala mating calls or fights you under-
stand wby they're called bears. They are unmistakable and
sound like eight foot grizzlies approaching.

The F1S completely fails to address NPWS concerns over
the inadequacy of the EIS and attempts to gloss over the
disaster they intend to continue perpetrating. The Director
of the NPWS told the Commission that they could only
continue logging if they fulfilled 22 requirements they had
not previously fullilled. | They have still not fullied more
than half of them but are logging already in two forest com-
partmenis in which they’ve been given exemption from these
conditions and intend to proceed in the rest of the forest
despitethe inadequacy of theirreport and FIS.

The F1S admits the presence or likely presence of 19
endangered species: koala, tiger quoll {native cats}, yellow-
bellied glider, parma wallaby, long-nosed potoroo, brush-
tailed phascogale, glossy black cockatoo, sooty owl, rufous
scrub bird, carpet and diamond pythons, southern angle-
headed dragon, sphagnum frog and seven species of bat. ,
The Commission definition of “a (local] significant impact is
one that reduces the population under consideration by
more than 30%.”,, This means that if they estimate they will
kill just under a third of any endangered species outright, the
efTect is judged 1o be locally, regionally and nationally insig-
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- ’Forestby Commission of NSW

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

Ms Lynne Orrego
Vice President

Your reference. ‘
" Nambucca Valley Conservation Our reference: M Hickman:dj

- Association . . (02) 980 4168.
PO Box 123

. BOWRAVILLE NSW 2449

18 February 1993/ .

Dear Ms orrego

[HP

wher e meenmemtem s g mrep s e aebaes eam e sn e . s pe——— = .

‘I refer to your request for information in respect of the
Big Scrub Environment Centre Freedom of Information (FOI)
application No. XX41. ' )

As requested by phone I am providing a breakdown of costs
for the information collected. Upon payment of this amount
the relevant documents will be forwarded to you. I have
numbered the requests for individual items on your

application (copy attached) for ease of identification.’ I
understand from Steve Rayson, District Forester, Urunga v
that you have already received advice in respect of items

1.1 to 1.6, 1.8 and that information in respect of item

2.2, 2.7 and 2.8 are available if required at an additional
cost $52.50 plus photocopying. .

| &gt = Q0
SEARCH. & REVIEW _ PHOTOCOPYING .
. - : " A4 A3
1.7 50 minutes = § 25,00 23 -
19w 40 minutes = ${20.00 -11- - 4
2.1 30 minutes = § 15.00 = 2 2
2.3 . 30 minutes = § 15.00 - -
2. .~ .40 minutes = § 20.00 g 1
Collation of : )
information
and preparation : .
¢of response 40 minutes = $§ 20.00
TOTAL 3 hours & ,
' ' 50 minutes $115.00 45 3

Photocopying-A4-$0.25/sheet § 12.75
A3-$0.50/sheet

‘TOTAL $127.75 .
Less 50% reduction = § 63.85
Although work was completed on.items 2.6 and 2.9 no charge
- has been made. Upon receipt of $63.85 I will send the
documentation to you. ' .

Details of available information are as follows:

Locked Bag 23 Pennant Hills 2120 Telephone: (02) 980 4100 Fax: {02) 484 1310



1.7

‘As discussed there are no documents relating to the’

. terms of reference and administration surrounding

TG 3.2

methodology and/or raw data used in compiling the S
Webster determination. This was mainly due to the o
survey being based on.a review of available

literature including prewvious sightings ocn the area

and, after a field inspection by Webster,

anticipated fauna occurence in similar forest

types. Plot location assessments were undertaken as
part of the wider. Urunga EIS. 23 pages relating to

the determination are available.
TIME 50 minutes = $25.00 Photocopying §5.75
The draft consultancy bfief for the Urunga Fauna

Suirvey is available. The Flora survey is currently
being undertaken by the Commission and details will

be available on release of the Urunga EIS.

Details of .commercial negotiations between the h
successful consultant and the Commission would
necessitate seeking the consultants views on .release i
of that information under Sections 31 and 32 of the n¢
FOI legislation. Your advice to proceed with such

action is awaited.. The cost will be approximately

$10.00.

. . .
- TIME 40 minutes = $20.00 Photocopying $2.75

Details are available. g

TIME 30 minutes = $15.00 Phofbcopying $1.50

Details of log volumes added to guotas. No changes

"to allocations were made specifically from the APM

areas. The APM-sawlog resource, from a management
perspective, was viewed as part replacement of
resource for the hardwood withdrawals following the
1982 rainforest decision. Within Urunga District
these included Bellingen River State Forest 6,200 ha
and Never Never State Forest 2,750 ha.

TIME 30 minutes = $15.00
Not appliéable (See item 2.3).
Ian Barnes ~ API Forester, Kempsey - Area

determination and forest stand
condition

Bruce Coomber - Economist (Marketing Division)
. Economic Assessment (rates of
. . return) _
Dave Cromarty - Project Forester (Management

Planning Division) Volume growth
Assessment’



.3.

E Chiswell - District Forester, Coffs Harbour
Local Assessment - markets probable
sale prices.

Additional policy con31derat10ns relatlng to the APM
purchase are- avallable

TIME 1 hour = $30 00 Photocopylng $2 75

2.6 Details of the Agreement with Allen Taylor contains
information concerning the business affairs of the
Company and under Section 32 of the FOI legislation
the Commission is required to write to the Company
seeking its advice before making a determination to
release the information or not. I will await your
advice before taking such action. The cost will be
approximately $10.00. ' 7&@5 )

2.9 The 1989 draft Urunga Management Plan reflects the
, "views of a former District Forester which has .not
yet been considered by the Commission. On that o
basis the document is exempt under Clause 9 Schedule
1 of the FOI Act as it contains matter the
disclosure of which would disclose an opinion
prepared for the purpose of the decision-making-

- functions of the Commission and would on balance be
contrary to the public interest. An interim _
Management Plan is currently under consideration by
the Commission and will be available .for release’
following approval in the near future. .

The final Management Plan will be dependent on ahd
flow from the findings and determination of the
Urunga EIS currently being undertaken.

If you disagree with my decision to refuse you access to
these documents you have legal right under Section 34 of
the FOI Act to havé the decision reviewed by the ’
Commission. To obtain such a review you should reply in
writing w1th1n'twenty eight (28) days of receipt of this
letter to the Commissioner for Forests, Building 2, 423
Pennant Hills Road, Pennant Hills 2120. All reguests for
internal review must be accompanled by the $40.00
appllcatlon fee.

If you are still dlssatlsfled ‘after the Commission rev1ew,
you may request the Ombudsman at any time to investigate
the determination. However, if you wish to retain the
‘option of later appealing to the District Court, you must
- apply to the Ombudsman within sixty (60) days of receiving
the determination from yqur internal review. Requests to
the Ombudsman must be in writing and are free.



You may appeal to the District Court if you are
-dissatisfied with a determination from your internal review
or after the review by the Ombudsman. -Application must be
made within. sixty (60) days of rece1v1ng the results of
~-his/her 1nvestlgat10ns

If you requ1re,fnrther information in respect.of these
issues I can be contacted on (02) 980 4168.

Yours siﬁcé;glf
Lb‘ @flvl@w&u |

MIKE HICKMAN .
FOI Co~0rdinatqr

v -
o ———— bt
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List 1. Doscuments wanied from List A

Managl dent Plans for Macksville Management Area - the two or- more

1

preparéd prior to and not including the July 1978 pllan.

Annual reports for Maéksvi\\e Management Area - | :
1987/88, 1986/87, 1985/86, 1984/85, 1983/R4,.
1982/83, 1981/82,' 1980/81 and 19%1/92.

Ozo copies of the following Forest type maps:

Girralong West Bellbrook West
Hyatts . Flat East " Comara East
Thumb Crk East Macksville East
Thumb Crk West wenonah Head .

Five Day Crk East

Order of Working (latest edition) (should be July '92 - JuiQ"ga)

‘Mistake State Forest:

S Logoing Histories and volumes and species harvested on a
compartment by compartment basis,

‘,G All documents on file regarding field survey of}f\ora ard

.‘ '

|- 8

fauna carried out hy the Forestry Commission (Binns) in;1988
(especially methodology used, Rours spent in the field,

transects covered etc...) excluding information icontaingd in
the Mistake E.V.s., 1991, ' '

- A1l documants -on file regarding fiald survey of iflora and
fauna carried out by the Forestry Commission (Webster) in
1892 (especially methodology ‘used, hours spent ﬂﬁ the field,
transects covered etc...) excluding information icontained in
the Determination Report '92. : :

i ;
i !

garding any fauna and/or f1dra surveys
en in the new Urunga Management Area

A1) documents on file re
which have been undertak }
A1) documents on file regarding fauna/flora surveys fto .be dope

for the Urunga €.1.5. |

_ - 1.8. briefs to consultants and methodology
and {imetable. : i |
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‘)'__f_:;_{___?: Bocuments wanted which are not on List A«

) ‘Details and purchase price of APM properties withi% the new
2.1 Urunga #Management Areas. o S .

‘ Deatils of log volumes estimated to be on the ex APM properties
2-1 at the time of purchase. ' : ‘

: Details of log volumes per annum to
1.3 log supply agreements (for the ex AP
Forestry Commission. :

quota,and any iong_term_gaw
M land) entered into by the

1t

ODetails of pricing arrangements for those sawlégs.i ,
1S Details of personnel and departments-who were involved in drawing
up those agreements.

7 Detsails

of the long term timbher supply agreement with Allen !
Taylor, . . -

27 Past yield assesesments for the - Macksville Management Area
including methodology and any monitoring documants !

Q'%"DOCUmenxs re1ating'to the Permanent Growth Plots (Hoth pést and
present), their lacation and statiztics on growth rates gained,
within the Macksville Management Area, : ' :

[} v

1'q A copy of theg Oraft Urunga Management Plan (new).
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List 1.  Documents wanted from List A

Maﬁag(went Pla&s for Macksville Management Araa‘--tﬂe two mf more
preparéd prior to and not including the July 1978 pPllan.

]

Annual reports for Macksville Management Area - :

1987/88, 1986/87, 1985/86, 1984/85, 1983 /R84,
1982/83, 1981/82, 1980/81 and 1991/92, v

Ozo copies of the following Forest type maps:

Girralong West Bellbrook West '
Hyatts . Flat East Comara East
Thumb Crk East’ Macksvilie East
“Thumb Crk West ~ Wenonah Head

Five Day Crk East

H

Order of Working (1ates£ edition) (sHou1d be July 'Qz - Juif ‘94)

Mistake State Forest:

S Logging Histories and volumes and s

pecies harvested on a
compartment by compariment basis, - C

\. & Al documents on file regarding field survey of iflora and

i

-8

fauna carried out by the Forestry Commission (Binns) in,1988
(especially methodology used, hours spent in the field, .

transects covered etc...) excluding informationicontainéd in
Lthe Mistake E.1.5., 1991, ‘

7 All doecuments on file regarding field survey'of|f|ora and
fauna carried out by the Forestry Commission (Webster) in -
1992 (especially methodology used,. hours spent in the field,
transects covered etc...) execluding information icontained in

the Determination Report '92.. '

i

| H
garding any fauna and/or f1dra_surveys
en in the new Urunga Management Ares.

’ . . | . .
A1) documents on file regarding fauna/flora surveys ito-be. dope
for the Urunga €.1.5§.

A1t documents on file re
which have been undertak

i.8. briefs to consultants and methodology
-and timetable. o - ' .

! I
I .
i .
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.\55{ 2: Dogcuments wanted which are not on List A‘i

. . — - i i -
Details and purchase price of AP properties withi? the new
l‘l Urunga tanagement Area. . - :

Deatils of log volumes estimatea'ﬁo be on the ex AéM properties
2'1 .at the time of purchase, o :

Details of log votlumes Per annum to quota, and any iong term égw~
1.3 Yog supply agreements (for the ey ApM land) entered into by the

Forestry Commission. ' . :
L Détails of pricing arrangements for those sawlégs.i ,
LS Details of personnel and Hepartmehts who were fnvolved in drawing
up those agreements, :

i-e Details of the long term timber supply agfeement with Allen !

. Taylor, ‘
. S i
21 past yield assesements for the Macksville Management Area
including methodolodgy and any monitoring documents’
1.8 '

Documenis relating to ths Permanent Growth Plets (Hoth past dnd

present), their location and statiztics on growth rates gained,
within the Macksville Managemsnt Area. o '

19 a copy of the Draft‘Urunga Management Plan (new). %




Nambucca Valley “f8 -
Conservatlon PO.Box 123,

Association
Inc. in NSW

March 12) 1993

“Mr. M. Hickmann

FOl Co-0Ordinator

Forestry Comm1ss1on of NSW
Locked /Bag 23

Pennant Hills 2120 NSW

Dear Mr. Hickmann,
re: FOl application XX41: Lyn Orrego/NVCA

Thank' you for your letter of 18 February 1993 re my
request for information through the Big Scrub
Environment Centre Freedom of Information (FOI)
application No. XX41, originally Jlodged on 22 April
1992..

Please find our. comments below on each item. Also
please find enclosed a cheque for $40.80 being for the
items listed at the end of this letter.

1.1-1.8 Yes, we have accessed the documents from these
items which we want with the exception of
1.5 the logging histories (volumes/dates,
species) on a compartment by compartment basis
for Mistake State Forest. We chose to get
copies of the compartments which are on the
Order of work list to be logged this year
(about 7 compartments). Our request is that we
be given permission to access the other
compartments on an annual basis as they come
up for logging each year. We ask that you
confirm.that this is acceptable. (Steve Rayson
is presently away on holidays). The reason is
financial hardship. As we are an unfunded
voluntary community group we are forced to use
our resources for the highest priority items
first.

1.7 As 1.7 indicates | was seeking information
specifically on Webster's Fauna Impact
Statement preparation. You state "23 pages
relating to terms of reference and
administration surrounding the determination
are available." If part of these 23 pages are
the brief or versions thereof sent to Webster

Bowraville, 2449.
Ph/Fax (065) 647608

Lets care for the environment... Life dependg on it



Cost:

1.8

1.9

d- .

giving him instructions on how the Forestry
Comm1ss1on expected him to prepare the FIS or

his responses, then yes, ! would like those
pages. Otherwise | do not require the 23
pages.

As this section is not finalised, no cost {s,
as yet, finalised.

Mr ‘Steve Raysom gave me the Draft of the Flora
and Fauna lists to be attached as an appendix
to the Coffs/Urunga EIS which is being :
prepared now. At the time he told me that was
all there was in the way of flora & fauna
studies for the Urunga Management Area. This
raises the question of how were the lists
prepared, ie what documentation. were they
drawn from? As this item asks for "all
"documents on file re fauna/flora surveys." |
feel we still need the following to be happy
with the outcome of our request for this item:

a) If there are no more documents, a written
- "statement so stating this is the case.

b) if there are more documents, a list
thereof so we can choose which ones we
require and

.e) A statement of explanation re how the draft,
fauna & flora lists.were drawn up for the
- Appendix to the EIS (ie from what source
-mater1a17)

Yes, | would like a copy of the "draft consultancy
brief for the Urunga Fauna Survey" although | ask
why is it a draft it is understood half or more of
the work is. already comp!eted°

So | would also like a copy of the ‘non- draft ‘or

final version of the Urunga Fauna Survey
consultancy brief. It is certa1n1y hoped such a
brief exists in a final version before work began
and not drawn up or to be drawn up afterwards.

Regarding the details of commercial negotiations
for this survey: No we don‘t need such information
but we do want information on the methodoleay,
design, scope, types and locations of traps,

»ha1rtubes, spotlighting, species targetted,

timetable and rationale behind the survey design.
This is urgent as the EIS process is in full swing.

Regarding the Flora Survey, your letter says Flora
survey details will be available on release of the
Urunga EIS. | take this as a3 refusal of my

request yet you have given no reason. We simply
want to know the methodology the Forestry

Commission is using for this survey, its scope,
days in the field, spread of sites studied, etc. We

. See no reason this information shouldn't be

provided and ask you to reconsider and send it to



us.

Cost: 40 mins ($20) + 11 bages ($2.25) for the Draft
consultancy brief for the Fauna Survey less 50% =
$11.15 '

2.1.Yes, we would like the details and purchases price
o of APM properties within the new Urunga Management
* Area. The details sought are the date of purchase.a

map of the areas purchased and the purchase price.

Cost: 30 mins (15 $) + 2A4's, 2A3"s ($1,50) less 50% =
' $£8.25 ' : .

2.2 | have not received an adequate answer to this item
so am still requesting the .details be provided ie:.
Details of quota logs over 40 cm, thinnings quality
logs under 40 cm, peel quality logs and optional
quality logs (all in cubic metres) estimated to be
on the ex APM properties at the time of purchase.

Cost: Could you please let me knqw'thé'estimated cost?

2.3 Regarding your answer that the APM properties added
to the Forestry estate to balance what had been
removed in.the 1982 Rainforest Decision: this of
course is a management perspective. However, it
sti11 Teaves our question unanswered. The APM
properties obviously had "x" m3.of timber resources
at the time of purchase which would have been
assessed to provide "y" m3 in "2" no. of years when.
they became ready for. harvesting. "Y" and "2" is
the information | seek.

Also, on-February 3, 1993, when | met with Steve

Rayson regarding this item_ he indicated he could

provide the volumes harvested since purchase and

that it would take 1 1/2 hours to find that
information. | said to go ahead. However, this
information has not yet been provided.

Cosf: $15 sounds a reasonable cost if the above
details are provided. We will await your

confirmation. :

2.4 | feel if this question was explained there would

be an applicable answer:

If sawlogs are located 100 km from a centre they
are more expensive to harvest. If the resource-
located on APM properties is the same .price as .
that anywhere in the district then, it is
advantageous to.whoever is given the harvesting

- rights as these forests are closer to coastal

centres than say.the upriver forests. Therefore
the information we seek is: .

a) Are pricing arrangements for sawlogs from
ex-APM lands the same- as for any other sawlogs
in the region and if so what is that price?

b) I'f the price is the same throughout the region
‘how is it decided by the Forestry Commission

[
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which purchaser should be given the advantage
of being supplied with such a "close to centre"
resource? ’ :

2.5 Thank you for the ‘information provided. Yes. | wouyld

like the additional policy. considerations relating
to the APM purchase. ' - :

Cdst:v$-20_p1us $ 2.75 photocopying less 50% = $11.40

2.6 Yes, | would like you to write to the Company

a)

oy,

g)
<h)

Si)
3)

f).

k)

seeking their advise on our request. To clarify our
request the "details" we seek regarding the
longterm timber supply: agreement with Allen Taylor
are: : :

what is the total volume-per annum in cubic metres?
s there any specﬁfication within the total volume
for various species ie Tallowood, Rosegum,
Blackbutt, Brushbox, Red -Mahagony, White Mahogany;
Turpentine, ironbark? ' . '

If there is specification what is that specification )
in species and percentages of each species?

What say does Allan Taylor have over what species
their total allocation is made up of?

How is the:species make up of the total allocation
decided? : ’

What are the various prices for each species?

What say does Adlen Taylor have in where logs are

‘drawn from?

Who decides and on what basis,‘where'logs are drawn
from? -

A copy of the contract/agreement

What are the compensation-clauses in the agreement
f the agreement is terminated?

Was the invitation to enter into a longterm
agreement with the Forestry Commission for resources
advertised ,and open to other companies or .
individuals to also begin negotiations towards such
an agreement for those resources?

1),H6w and by who was the longterm agreement initiated?

Cost: $. 10 for the letter to be.sent less 50% =‘$5.00

2.

7

On February 3, 1993 | requested Mr Steve Rayson to
provide us with a summary of the information
available to answer this question. He had said
such a summary could be done with 30 minutes of
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work. | agreed to that. No Qummary has as yet been.
received. : ‘

On February.3 Mr Rayson said he could supply

some information on this item with another 30
minutes of ‘work. | agreed. No information has as
vat been received. : :

Regarding the 1989 Draft Urunga Management Plan:
The 13978 Management Plan for the Macksville

. Management Area (part of new Urunga Management
Area) has long been out .of date (dué for
replacement in 1988) however a new plan has not
been forthcoming. | have been told by Mr. John
Ball (pers.comm.) that the operations in our area
are following and.based on the 1989 Draft Urunga
Management Plan. )

1t is also obvious from seeing where operations
are taking place .(up-river forests) that the old
plan (techn1ca11y still the legal plan) is not
being followed. -

Theréfore | submit, the 198% Draft Management Plan
is far more than an "opinion prepared for the
purpose of the decision making functions of the
Commission.” It has actually been a working and
fully operated plan in actuality on ‘the ground
through the years Mr. Ball was the District
Forester and implementing it. I' have been asking
for this plan for the last six years, at 'least
twice a year and have been told its just a few
months away. )

I request you reconsider your decision on this’
item. .

My advice is that for this XX 41 FO! application
the process of internal review has- already taken
place and that any requests for review should go
straight to the Ombudsman. If this is correct |

will first await your reconsidation of this item.

If it is not correct | reguest an internal review
for this item should your reconsideraton of it not
be favourable. | will happ11y send the $ 40 upon

clarification of whether it is necessary. bearing
in mind my adv1ce in the above paragraph.

"Thankyou for he1p1ng us to get the information we
seek. Even though we have been granted the
community groups concession the pricing structure
for information is still not suitable to us (To
date we have paid more than $280 for search and
info on these items). -We feel many documents )
would be more speedily and easily available to the
public if the Forestry Commission kept their files
better organised. We hope the search time will
diminish as the Commission becomes mare used to
the public seeking information on operations.



Please find enclosed a cheque for $40.80 being for:

ttem 1.9
ltem. 2.1
ftem 2.5
Item 2.6

~ Collation

. & response

TOTAL

copy to District
Mr Steve
Ps. We abso

$11..15
$ 8.25
$11.40
$ 5.00

$10..00

$40:80

S1nceré1y,
t>7§71\ Cj)blgfc)
Lyn Orrego (V1ce Pres1dent)

Forester
Rayson
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1.7 All documents on f

A1) documents on file.r

/ RS DN PP N L) L N S L U - KITr e SO0

List 1. Documents wanted from List A

Managl lent Plans for Macksville Management Area - the two or more .

"W

prepared prior to and not including the July 19]8;Pupni :

Anddal reports for,Maéksville Management Area - :
1987/88, 1986/87, 1985/86, 19B4/85, 1983/84 .

1982/83, 1981/82, 1980/81 and 1991/92. 3y

Ozo c¢copies of the'fol1ow1ng Forest type maps:

‘Qirralong West Bellbrook West
Hyatts . Flat East Comara East
Thumb Crk East Macksville East
Thumb Crk west . Wenonah Head

Five Day Crk East T

Order of Working (latest edition)_(shouId be July '92 - Juii '84)

Mistake State Forest: :

S 'Logging Histories and volumes and s
compartment by compartment bhacis. ) . ‘ :

& A1) documents on file regarding field survey of flora and
fauna carried out hy the Forestry Commission (Binns) in 1988
(especially methodology used, hours .spent in the field,
transects covered etc...) excluding 1nformationgcontainqd in
the Mistake E.V.8., 1991, . . o :

ile regarding field survey of [flora and

~ fauna carried out by the Forestry Commission (Webster) in

11992 (especially methodology used, hours spent in the fietd,

. transects covered etc...) excluding inﬁonmationicontaineﬂ in
thes Determination Report '92.° - : | -

pecies harvested on a

H

- . i : 1,
AVY documents on file regarding any fauna and/or flora surveys
which-have heen undertaken in the new Urunga Management Area.

egarding fauvna/flora surveys ko be dohe‘
for the Urunga €.1.5. i.a. briefs to consultants and methodology
and timetahle. A : _ ' : : :

b
1

1)




‘i&{hz‘ Documents wanted which are not on List A

Details and purchase price of aPM properties With1+ the new
2.1 Urunga Management Area. 4 :

2.9 Deatils of 1og volumes estimated to be on the ex APM properties

at the time of purchase,

Datnils.of-log volumes per annum to quota, and any ?ong torm {aw
N .3 log supply agreements (for the ex APM land) entered into by the
Forestry Commission. B B

L+ Details of pricihg arrangements for those sgw!égs.i ;
LS Details of personne
up_those agreements,

LG Details of the long term timher ¢

upply agreement with Allen !
Taylor. . T .

d
2-7 Past yield assescsments for

the Macksville Management Area
including methodo]ogy and a

ny moenitoring documents |
1-3 Document s relating to the Permanent Growth Plots (Roth past and

present), their location and statistics on growth rates gained,
‘wWithin the Macksville Management Area, ) )

1-% A copy of the Draft Urungsa Mhnagement Plan (new).

We wasnt a Wlormry Servce
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Forest. campaigners have set up a green
“police” squadin the Mistake State Forest west of
Bowraville to uncover breaches of environmental
laws. -~ -~

. With a base camp located about a half-hour’s
drive from Argents W::. the group is averaging
10 pecple a day watching for breaches of logging
regulations as they occur.

They've been described by-a press release
from some camp participants as a “green policing
group® but supporter and district resident
Vanessa Farmer stresses it’s a watch-dog group
and is not seeking confrontations with loggersin
the forest. .

“We'd prefer to have it that way,” she said

' yesterday.

Abouthalfof the campers and their supporters
are from the local district and the rest have
included visitors from as far as Sydney.

A marquee has been set up and participants
are surveying areas not'logged and sites of
current operations. ; :

Ms Farmer said one focus was on any possible
erosion in the area. : .

Watchdogs on
- logging work

"She and another local district resident,
Trevor Budd, say they’ve been regularly visiting
and supporting the camp.

Daily activities at the site include taking
slope measurements, recordings of growth, and
animal surveys. . :

The group moved camp three days agobut are.
still in the general area of the Mistake State
Forest, largely within the Nambucca Shire.

Ms Farmer said the group will stay for an

indefinite period. Supplies are being suppleménted
with those taken up by camp participants.

. Apressrelease issued by the group is headed
Forest Actions and claims the Forestry Commission
has giveén permission for them to be there.

- “The forest camps of 1993 have begun,” it
says. . :

‘Green 'police' take to bush

Workshops are. to be _.o,rw by. the group-

members on topics such as tree identification,
tree climbing, and the identification of pessible
forest breaches. . . - . N

They also are said to be “documenting the last
stands of old growth habitat forests on the NSW
North Coast™.

“These forests are due to be logged this year,
before an already agreed embargo on old growth
logging comesintoforce by 1995,” their statement
says. : o

“But they can be reserved for their high
conservation value if they are documented before
Australia loses them forever.

“We believe there’s no point passing strict
environmental legislation unless it’s enforced.”

Coffs Harbour-based Community Liaison
officer for the Forestry Commission’s Northern
Region, Mr Dean Anderson, says the group has
been asked to observe safety procedures when
near operations, for their own well-being.

They’re being asked to wear hard hats and
boots when in areas being logged and not to go

day for a Frank
Partridge student,
pleasant atmosphere for
Bowraville Central
School camival and
profiles on staff from the
Nambucca Valley
Christian Community
) School.

R

The Macksville Sea
Eagles were too gdod
for the visitors at a
Sevens tournament on
Sunday — see back
page
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within 200 metres of an active operation.

*GARDEN SOIL * SAWDUST
*PINE BARK (2 sizes) oqommo:.. i
1 - AaMINE RADIK BINES C s IDERL

Choose your own for
that special look!

Happy Gardening! _.

Zeautif#t BUSH ROCK

- PRODUCT LIST - Avaliable In bag or bulk:—

*ORGANIC POTTING MIX  *BUSH ROCK
*WOOD ASH . .. *SLEEPERS
< COMPOSTED COW MANURE *FLITCHES

Catholic School, agood ~ -
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Nambucca Valley - avc.. squrh amw FOBox123,

: Bowraville, 2449.
: PROTECT ION 5 '
Conservation PROTECTION (065) 647 808

Association L AEET

B |A RELEASE
Inc. In NSW ﬁED ELEAS
MARCH 19, 1993
FORESTﬁY COMMISSION.DENIAL OF_iLLEGAL LOGG!NG-PREMATURE

The Forestry Commission's dismissal of claims there is illegal
logging occurring in Mistake State Forest are premature,; knee-jerk
reactions, especially as'an on site meeting to inspect the claims
- is not planned until next Friday, according to a joint statement
issued today by two local environment groups, Nambucca Valley
Conservation Association and South Arm.CatcPment Protection Group.

"Our groups inspected the latest logging in Mistake on Tuesday
-after reports from the Mistake Forest Protection Group, who have
been camped in the forest as observers, telling.of soil erosion,
turbid streams and logging of rainforest species,” said NVCA
spokesperson Lyn Orrego. ' ' '

"What we saw was was sickeningly lTike .the damage done in the
logging of Oakes State Forest (near Killiekrankie Mountain) this
time last year: The Department of Conservation and Land Management
(CALM) report on Oakes has just been released saying 90,000 tonnes
of 's0il was lost into the head waters of the Bellinger river. Here
again, in Mistake, we saw improperly formed roads without table
drains put through rainforest type végetation, trashed palms and
brown turbid water flowing in previously clear waterfalls and
pools," she said, '

"We believe ‘codes and conditions of logging have ‘been broken and
have reported these to the Environment Protection Aufhority (EPA)
and to Forestry Commission with follow up documentation being sent.

"To date only one claim, of trees being felled into streams, has
been investigated by .the Forestry Commission and called "bad
practice” by them but not a breach. These latest claims have not
yet been investigated '

Mr Trevor Baijley, spokesperson for the South Arm Protection Group,
said their group had been seriously concerned for more than ten
years about logging practices in Mistake State Forest including the
logging of rainforest, destabilisation and subsequent erosion of
very steep hillsides leading to siltation of creeks coming out of
Mistake State Forest intot he Nambucca River System.

“"Justice Hemmings, in 1989, said he had serious concerns about the
logging there. He accepted Professor McGarrity's evidence that
serious erosion was ocurring on, slopes over 20 degrees. Most of
Mistake is oyer 20 degrees,” he said. ' '

""On Tuesday last | witnessed logging in rainforest, signifigant
roading over drainage lines and silt and debris washing into creeks

in"the Purgatory creek catchment. It was the same type of
destruction which ted our group to begin court action in 1987.

"1 am disgusted by what | have seen. It is an indictment of the
Forestry Commission that they have learnt nothing since then nor
since the Oakes State Forest debacle over which they are being
taken to court by the EPA for severe breaches of codes,

For info: Lyn Orrego (065) 647478 Trevor Bailey (066) 552407
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Nambucca Valley -
Conservation ~ rosoxtes,

. Bowraville, 2449.
* Association | Ph/Fax (065) GATE08
Inc. in NSW

March i8,~199$ i . | -)
0085 o

Mr. John Keats, _ : ' Q .
Environment Protection Authority

49 Victoria-St. . ° @
Grafton NSw ' : S

Dear John,

re: report of turbidity in Purgatory Creek Catchmenf
within compartments 368-9 Mistake State Forest

Further to my phone conversat1on with you today reporting turbidity
in the catchment creeks of Purgatory Creek within compartments
368-9 of Mistake State Forest 1| now put my report jn writing to
you, : - : :

Thankyou for agreeing to pass on our conderns to Mr. lan Greenbank
who you said is organising a joint inspection of the compartments
with the Forestry Commission (FC), Department of Conservation and
Land Management (CALM) and the Environment Protection Authority
(EPA).

Our Association inspected the above area on March 16, 1993
following reports of pollution from the logging operat1ons made to
‘us by the Mistake Forest Protect1on Group.

| witnessed newly made roads without table drains, roading which
appeared to have been "bladed-off", road1ng of excessive width for
the purpose, brown turbid water running off into a watercourse of
waterfalls and pools all brown with sediment and movement of soils
from uphill batters slumping before our eyes as we wetched.

The map attached shows the location of the various things
witnessed. The photos attached refer to the same things and were
taken on the day. :

The situation is of great concern to our association, espec1a]1y 1n'
‘the’ light of the recently released CALM report on Oakes State
Forest which showed the forestry operations to have caused 90,000

tonnes of soil to be 1ost into the headwaters of the Be111nger
" River. :

We request an inspection of the site and the above comp1a1nts We
also request that the report fol]ow1ng the 1nspect1on be made

Lets care for the environment... Life depends on It



available.to us straight away, including details of any remedia?
actions required. | also request that | be allowed to go along on

the inspectionh in order to further exp1a1n this report and the
locat1ons .

Finally we request that the Soil Erosion Mitigation Guidelines
(March 5, 1993), newly adopted by CALM, be applied to the EPA
Pollution Control License to the Forestry Commission for their
operations in Mistake State Forest immediately. The Forestry
Commission themselves should have no argument with this as page 12
of the Environmental Impact Statement Assessment Report &
Determination (August 1992) for Mistake State Forest states:

"The Standard Erosion Mitigation Conditions (SEMC's) are at
present being reviewed by the Soil Conservation Service and the
Forestry Commission. ..... The reviewed conditions will not ‘be
available before determination of this EIS but it goes without
saying that operat1ons will be subJect to any future amended
conditions. .

As you would be aware the License (Clause 2 (1)) States operations
must comply with the SEMC's, "as ammended from time to time"”. Wwe
urge your approval of -the new Guidelines in writing as provided for
in Clause 2 (3) of the License. -

The type of demage done in Oakes must not be repeated in Mistake
State Forest. Mistake is extremely steep country and so has
similar 1nherent erosion problems.

Soil expert, Professor McGarrity, who studied Mistake State SF
recommended no logging over 25 degrees for this area yet the
Forestry Comm1351on are perm1tt1ng logging up to 35 dégrees.

Thankyou for rece1v1ng our report and for acting on our requests.

We awa1t your reply. P

S1ncere1y,

Clﬂﬂ%go . ,
rego .
'V1ce -President
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. Soil Evosion Mjai‘tovx. Conditona $

A z ‘ II Mer n.oadfa tii) Wheraver the type of opernnone parmit and as far
. Ve e . .o v

" a® practicable, miner roads: -hm:_ly ba comtructnd g
- with croes fall W¥Hinge. ™ "~
. o ) .
Cammént. nof dare. S
Lt MW\-OT ?Dbls “(iii) *Immediately the logging operstion has ceasad in

B' z. A . ;any eection (oven If it is planned to uge tho road
. ’ : at any time in the future) the road shall be
o ) L‘dr.inld by cross banks unleocs otharwise cpecified.

B CQW‘M: no crossbanks .
C.2.0.1. Minor Roads i

hdi.nq-—o!t on minor roads shall bo parmitted only where
mmd wubsaquent drainage and repair i
popaible, Each “blading-off" opernuon must be
spacifically apptoved Hhaze bhdinq-ott ‘iiTpernitted”
the materisl removed must be Placed in a recoverable .
yonition and replaced when practicable.

ment: The wao\ Seams +o haue. bearn dug cou em%“‘&b .
Wo93k scuecad bl Oﬁl passes , in place B feat batfow
Naturad sonll leveds urhesre +e\...s. was et r\a.om.oaa:j
D ‘2 t Qcadﬁ (&) L‘"“"’_B*Lll_‘ha.&-éggﬂc and they shall be - '
* a ) R oravelled if the doR BT traffic so warrants and :
L thic is specified. .

Comwment . Not propu(j formad. No crossfatt dninage. -
no +a-b(e drau.r\s ro QPOW\ dmms b&H‘-"S not sm..b‘e..

.

E 2 t Qoa-ds (iiy =all-batt shall be conatructed to -acstable =g

0 minimize lubuquent slumning and arosion of
fill battars. Revogatation ot batrers may be
required on someé roads, and this shan be carried
out when spacifiaed.

M uf-ad bo llers not stable . {\A.oowj and wllaf»svs
bc—fovc. our eyes . Sae PhOfUS

lu‘} La porocn auth-::lr.e_'d iy the Semmioviors. skall wacure Shat il
F . l' C—:a'\eral activities counected witn the logging operations <n r:he
authorized area shall be conducted in such & manner that erosion.
is not aggravated and shall carry out any instructions given by
the Commissioner or hie delegate with a view to minimiring or.
preventing erceion.

2. Cede of bogging Practices:

A 2. ‘Snl_‘ﬁ“'\j - DU”‘P J 7.1 Al operations shal) be carried out in such a manner as to

.

minimjse soil disturbance, water pollution and

-

environmental damage generally

ﬁ.ﬂ ObvlodsJ not achieved. '
B, 7 Shiﬁltj "’DU"‘P '3 7.2 Snig track construction is not permitted on slopes over

359, (30° for High Erosion Hazard) unless specifically '

.- 4 : authorised,
wment * Accovdu ouvr clinomaie e S U rements L{.
ot au “d this d.A.hm breachad v U-umc:j oJ Plywh i.

C " 7 Smjjfrj ‘. DU""P“ﬁ 7.10 Dramage of snig tracks and minor roads, other than
~ . permanent fire trails, shall be carried out 1in conformity
with the Standard fc‘rosion Hitigation Conditions. The
required frequency of cross arainaga banks will be
prescribed in the harvesting Plan. Orainage shall be

carried out progressivaly on each track upon completion

Comn'wd"ﬁ I\)of t.ompkdua.ﬁ\ of, or temporary cessation of,‘oparat.ions.
v D% albove :

£

Ll‘;* of clams CSJ- ‘%\'CCLC"\.QS 0[‘ Code and Ccv\;iq-wﬂs hhm



18-03 '93 17:09 P.62

. NOTICE OF VARIATION AND APPROVAL

7 ~ TO A HARVESTING PLAN
: J tocation _ Cot... S 43’ ' ‘ Harvesting PIan..........o.iooveoeeooeo,

Details

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

Supervising
............................................................. FASFOrEStOrn.........cccouevveeiiiieieiiien,

Mill representative
Specity who)

...........................................................................................

!

v W——

NOTICE OF VARIATION AND APPROVAL
TO A HARVESTING PLAN

Location Cpt.....-;3.(f«‘.’-.?.’ ...................................... Harvesting PIan,...........o.ococooovevenn,
.-Dma"s State Forest. #7374 14 e Approval Date...l_..a..'....-’..Q. “G"l
Contractor. iR 3. /. S/l Vid 3 : - |
- ' Supervising .
F.A/Forester....................... U

Nature ?f Variation

Variation advised to: Conlractor Contrgctors employse

(Specity who, .., wwtg- 4

Mill representative
Specity whao)




187,03 '93 17:99 P.83

NOTICE OF VARIATION AND APPROVAL
TO A HARVESTING PLAN

Location : Cpt....... ‘?é’ &) ................................. '. HMarvasting Plan...........cccccvcveeiierenninn

|
Detalls Slate Fores

Conlra.clor . Rir Y HEAES...

..........................................

" Supervising

..............................................................

; FA/Forester........... e et

variation advised to:  Conlractor " Contractors employee

(Specity who)cﬂ"‘\i‘“a‘-*t““‘ .............. - °2/4— ..................................

~Mill representative
Specify who)

" NOTICE OF VARIATION AND APPROVAL
TO A HARVESTING PLAN

Location Cpt...... 3(93 ......................................... Harvesting PIan. .............coveveeeeeean.
etails - ' '
Detai State Forest., lanAg A ... Appraval Date..tl:..‘.Q.:..‘Z.&, ...........
Contractor...@.\..ﬂ.?., ........ Y N : "
. Supervising .
............................................................. FASFOIGEIRN. ........revoercirrenrieni o,

Mill FODIBSBNMALIVA ... .ovvi oottt vttt e cb et et ear e eeee st e ae e esee .
Specify who)




1883 ’93 17110 P.04

NOTICE OF VARIATION AND APPROVAL
TO A HARVESTING PLAN .

Location Cpt....... R T Har;/esting [T T4 R VPMEOP
Delails ' ~ T
State Forest.../~1..9.7. A4 % ... Approval Date. /3. 7. f0=2.A .
Contractor...R..8.47.... rMNERVES . '
' Supervising .
FAJFOIGSIAr. -.ocovvvenriravinniniinas

| (Specity who)
Mill rapresentalive ............ccoverimninene JUUTUTIOURPUOURUPTROTS UUTTOTTTTT

\ . . | Specily who) . : 3 .
N |  Ssigned..... “é"‘ A P
Date B L m LR i
Y . | | AL
| | ' APPROVAL
TICE OF VARIATION AND
NOTICE  5'A HARVESTING PLAN .
- t 3 (9 ?...' ................................ Harvesting Plan.......oe
ir\ . (;;; t;.;;;;m ....... M.r Sf,qm.z_, ____________ Approval Date'..{.“ ..r.:.'..?..:..‘f-??l—.
Contractor. Rw’r Liha ﬂV-"' L S Supéfvising '
. FAJFOI@BIB. ..ocvrrreeeee ™™ .......

Variation advised 10 _
. (Specity wha)

Mill represemal'we
© gpecity who)

.......

-------




" DEPTH OF LITTER_LAYER (surface to_soil): o cm.

LOGS ON GROUND (diameter »25¢m) Average Area Covered: . m
FIRE HISTORY o LOGGING HISTORY

Most Recent Fire Most Recent Logging
‘(please circle No): . (please circle No):
0 no evidence 0 no evidence

1 Iight. 1 light

2 moderate 2 moderate

3 severe 3 severe
Historical'Recofd: Historical Record:
STAGS (dead trees): TREE _STUMPS_ (logged):
No %.0of canopy height No circumference

CANOPY STRUCTURE

Select Specie Presence In.Each Layer (ignore numbers for gfound layer),
0 none ‘ s

1 rare <5 . . " 3 common 20-50

.2 occasional 5-20 T 4 very common >50
SUBCANOPY LAYER SHRUB LAYER ‘ GROUND LAYER
specie ‘|[presence specie presence specie. . |presence
eucalypt . banksia : lomandra
rainforest .tree fern ©  grasses
casuarina grass tree . bracken
CYpress rainforest ' ) ferns -
wattle wattle heath
“banksia ' vines . i bare. (incl.

- hoop pine lantana ' litter)
vines . hakea " . ‘exposed rock
other , ‘ other =~ . |- other '

Explain How_Accurately This Plot Represents_The Surrounding.Forest?:




Plot No:
Compartment No:
Map Name:

Map Coordlnates
Locality:

Site Photo Roll:
Air Photo Run:

Date:
Recorder:
Altitude:
Aspect:
Slope:

" Frame No:
Print No:

TOPOGRAPHY (please circle No):

1l crest

2 saddle

3 upper slope
4-middle slope
53 lower slope
6 simple slope
7 flat

8 alluvial

% minor gully
10 creek

SOIL TYPE (please c1rc1e No):
1 clay

2 loam

3 sand

4 organic (eg. peat)

e

CANOPY TREES (circle of 12):

N.B. —-Indicate maturity as juvenile, mature or senescent.
~For fire scars, record width at centre and total vertical length.
-All measurements are in metres unless otherwise specified.

No |SPECIE

MATURITY CIRC. B.H. =~ |FIRE SCAR(S)

10

11

12

(J, M or S) W L

HEIGHT_OF CANOPY:

No OF EMERGENT TREES ABOVE ‘CANOPY:

DISTANCE_OF 2 FURTHEST TREES




ED ALET

OLD GROWTH IS BEING LOGGED NOW!

HELP SAVE THE OLD GROWTH AND ENDANGERED ANIMALS OF THE
- MISTAKE STATE FOREST - IT'S A MISTAKE ONLY YOU CAN CORRECT

The Forestry Commission is LOGGING OLD GROWTH NOW in northern
NSW, They are trashing habitat trees, canopy and rainferest in the last Old
Growth in the Nambucca Valley region, between Kempsey and Coffs Harbour.
They are LOGGING NOW in the isolated, dwindling sanctuaries of at least
19 F\DANGERED SPECIES in the Mistake Forest, Their studies and
practices in this mountainous region are a very bad joke. See for yoursel("

URGENT! PLEASE HELP NOW! :
This forest is NOT protected by laws which now govern other forests due to a
legal loophole', It countains THOUSANDS OF HECTARES of PREVIOUSLY

UNLOGGED OLD GROWTH. WE NEED YOU to help stop Forestry's mad-
ness I\OW PLEASE COME AND HELP or send any equpment that may be
useful in the forest.

:..QF% Hﬁ&
!
e
MALCKSVILLE
i
\ !
MEET nﬂ.e 7m RO [
Nofarw AR ucgt AT .
m comun-c CHUSTAAY MFTER To ,
3 woos BuSSES, venrsey |

YOU DON'T HAVE TO BE ARRESTED!

"THIS IS A TOTALLY NON-VIOLENT FOREST ACTION.
LEAVE NON-NATIVE PETS BEHIND. NO DOGS, CATS, RATS ETC.IN ENDANGERED SPECIES HARITAT!
| BRING FOOD, SLEEPING/CAMPING GEAR, MUSICAL INSTRUMENTS, BATTERIES,
' CO\AMUNI(“ATIONS GEAR, VEHICLES, CLIMBING GEAR, CAMERAS, POSITIVE
: ENERGY, ETC.

PHONE (065) 644108 FOR UP TO DATE INFORMATION - OR THE BELLINGEN
ENVIRONMENT CENTRE (066) 552599. WE URGENTLY NEED DONATIONS OF
MONEY, EQUIPMENT AND SUPPLIES. SEND FUNDS TO the QLD GROWTH SUR-

VIVAL FUND ¢/o PO Box 152 Bellingen 24354
OM GAIA! ' ’J(__ﬁ
- 193-09-19 14:59 - PAGE
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