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The Clarence Environment Centre investigated logging in the Doubleduke State
Forest (NSW North Coast Region between Maclean and Woodburn) between
February and April, 2010, identifying the usual ugly wanton destruction, waste, and
widespread damage to standing trees through careless machine operation and post
harvest burning. We also expressed the belief that much the area being logged was
either Endangered Ecological Community (EEC), listed under the TSC Act, or High
Conservation Value Old Growth (HCVOG) forest which is protected under the
Native Vegetation Act, both of which should be excluded from logging.
Our revelations served to mobilise other groups like the North East Forest Alliance
and North Coast Environment Council, both of which have now undertaken
independent audits focusing on logging breaches and failures to identify or consider
threatened flora and fauna, and adherence to their Threatened Species licence.

There is waste everywhere in the forest
particularly at log dumps.

Any tree which can be cut down using
safety as an excuse, is quickly destroyed.

We also showed that, in our opinion, roading in compartment 144 had been illegally
undertaken through possible HCVOG forest (see image below), and requested the
Environmental Defenders Office (EDO) to demand a explanation from Forests NSW.
That was delivered by email dated 27th May 2010.
On Tuesday 15th June, 2010, following a long weekend, the NCEC led 2 independent
ecologists on a survey of the roading area, and found work on a further 800 metres of
road had been started. The leaves of all the bulldozed vegetation were still very
fresh, but there was no sign of machinery, leading to our belief that the work had
ceased the previous week, possibly Friday June 11.

However, according to FNSW's response to the EDO, all work had been stopped
immediately upon receipt of the May 27 email. It just so happens that we had visited
that road with a newspaper reporter on May 26, and there was no sign of road works
being undertaken at that time, leading us to believe the latest road work was
conducted after that time and possibly in direct response to the EDO's complaint.

Old growth canopy of forest adjoining the newly cleared road in Compartment 144.

The allegedly illegal road built through what we believe is old growth forest.

Pollution threat to Frogs

Freshly constructed track in Compartment 144

The newly constructed
section of roadway in
Compartment 144, has seen
two hastily built bridges
spanning large gullies, one
unmapped and the other
mapped. The banks of both
gullies have had to be
excavated to a sufficient
depth to allow the metal
bridge components to span
the gap. No silt traps have
been put in place which has
resulted in significant
erosion following relatively
light rainfall that fell over
the long weekend

FNSW has opted to adopt
a default prescription in
regard to frogs with no
surveys undertaken. In so
doing no current frog
surveys were undertaken ,
and only one previous
threatened frog record
exists for Doubleduke.

Signs of erosion already evident, with siltation of creek bed
downstream could threaten endangered frog species.

The ecological report lists about a dozen frog species
that are known to occur in the region, with may
possibly occurring in this State forest. The siltation
that has occurred through the shoddy work has the
potential to threaten any that are present.

Erosion at new bridges.

Within just two
hours, the NCEC's
ecologists had
identified three more
threatened species
that had not been
found by the FNSW
ecologists. These
included the Little
Lorrakeet, a grass
species, Paspalidium
grandispiculatum,
and a fern species,
Lindsaea incisa.
As well, sap trees
were identified with
scars incised by
threatened Yellowbellied Gliders. The
gliders had been
Threatened fern, Lindsaea incisa.
Yellow-bellied Glider sap scars.
identified the FNSW
team as occurring in that area, but we found the Grey Gum sap tree species,
Eucalyptus propinqua, surrounding the tree had been routinely logged and no trees
had been marked for retention as required under their licence.
Several hectares of clearly identifiable endangered Subtropical Coastal Floodplain
Forest community had also been logged.

Logged endangered Subtropical Coastal Floodplain Forest community.

Other Findings of the Independent Ecological Survey
(Excerpts from Scotts 2010)
1. Doubleduke State Forest forms part of a forest landscape habitat unit that is important at regional
to State levels as a core area for suites of forest fauna dependent upon dry and moist productive
forest habitats. Key Habitats and Corridors mapping undertaken at the regional scale by DECCW
(then NSW NPWS), highlights the importance of Doubleduke State Forest, along with other
public and private forested lands, as Key Habitat and also as a landscape corridor linking
reserved habitats from Bundjalung National Park on the coast to Bungawalbyn National Park and
Banyabba Nature Reserve (Scotts 2003).
2. The Endangered Ecological Community Subtropical Floodplain Forest (STFF) was found to be
widespread in compartment 145 (see Ecos 2010).
As such the EEC constitutes important potential habitat for a range of forest fauna including
Threatened species (TSC Act 1995). Some of these have been considered in developing the
harvesting plan for Compartment 145 but it appears that others have not. From a forest fauna
conservation perspective the STFF within Compartment 145 supports important potential habitat
for species including the Green-thighed Frog, Brush-tailed Phascogale, Squirrel Glider, Greyheaded Flying-fox and Common Blossom-bat (see the Scientific Determination for this EEC on
the DECCW Threatened Species website). This EEC is also habitat for the Endangered Emu
population.
3. During the field assessment potential habitat for the Threatened Eastern Chestnut Mouse was
also noted within the EEC in compartment 145. This species has been recorded within 4
kilometres of the compartment but does not appear to have been surveyed for within
compartment prior to logging being undertaken.
4. Certain over-storey and mid-story species within the EEC produce seasonally high nectar flows
During flowering events the STFF EEC, and other parts of compartment 145, would provide
important foraging habitat for nomadic nectarivores including Threatened birds and flying-foxes
(e.g. Regent Honeyeater, Little Lorikeet and Grey-headed Flying-fox).
5. As noted by Ecos (2010) logging was found to have extended into the STFF in places where
merchantable timber was present. At one such location a tree (Grey Gum) previously incised by
Yellow-bellied Gliders and possibly also by Squirrel Gliders was located within the logged area.
6. Habitat for the Endangered Emu Population. The Emu has been recorded at locations
surrounding compartment 145. Habitat strongholds are known to the west and east. Accepted
records within the Atlas of NSW Wildlife are known from within four (4) kilometres of
compartment 145 and records provided by a local landowner are as close as three (3) kilometres
from the compartment.
Compartment 145 is situated on the eastern edge of a known and predicted Emu habitat complex
centred on the “Bungawalbin area”. Recent habitat modelling undertaken by DECCW includes
compartment 145 within a modelled habitat area for this Emu sub-population and allocates a 10
– 20% likelihood of occurrence for the Emu within the compartment.
The on-site field assessment confirms the presence of potential Emu habitat within compartment
145. The presence of predicted and likely habitat for the Emu within compartment 145 indicates
that the Harvesting Plan for the compartment should have considered the Endangered Emu
population and made allowances for its potential occurrence.
7. Compartment 144, Old Growth forest assessment. As noted by Ecos (2010) mapped old growth
forest is shown in the Harvest Plan adjacent to the access road into compartment 144 near
Glencoe Rd. However, the extent of old growth forest was found to be significantly greater than
indicated on the Harvest Plan.

8. The new road (referred to as Lower Slopes Road on the Harvest Plan, has recently been pushed
through this forest stand, and over two creeks considered to be habitat for the Endangered Giant
Barred Frog Mixophyes iteratus. This old growth forest appears to have been incorrectly mapped
during the CRA for the Upper North east and the mapping revision seems appropriate given the
presence of high conservation value old growth forest at this location. The old growth at this site
supports important conservation values including rare plants and habitat for a suite of dependent
forest fauna (see 3.2.2). This forest stand also provides important landscape connectivity between
mapped old growth forest to the north and Jackywalbin State Conservation Area in the south.
9. Regionally significant forest fauna habitats. This preliminary assessment indicates that the
portion of compartment 144 proposed for logging, along the new / upgraded track referred to as
Lower Slopes Road, supports significant values for forest fauna. This forest is considered to be
of high conservation value. Some of the assembled values include (in no particular order):
* Modelled and observed important habitat for the Greater Glider. The occurrence of a
significant Greater Glider population here would also indicate potentially important habitat for
the Powerful Owl;
* Modelled, observed and inferred (by a local record) important habitat for the arboreal
Stephens Banded Snake;
* Modelled, observed and inferred (by local records) important habitat for the Koala and
Brush-tailed Phascogale. During the preliminary assessment scratch marks on trees in this area
were considered to be likely Koala sign. Scats were not observed but moderate to heavy rain
immediately prior to the assessment lessened the likelihood of locating scats;
Modelled and observed potentially important habitat for the Giant Barred Frog, Spotted-tailed
Quoll, Greater Broad-nosed bat and other forest fauna dependent upon old growth forest stands
and attributes.

Under threat from logging, high conservation value forest in Doubleduke State forest.

Other observed breaches
Stags (standing dead trees) and hollow logs with cavity greater than 20cm diameter
had been burned, when both are supposed to be protected during post logging
burning.

Large hollow log still burning the day after being lit.

Not only had these supposedly protected
features been damaged or completely
destroyed, there was evidence that their
burning had been deliberate, with
numerous instances in yet to be burned
areas where bark stripped from logged
trees had been carefully stacked on top
of stumps and large hollow logs to
facilitate burning (see below).

One of numerous burning stags observed,
some of which burned to the ground.

A large hollow log with bark stacked on top
seemingly to facilitate burning.

There are numerous instances of large Forest Oaks (Allocasuarina torulosa) being
apparently singled out for destruction. The species is supposedly protected under the
TSC Licence prescription as Glossy-black Cockatoo feed trees. The instance
pictured below was not caused accidentally during logging and appeared to be
mindless destruction and must be considered a breach.

If you believe Forests NSW's public relations spin, this is “Ecologically
Sustainable Forest Management. All apparently world class best practice !!
The logging operation in Compartment 145 is typical of all operations we have
observed in recent years, with timber waste a feature:

While damage is sometimes unavoidable, there is significant evidence suggesting
sheer carelessness is more often the cause. Are these considered to be breaches or
just mindless vandalism?

Excessive canopy reduction.
One of the greatest environmental concerns in recent years has been for overlogging. This is occurring in two ways:
1. In many forests logging
cycles have been reduced to
10 yearly, a time span that
allows minimal growth or
regeneration. This has led to
the NSW Auditor General
proclaiming that trees are
being logged faster than they
are growing back.
2. By allowing high basal
volumes to be harvested
during these reduced cycles,
based on “an average” across the
net harvest area (usually 40%, as
has occurred in Doubleduke),
some parts of these
compartments see basal volumes
as high as 75% removed. This
results in an even greater
percentage canopy loss.
Canopy loss in susceptible wet sclerophyll forests, ensures a high risk of Bell Miner
Associated Dieback occurring, a devastating disease that the NSW Scientific
Committee determined is triggered by canopy reductions greater than 35% and
now threatens as much as 4 million hectares of moist Eucalypt forest types.

Habitat and Recruitment Tree Retention
Our previous surveys found the number of retained habitat and recruitment trees fell
well below the number required (10 of each within any 2 hectares). During the
inspection we found trees marked up as habitat that were clearly inadequate, and
species other than Eucalypts, such as Broad-leaved Apple (Angophora subvelutina),
marked as Recruitment Habitat trees. Apples are unlikely to fit the licence definition
as one, “that appears to have good potential for hollow development and long term
survival.”
The quality of the habitat and recruitment trees selected must be questioned. We
found numerous instances where large hollow-bearing trees had been logged with
smaller trees retained in their stead.

Here's a good example (at left). The
habitat tree, marked with red “H” in
the background, had a diameter no
larger than the left-over hollow
crown in the foreground.
However, this Blackbutt (below) takes
the prize. Surely they have to be joking!

Marked with “R” as a 'recruitment
habitat tree, this tree measures just
28cm in diameter. It is clearly a
regrowth sapling, too small to log
this time around but will certainly be
chopped down next time the
compartment is logged, probably
within 10 years.

Fauna and Flora Surveys.
Koalas:
Also of major concern to the Clarence Environment Centre is the quality of the
“Ecology Report”, and subsequent prescriptions that have been put in place. For
some reason Koalas are not included in the Table for the “Assessment of threatened
species “known habitat” or “potential habitat”, survey types and notification
requirements for the planning area”.
Despite there being mapped Koala records in adjacent compartments, one
actually shown on the OHP map only about 100m from the Compartment 145
boundary, Koalas are not included on the list, and consequently receive no
mention in the report, or consideration by the OHP which simply states “nil
records” . We believe this is also a breach.

Endangered Coastal Emu population.
Despite part of the endangered Coastal Emu population being recorded in the
neighbouring Bundjalung State Conservation Area, Emus are also not mentioned on
the list, or considered in the OHP. The species is not mentioned in the IFOA having
been listed subsequent to the RFA signings, but should be considered nonetheless.

Microbats
For the Large-footed Myotis (Myotis adversus) we are told there are “2 LFMB
detection records in & within 100m of cpt Ca_145”. Yet no pre-logging survey was
undertaken to search for potential roosts which include tree hollows (Threatened
Species of the Upper North Coast of NSW, Fauna, NPWS). FNSW's OHP claims
(Table 3) “nil records”, so opting to adopt the 'default' situation (7.b) xv), accepting
that the species exists then protecting only open water and permanent streams. If not
a breach, then the law needs amending to cover roost protection.
We believe the decision not to survey for micro-bats is a loophole in the licence
which ensures that ultrasonic detection devices do not identify other bat species,
such as Little Bentwing, Common Bentwing, Eastern Long-eared, and Greater
Broad-nosed bats, all of which use tree hollows and have already been recorded
within a 5km radius of Doubleduke, and entered in the NSW Wildlife Atlas.

Other threatened species
Records of the following threatened species have been logged within a 5km radius of
Compartment 145: Regent Honeyeater, Grey-crowned Babbler, Hooded Robin,
Black-necked Stork, Black-chinned Honeyeater, and Bush Stone-curlew.
Only one, the Regent Honeyeater, is mentioned in the the Ecology Report, which
acknowledges that modelled habitat exists in Compartment 145, but denies that any
records exist within a 5km radius. None of these 6 species receives any mention
or consideration in the OHP.

Burning: The Threatened
Species Conservation Licence
states that: “Hazard reduction
work must be conducted in a
manner which minimises the
impact on large fallen logs
(greater than 40 centimetres
diameter and greater than five
metres in length).” That is
acknowledged in the OHP but
there is ample evidence that
this did not occur, and must
constitute a breach of Licence.

Also under the Burning prescription (section 5.16 (a) is the following: “Hazard
reduction work must reflect the ecological requirements of any threatened species,
or their habitat, known or likely to occur in the area.”
The OHP acknowledges the occurrence of 3 large forest owls, Powerful, Barking
and Masked, along with Brush-tailed Phascogales, Squirrel and Yellow-bellied
Gliders, and the Microbat species, Large-footed Myotis, all tree-hollow
dependent, yet all habitat trees in burned areas have been impacted by the postharvest fire and many were still burning at the time of our survey. This hardly
complies with the above requirement, and must be considered a breach.

NEFA Findings.
On the weekend of 19th and 20th June, another team of highly qualified botanists,
zoologists, and forest experts employed by NEFA, undertook further surveys,
confirming most of the findings of the NCEC sponsored report. However, while
acknowledging the high conservation value of the forest in Compartment 144, they
believe that previous Timber Stand Improvement (TSI) activities, the forest would
likely no longer meet the criteria for classification as “old growth”.
TSI is FNSW's past practice of cutting down unmerchantable trees, leaving them to rot
on the ground, in the belief that this will stimulate regrowth of desirable timber for the
future. In Compartment 144, small areas where this occurred some 30 years ago are
clearly identifiable by the dense growth of Lantana camara which has resulted.

This mass of Lantana weed is a direct result of opening up the canopy and
allowing additional sunlight into the forest floor, and subsequent weed
management failure.

Some thirty years on, and dense lantana thickets indicate where the Forests NSW's
TSI program was undertaken. Closer inspection of these thickets reveals the old
moss-covered trunks of those demolished trees, but very little regrowth of trees or
other understorey vegetation, which has all been swamped by the invasive weed.

On the afternoon of June 20, the NEFA team discovered a large area of logged
forest, possibly as much as 7 hectares, where no mark-up has occurred. This would
be another clear breach of the Integrated Forest Operations Agreement which
requires all habitat trees, and trees to be protected under numerous Licence
prescriptions, to be clearly marked prior to logging taking place.
Letters and complaints have been written to all government Ministers involved, and
we await the outcome of any investigations that should result. Unfortunately, if the
recent Yabbra experience is anything to go by, another 'slap on the wrist' is all that
will happen.
The Clarence Environment Centre has reservations about the imposition of heavy
fines on government agencies because they are ultimately footed by the tax-payer.
Therefore, if these latest alleged breaches are confirmed, we believe heads should
roll and those responsible charged and sacked.

Is this Ecologically Sustainable Forest Management? We believe not.
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