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7th October, 2021

To the Enviroline
Bom Bom State Forest
Bom Bom State Forest lies just south of Grafton, and has suffered a long history of
environmental abuse through logging. Past forest management has focussed on timber
production which has led to the current monoculture of Spotted Gums that dominate much of
the forest, and a dramatic reduction in species diversity.
Since it was last logged, some 20 years ago, Bom Bom has barely recovered or even visibly
changed.

Regrettably, nature’s repair work at Bom Bom has been disrupted yet again, with Forestry
Corporation returning to log the largest and healthiest trees, further compacting the already
degraded and eroded soils, and no doubt following that by burning as much of the residue as
possible.
The Clarence Environment Centre is really concerned about the marking up that has
occurred, and wonder if the EPA, or whatever agency is now responsible for compliance
monitoring, has even had a look at it.
We undertook a cursory inspection from the main entrance last week and were appalled at
what is happening, particularly in relation to habitat (hollow-bearing) trees.

.
According to the Threatened Species licence, 10 “hollow-bearing” or “habitat” trees, must be
marked for retention for each 2 hectares of logged forest. These features are critical for treehollow-dependant fauna, dozens of which are now listed as threatened with extinction
because of loss of habitat.
Section 5.6 of the Threatened Species Licence clearly spells out the features that constitute a
“hollow-bearing tree” as follows (Note the features we have underlined):
“Hollow-bearing Tree Retention
i.

A minimum of ten hollow-bearing trees must be retained per two hectares of net
logging area. Where this density is not available, the existing hollow-bearing
trees must be retained plus additional trees must be retained to meet the
requirement of ten per two hectares. The additional trees retained must be those
with the largest dbhob (diameter at breast height over base).

ii.

Retained, hollow-bearing trees must be selected from the trees with the largest
dbhob and must be live trees and should have good crown development and
minimal butt damage.

iii.

Retained hollow-bearing trees must represent the range of hollow-bearing
species that occur in the area. Preference should be given to selecting those
species or trees which are most suitable for the threatened species known or
likely to occur in the area.

iv.

Trees retained outside the net logging area must not be counted as hollowbearing trees. Stags must not be counted as hollow-bearing trees.

v.

Hollow-bearing trees must be scattered throughout the net logging area,
Pictured left was the first hollowbearing tree we inspected, the “H”
clearly identifying it as “hollowbearing”.
Now, we concede that past logging
practices have ensured that no oldgrowth trees were allowed to remain
and occupy space that could otherwise
be used by younger harvestable trees.

However, we condemn outright this
shameful example of Forest
Corporation’s deliberate flouting of
the regulations. That tree at breast height clearly measures no more than 30cm in diameter;
nowhere near being the largest diameter in the forest. Not only that, but a photograph from
another angle (see below) shows the tree is seriously defective, with the core completely
rotted out, when it is supposed to have “minimal” damage.

Regrettably, this cynical behaviour is all too
common, and blatant, with this specimen
photographed just 20m from Bom Bom’s
entrance gate
From what we could determine, the marking
up of habitat Trees has been largely confined
to the forest edges, along the highway and
other adjoining public roads, probably so the
public can see how diligent the marking-up
has been, or more likely to help screen the
carnage that will occur from the public’s eyes.

At left is another similarly marked “H” tree,
slightly larger than that pictured above, but
with even worse butt damage; so bat in fact
that it will be unlikely to survive the next
bushfire.

Needless to say, there were no hollows in the
scant canopies of any of the marked “H” trees
that we could observe from the road. The
image at right is typical, with arrows pointing
to features shown in the two following
zoomed-in images, which show the meagre
crown and total lack of hollows.
Again, I reiterate the acknowledgment that
there were likely no true habitat trees in the
forest, thanks to past management practices.

It is obvious from the image
at right, of a truck leaving
the site, that there are larger
trees, measuring half a
metre in diameter,
and with undamaged butts,
in the forest, which should
have been retained in
preference to those that
have been marked.
This is not to say that any
remaining hollow-bearing
tree should not be retained
because it is small or
damaged. We believe it is
imperative that all hollowbearing trees, regardless of size and condition, must be retained. The declining numbers of
trees with hollows everywhere, is a looming catastrophe for those species dependent on them.
If, as we suspect, all marking-up at Bom Bom is of the same standard as that shown in these
photographs, it would appear the regulator has not undertaken any compliance monitoring to
date. As a result, it has been left to members of the public to report these matters as usual.
Therefore, we ask that an investigation into the current Bom Bom state forest logging be
investigated as soon as possible, and the retention of larger, healthier trees be enforced.
Yours sincerely
John Edwards
Honorary Secretary

