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Submission to the Proposed Changes to the Private Native Forestry Code of Practice 

(also includes comments on the Private Native Forestry and Koalas and Managing 

Native Grasslands Discussion Papers) 

 

The Nature Conservation Council of NSW, National Parks Association of NSW, Total 

Environment Centre and Colong Foundation for Wilderness welcome the opportunity to 

add our comments on these matters to our already submitted document Submission to the 

draft Native Vegetation Regulation 2012 having been granted a one week extension while 

OEH provide the extra data we were seeking. 

 

New South Wales environment groups have had a long standing role in the development of 

the existing regulatory framework for PNF having participated in the development of the 

Code of Practice (CoP) in 2006 and 2007, the 2011 Review and the review of the process 

for identifying rainforest and old growth forest. 

 

Our PNF policy has been developed in submissions to these processes and is currently 

informed and guided by the Forest Policy adopted at the NCC Annual Conference, held in 

Sydney in October 2011. Relevantly, the policy states: 

 

In many areas, destructive logging practices have resulted in biodiversity loss, soil 

erosion, reduced water quality and increased vulnerability to weeds and disease.  […]   

 

There is an urgent need to review and strengthen the private native forestry 

code. In particular, the regulations should require:  

 

• mandatory pre-harvest flora and fauna surveys by independent, 

professional assessors; 

• independent review and approval of harvest plans prior to logging;  



• improved protection for forest structure, stream buffers, steeply sloping 

land and wildlife habitat.  

 

[…]  All native forests, including protected areas, should be managed in a manner that 

maintains and restores their ecological values. In particular, there is an urgent need to 

more effectively manage pests and diseases and to ensure fire management results in 

positive biodiversity outcomes. 

 

Extensive areas of native forests are suffering from dieback, a situation that is 

expected to rapidly worsen due to climate change.  Despite this, little effort has been 

made to rehabilitate affected stands and they continue to be logged. Forests affected 

by dieback should be excluded from logging and actively rehabilitated. 

 

Previous processes have failed to take into account long standing concerns held by NSW 

environment groups since the introduction of the PNF CoP in 2007. 

 

These concerns include the following issues: 

 

• Failure to require independent expert surveys prior to logging for threatened 

species plus the subsequent development and implementation of site-specific 

conditions to protect Threatened Species and their habitats. We believe surveys 

must be undertaken and that species found should be registered in the Atlas of NSW 

Wildlife. The protection that is afforded by Threatened Species prescriptions is 

made virtually redundant by the lack of a requirement to look and the expertise of 

those looking. This criticism also applies to cultural heritage. 

 

• Inadequate riparian protection with only 5m buffers required when scientific 

research suggests that at least 30m is required to ensure that riparian areas 

function adequately as fauna corridors. The proposed changes to the PNF CoP 

continue to allow logging or logging related activity in both riparian zones and 

drainage lines thus making regulation more ambiguous rather than clarifying it. 

 

• Inadequate protection for steep slopes, when there is a substantial case to 

exclude logging from all land greater than 18 degrees. These concerns are increased 

by the allowing of logging on 30 degree slopes in the Draft Cypress and Western 

Hardwood code. 

 

• Lack of post-logging weed control should be addressed given the well-

established causal link between logging disturbance, weed invasion and subsequent 

increased threats to biodiversity, especially including the development and spread 

of Bell Miner Associated Dieback (BMAD). 

 

• OEH approval of Forest Operations Plans should be required given that is 

where the detailed logging plan is set out, and they should have to be lodged with 

OEH. 



 

• Koala prescriptions should meet the actions set out in the NSW Recovery Plan 

for the Koala.    

 

• The need to revoke the removal of dual consent vital to meeting the NSW 

Government’s commitment to increasing the role of local communities in planning 

decisions. Local government often has more detailed environmental information 

than state government agencies. Local communities should have the right to identify 

and protect important wildlife corridors valued by the local community. A number 

of local government areas are currently developing comprehensive Koala Plans of 

Management (KPoM). These plans should not be overridden by timber industry 

access to areas of core koala habitat.  

 

• Biodiversity Certification under the PNF CoP is opposed. 

 

• There is concern that there are holes in OEH regulation that allow for large 

areas of high conservation value, Endangered Ecological Communities, old growth 

and rainforest to be logged while numerous OEH documents name forestry as a 

threat to biodiversity values. 

 

• The lack of a requirement to determine sustainable timber volumes from a 

PNF operation. This is further weakened by the proposed changes to the CoP. 

 

• PNF PVPs (Property Vegetation Plans) are currently unavailable to the 

public. We assert they should be made available with personal details withheld. 

There is also additional data that should be included on the Public Register 

spreadsheets, e.g. the area of old growth forests and rainforest reevaluated from 

CRAFTI estimates; volumes of timber extracted; and the area of forest that has been 

logged. The updating of the Register is too slow (sometimes 6 months behind a PVP 

being registered). 

 

Under the current regulatory framework and taking into account the proposed changes to 

the CoP, the signatory conservation organisations hold the very strong view that PNF, in 

New South Wales, does not and will not ‘maintain or improve’ environmental outcomes. 

Instead, it leads to a decline in environmental values, and many of the CoP’s requirements 

are undermined by there being no requirement for them to be implemented.



Response to the Proposed Changes to the private Native Forestry Code of Practice 

 

Code Clause Proposed change Comment 

All Codes Introduction Amends the object of the Code to include Crown land that is not 

Crown-timber land within the meaning of the Forestry Act 1916. 

Little or no data has been provided on the size and 

scale of areas potentially affected. There are 

numerous kinds of Crown leases & PNF logging on 

lands (particularly those lands covered by short term 

leases, e.g. annual) could be subject to logging 

without any intention of ‘maintain or improve’ 

outcomes. 

All Codes Assessment 

of 

broadscale 

clearing for 

PNF 

Minor wording changes “Under the Native Vegetation Act 2003, clearing for 

private native forestry (PNF) improves or maintains 

environmental outcomes when …” Environment 

groups maintain our position that PNF does not 

“improves or maintains environmental outcomes”. 

All Codes Minor 

variation of 

Code 

Deletes clause. Inserts new clause: 

A landowner can apply for a minor variation of the Code in 

accordance with Clause 22 of the Native Vegetation Regulation 

2012. 

We support the clause that accredited expert 

reporting should be made publicly available. We also 

support qualification standards being placed on the 

EPA website. Environment groups also believe that 

accredited experts must declare any conflicts of 

interest and that this also be made available. The 

meaning of ‘minor variation’ is unclear in areas not 

covered by Clause 22.  

All Codes 1 Amends clause (c): 

For the purpose of preparing a PVP and assisting the landowner in 

preparing the Forest Operation Plan in clause 2 below, the 

Environment Protection Authority (EPA) will provide the 

landowner with any available digital information it has in its 

possession on landscape features (as identified in Table C in 

section 4.1) and any drainage features (as identified in Table F in 

section 4.4 of this Code). 

Supported 

All Codes 2.1(5)(a)(ii) Amends sub-clause to: 

recorded locations of any endangered populations or threatened 

(vulnerable, endangered and critically endangered) communities 

listed under the schedules of the Threatened Species Conservation 

Act 1995 and species in the Listed Species Ecological Prescriptions 

for Northern NSW Forests / Southern NSW Forests / River Red 

Supported 



Gum Forests / Cypress and Western Hardwood Forests, which are 

set out in the Appendix to this Code. 

Northern 

Southern 

Cypress 

2.1(5)(b)(ii) Amends sub-clause to: 

a description of the forest, including its disturbance history and 

current condition 

The documentation asserts this makes all codes 

consistent with the Red Gum CoP. However broad 

forest types in Northern and Southern, for example, 

are more complex than in the Red Gum area. Forest 

types should be included as part of the harvest plan 

map in Clause 2.1 (5) (a). There is a requirement in 

Table A for basal areas regarding different broad 

forest types. This can only be followed and properly 

monitored if broad forest types are mapped. 

All Codes 2.1(6) Inserts new sub-clause: 

The provision of available digital information by the EPA on 

landscape features (as identified in Table C in section 4.1) and 

drainage features (as identified in Table F in section 4.4) does not 

reduce the landowner’s obligation to independently identify and 

map in the Forest Operations Plan additional relevant landscape 

and drainage features that may be present on the land. The EPA 

does not guarantee that the digital information it provides is a 

complete list of these features on the land. 

Supported 

All Codes 2.1(7) Inserts new sub-clause: 

The landowner must have the Forest Operation Plan approved by 

an ’accredited expert’ where it relates to forest operations in a 

vulnerable ecological community (see Table C in section 4.1). 

Environment groups oppose logging in vulnerable 

ecological communities. 

All Codes 2.2 Deletes current clause. Inserts new clause: 

(1) The landowner must notify the EPA of the commencement 

or cessation of the following forest operations: 

(a) any activity carried out under clauses 3.1 or 3.2 of the Code or; 

(b) any activity carried out under clause 5.2 of the Code; or 

(c) any activity carried out under clause 5.1 that is for the purpose 

of carrying out activities under clauses 3.1, 3.2 or 5.2 of the Code. 

(2) In respect of commencement of forest operations, 

notification must be provided to the EPA within the period starting 

14 days before commencement of the relevant forest operation 

and 3 days after commencement of that operation. 

(3) In respect of cessation of forest operations, notification 

must be provided within 14 days after the relevant forest 

operation ceases. A forest operation is deemed to cease if no 

We are strongly opposed to any amendment that 

leads to a removal of the requirement for volume 

reporting. Timber volumes have been a vital part of 

shaping conservation and forestry policy for decades 

and the accuracy of such data has been critical in 

terms of assessing the sustainability and importance 

of the industry. Recording the area logged is also 

critical for any future assessments of its disturbance 

history. There is a long history of exaggerated 

available timber volumes leading to unsustainable 

supply contracts and the absence of volume data risks 

leading to similar problems. It is fundamental that 

data that provides information about the significance 

or sustainability of any industry be as accurate as 



further forest operations are planned for a period of 3 months or 

more. 

(4) Notification is to be provided by the landowner in one of 

the following approved formats: 

(a) Provision of notification information in a phone-call to the 

Environment Line (131 555) or the local EPA office during standard 

office hours. 

(b) Provision of notification information in person at the EPA office 

during standard office hours. 

(c) Provision of notification information on a form approved by the 

EPA and submitted by fax, mail or email to a location specified on 

the form. The EPA will acknowledge the receipt of this notification 

within one 

working week of its receipt.  

(d) Provision of notification information using the web- 

based form available on the EPA website. The EPA will provide an 

electronic receipt to the landowner acknowledging that 

notification has been received. 

The following information must be included in any commencement 

notification to the EPA: 

(a) the PNF PVP number  

(b) the proposed or actual commencement date of the 

relevant forest operation  

(c) the type and location of  the forest operation being commenced 

(d) the estimated time the forest operation will take to 

complete  

(e) name and contact details of the principal contractor (if 

any) who will be undertaking the forest operation.  

The following information must be included in any cessation 

notification to the EPA: 

(a) the PNF PVP number  

(b) the type and location of the forest operations that are 

ceasing  

(c) the date the forest operation ceased. 

possible for all purposes (especially regional 

planning). 

 

Northern 

Southern 

River Red Gum 

3.1(2) Amends sub-clause to: 

The minimum stand basal areas are to be calculated in accordance 

with the Techniques for measuring stand basal area, available at 

www.environment.nsw.gov.au/pnf. 

Supported 



Northern 3.1 Note Moves the stand basal area note from the end of clause 3.2 to a 

more appropriate position in the Code (at the end of clause 3.1) 

Supported 

Northern 

Southern 

River Red Gum 

3.2 Note Amends note to: 

For the purposes of selecting an appropriate silvicultural 

management regime, reference should be made to the Silvicultural 

guidelines: Private Native Forestry Code of Practice, available at 

www.environment.nsw.gov.au/pnf. 

Supported 

All Codes 3.3 Note Amends note to include a reference to the document that explains 

the methodology for assessing regeneration and stocking in a 

representative number of plots. 

Deletes text: Plots will be found to be either stocked or unstocked. 

Supported 

All Codes 4.1 Replaces current sub-clause (2): 

Old growth and rainforest will be identified according to the 

protocol approved by the Minister for the Environment available at 

www.environment.nsw.gov.au/pnf. 

Replaces current sub-clause (3): 

Before forestry operations can commence landowners must 

exercise ‘due diligence’ in relation to Aboriginal objects, in 

accordance with the Due diligence code of practice for protection 

of Aboriginal objects, available at 

www.environment.nsw.gov.au/conservation/aboriginalculture.htm 

Supported 

All Codes Table C Inserts new row: 

Landscape feature Operational Condition 

Critically endangered 

ecological communities listed 

in the Threatened Species 

Conservation Act 1995 at the 

date the private native 

forestry PVP is approved by 

the Minister 

Forest operations may not occur, 

 except that existing roads may be 

maintained. 

 

Amends operation prescription for vulnerable ecological  

communities 

Landscape feature Operational Condition 

Vulnerable ecological 

communities listed in the 

Forest operations must not 

occur in vulnerable ecological 

Supported 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Environment groups oppose logging in vulnerable 

ecological communities. 



Threatened Species 

Conservation Act 1995 at the 

date the private native forestry 

PVP is approved by the Minister 

communities, except under a 

Forest Operation Plan approved 

by an accredited expert and 

that existing roads may be 

maintained. 
 

Cypress Table C Inserts new row: 

Landscape feature Operational Condition 

Steep slopes Forest operations must not 

occur on slopes greater than 30 

degrees, except that:  

* existing roads and tracks 

may be maintained  

* new roads and tracks may 

be constructed subject to 

conditions in clause 5.1(18) of 

the Code. 
 

Logging on slopes of 30 degrees is an increase on 

what was permitted prior to commencement of PNF 

Code. No data is provided that this condition will 

avoid erosion and we believe it poses a threat to 

neighbouring properties and downstream 

catchments. There is no evidence that logging on 30 

degree slopes would in any way meet ‘improve or 

maintain environmental outcomes. 

Cypress Table C Deletes point: Aboriginal scarred or carved tree Environment groups do not support the reduction of 

the current 50m exclusion zone to 20m. 

Cypress Table D Inserts new operational condition 

Broad forest types Operational Condition 

Western hardwood A minimum of 6 feed trees per 2 

hectares should be retained 

where available. 

 All feed trees that have 

marks or ‘V’ notches from sap-

feeding mammals must be 

retained. 
 

Environment groups do not support the assertion 

that 6 feed trees per 2 hectares are sufficient to 

protect arboreal mammal populations. 

All Codes Table D and 

4.3(3)(b) 

Inserts new operational condition for Cypress and Western 

Hardwoods: 

Five mature female and five mature male trees of the genus 

Allocasuarina (forest oak) every two hectares, where available, 

plus any Allocasuarina that has crushed cones beneath it. 

We oppose the proposal to reduce protection 

measures for Allocasuarina. It should stay a protected 

species. 

Northern 

Southern 

Cypress 

Table F Amends the reference to the stream order figure, which has been 

moved from the Appendix to Section 4.4 (Drainage feature 

protection). 

Supported 



Northern 

Southern 

River Red Gum 

4.4(2) Deletes the word ‘limited’ from the second sentence. Environment groups oppose logging within riparian 

buffer zones. 

Northern 

Southern 

4.4(3) 

[4.4(2) in 

Cypress and 

Western 

Hardwood 

Forests 

Code] 

Amends the reference to the stream order figure, which has been 

moved from the Appendix to Section 4.4 (Drainage feature 

protection). 

Supported 

Cypress 4.4(7) Deletes sub-clause, Inserts new sub-clause: 

Drainage line buffer zones must be applied to all unmapped 

drainage lines. For the purposes of this clause, drainage line buffer 

zones are areas within, and under 10 metres of, the top edge of 

the bank of any unmapped drainage line. 

Supported 

Northern 

Southern 

4.4(8) Deletes current sub-clause. Inserts new sub-clause: 

Drainage line buffer zones as specified in the Glossary to this Code 

must be applied to all unmapped drainage lines. 

With a key purpose of the Review being “clarifying 

and removing ambiguity”, environment groups 

believe that “machinery exclusion zone” should be 

retained as it is far less ambiguous than “drainage line 

buffer zone”. 

Northern 

Southern 

Cypress 

4.4(9) and 

(10) 

[4.4(8) in 

Cypress and 

Western 

Hardwood 

Forests 

Code] 

Deletes sub-clauses (9) and (10). Inserts new sub-clause (9): 

Forest operations may occur in drainage line buffer zones subject 

to the following limitations: 

(a) machinery, using walkover techniques, may extract logs 

from any area within a drainage line buffer zone 

(b) felling is directed away from the drainage line 

(c) any furrows resulting from log removal are treated to 

prevent concentration of water flow 

(d) groundcover (including grasses, herbs, and forest litter) is 

retained or groundcover similar to groundcover in the surrounding 

area is artificially reinstated. 

Environment groups oppose logging within drainage 

line buffer zones. 

Northern 

Southern 

Cypress 

4.4(11) (d) 

[4.4(10) in 

Cypress and 

Western 

Hardwood 

Forests 

Code] 

Inserts new sub-clause: 

(d) the new roads and re-opened old roads comply with 

conditions set out in section 5 of this Code 

Environment groups oppose road construction in 

riparian exclusion zones. 



Northern 

Southern 

4.4(12) Deletes sub-clause. Supported 

Northern 

Southern 

Cypress 

5.1(4) Deletes the words ‘must be to the minimum extent necessary’ This is an unnecessary deletion and is inconsistent 

with a key purpose of the Review, being “clarifying 

and removing ambiguity”. 

Northern 

Southern 

Cypress 

5.1(5) Adds references to Table C in section 4.1 and Table F in Section 4.4 Supported 

APPENDIX    

All Codes  The stream order schematic diagram has been moved from the 

Appendix to Section 4.4 Drainage Feature Protection. 

Supported 

APPENDIX  LISTED SPECIES ECOLOGICAL PRESCRIPTIONS * 

Northern Amphibians Add species: Yellow-spotted frog (Litoria castanea) Supported 

 Mammals Remove species: Large-footed myotis Environment groups assert that species should 

remain listed. Also that existing prescriptions remain 

with exclusion zone of 30m from all permanent 

streams and water bodies is retained rather than 

proposed 5m. 

 Mammals 

 Koala Feed 

Trees 

Inserts new listed species: 

River red gum (Eucalyptus camadulensis) 

Supported. 

  Species name corrected: 

Western grey box (Eucalyptus macrocarpa) [E. microcarpa] 

Supported 

 Birds Prescription has been limited to two subspecies: 

Red-tailed black-cockatoo (Calyptorhynchus banksii samueli, C. 

banksii banksii) 

Supported but we question how these will be 

identified. 

  Inserts three new listed species: 

Flame robin (Petroica phoenicea), scarlet robin (Petrioca 

boodang) and hooded robin (Melanodryas cucullata cucullata) 

CMAs for application of prescription All except for Western 

Prescription No forest operations are permitted within a 

50-metre radius of all flame, scarlet and hooded robin nests. 

Supported 

  Inserts new listed species: 

Red goshawk (Erythrotriorchis radiatus) CMAs for application of 

prescription All 

Prescription No harvesting within a 100 metres radius exclusion 

zone around all red goshawk nests. 

Supported 



 Threatened 

Flora – 

specific 

prescriptions 

Table J 

Conditioned changed: 

MacNutt’s wattle (Acacia macnuttiana) 

CMA Border Rivers–Gwydir, Northern Rivers 

Condition Updated from B (20 m exclusion zone around all 

individuals) to E (90% of individuals must be protected from 

damage by use of techniques such as directional felling). 

Environment groups oppose a reduction of 100% 

protection in the current prescriptions (20m exclusion 

zone around all individuals) to 90% protection. This 

would require a count that we believe is unlikely to 

happen. 

  Updated to reflect new species name, updated condition: Bertya 

opponens [Bertya sp. Cobar-Coolabah] 

Condition Updated from A (50 m exclusion zone around all 

individuals) to B (20 m exclusion zone around all individuals) 

Opposed due to reduced protection. 

  Condition changed: 

Slaty red gum (Eucalyptus glaucina), northern population 

CMA Northern Rivers 

Condition Updated from G (exclusion of forestry activities from 

100% of individuals) to E (90% of individuals must be protected 

from damage by use of techniques such as directional felling) 

Environment groups oppose a reduction of 100% 

protection in the current prescriptions to 90% 

protection. This would require a count that we 

believe is unlikely to happen. 

  Inserts new listed species: 

Banksia conferta subsp. conferta CMA Northern Rivers Condition 

H 

Red helmet orchid (Corybas dowlingii) CMA Hunter–Central Rivers 

Condition E 

Pale yellow doubletail (Diuris flavescens) CMA Hunter–Central 

Rivers Condition B 

Black gum (Eucalyptus aggregata) CMA Central West, 

Hawkesbury/Nepean, 

Lachlan, Murrumbidgee, Southern Rivers Condition E 

Delicate pomaderris (Pomaderris delicata) CMA Hawkesbury–

Nepean, Southern Rivers Condition B 

Denman pomaderris (Pomaderris reperta) CMA Hunter–Central 

Rivers Condition B 

Slaty leek orchid (Prasophyllum fuscum) CMA Hawkesbury–

Nepean, Hunter–Central 

Rivers, Sydney Metro Condition B 

Tephrosia filipes 

CMA Northern Rivers Condition E 

Wyong sun orchid (Thelymitra sp. Adorata) 

CMA Hunter–Central Rivers Condition E 

Tylophora linearis 

Supported 



CMA Border Rivers–Gwydir, Central West, Namoi 

Condition E 

Southern Amphibians  Add: Spotted tree frog Supported 

  Add: Yellow-spotted tree frog Supported 

 Mammals Remove: Large-footed myotis Environment groups assert that species should 

remain listed. Also that existing prescriptions remain 

with exclusion zone of 30m from all permanent 

streams and water bodies is retained rather than 

proposed 5m. 

  Insert Note re Koala Supported. All evidence or sightings of listed species 

be reported to the OEH Atlas of NSW Wildlife. 

 Mammals – 

Table I: 

Koala food 

trees 

inserts new listed species: 

River red gum (Eucalyptus camadulensis) Common name 

corrected: 

Eurabbie [Eurabble] (Eucalyptus bicostata) Species name 

corrected: 

Western grey box (Eucalyptus macrocarpa) [E. macrocarpa] 

Species removed from listing: 

Candlebark (Eucalyptus rubida) 

Supported but environment groups question reasons 

for removing species from listing. 

 Birds Inserts three new listed species: 

Flame robin (Petroica phoenicea), scarlet robin (Petrioca 

boodang) and hooded robin (Melanodryas cucullata cucullata) 

CMAs for application of prescription All except for Western 

Prescription No forest operations are permitted within a 50- metre 

radius of all flame, scarlet and hooded robin nests. 

Supported 

 Threatened 

species – 

specific 

prescriptions 

Table J 

Inserts new listed species: 

Merimbula star-hair (Astrotricha sp. Wallagaraugh) 

CMA Southern Rivers Condition H 

Pretty beard orchid (Calochilus pulchellus) 

CMA Southern Rivers Condition B 

Black gum (Eucalyptus aggregata) CMA Central West, 

Hawkesbury/Nepean, 

Lachlan, Murrumbidgee, Southern Rivers Condition E 

Delicate pomaderris (Pomaderris delicata) CMA Hawkesbury–

Nepean, Southern Rivers Condition B 

Summer leek orchid (Prasophyllum canaliculatum) 

CMA Southern Rivers Condition B 

Supported 



Slaty leek orchid (Prasophyllum fuscum) CMA Hawkesbury–

Nepean, Hunter–Central 

Rivers, Sydney Metro Condition B 

Prasophyllum innubum 

CMA Murray, Murrumbidgee Condition B 

Blue-tongued greenhood (Pterostylis oreophila) 

CMA Murray, Southern Rivers Condition B 

Pterostylis ventricosa 

CMA Southern Rivers Condition B 

Dwarf bush-pea (Pultenaea humilis) CMA Murray, Murrumbidgee 

Condition E 

Cypress Mammals Species removed from prescription: 

Large-footed myotis (Myotis adversus) 

Environment groups assert that species should 

remain listed. Also that existing prescriptions remain 

with exclusion zone of 30m from all permanent 

streams and water bodies is retained rather than 

proposed 5m. 

 Mammals – 

Table H: 

Koala food 

trees 

Inserts new listed species: 

Monkey gum (Eucalyptus cypellocarpa) Species name corrected: 

Western grey box (Eucalyptus macrocarpa) [E. macrocarpa] 

Inserts new listed species: 

Swamp gum (Eucalyptus ovata) 

Supported 

 Birds Inserts new listed species: 

Superb parrot (Polytelis swainsonii) CMAs for application of 

prescription Central West, Lachlan, 

Murray, Murrumbidgee, Namoi, Western 

Prescription No forest operations are permitted within a 100- 

metre radius of all superb parrot known nest trees. 

Supported 

  Inserts three new listed species: 

Flame robin (Petroica phoenicea), scarlet robin (Petrioca 

boodang) and hooded robin (Melanodryas cucullata cucullata) 

CMAs for application of prescription All except for Western 

Prescription No forest operations are permitted within a 

50-metre radius of all flame, scarlet and hooded robin nests. 

Supported 

  Inserts new listed species: 

Red goshawk (Erythrotriorchis radiatus) CMAs for application of 

prescription Namoi and Northern 

Rivers 

Prescription No harvesting within a 100-metre radius exclusion 

Supported 



zone around all red goshawk nests. 

 Threatened 

flora – 

specific 

prescriptions 

Table I 

Updated to reflect new species name, updated condition: Bertya 

opponens [Bertya sp. Cobar-Coolabah] 

Condition Updated from A (50-metre exclusion zone around all 

individuals) to B (20-metre exclusion zone around all individuals). 

Opposed due to reduced protection. 

  Inserts new listed species: 

Desert hopbush (Dodonaea stenozyga) CMA Lower Murray–

Darling Condition E 

Black gum (Eucalyptus aggregata) CMA Central West, 

Hawkesbury/Nepean, 

Lachlan, Murrumbidgee, Southern Rivers Condition E 

Yellow gum (Eucalyptus leucoxylon subsp. pruinosa) 

CMA Central West, Hawkesbury–Nepean, Lachlan, Murrumbidgee, 

Southern Rivers 

Condition H 

Tylophora linearis 

CMA Border Rivers–Gwydir, Central West, Namoi 

Condition E 

Supported 

River Red Gum Mammals Species removed from prescription: 

Large-footed (Myotis adversus) 

Environment groups assert that species should 

remain listed. Also that existing prescriptions remain 

with exclusion zone of 30m from all permanent 

streams and water bodies is retained rather than 

proposed 5m. 

 Mammals – 

Table E: 

Koala food 

trees 

Species name corrected: 

Western grey box (Eucalyptus macrocarpa) [E. macrocarpa] 

Inserts new listed species: 

Swamp gum (Eucalyptus ovata) 

Supported 

 Birds Inserts new listed species: 

Superb parrot (Polytelis swainsonii) CMAs for application of 

prescription Central West, Lachlan, 

Murray, Murrumbidgee, Namoi, Western 

Prescription No forest operations are permitted within a 100- 

metre radius of all superb parrot known nest trees. 

Supported 

  Inserts three new listed species: 

Flame robin (Petroica phoenicea), scarlet robin (Petrioca 

boodang) and hooded robin (Melanodryas cucullata cucullata) 

Supported 



CMAs for application of prescription All except for Western 

Prescription No forest operations are permitted within a 50-metre 

radius of all flame, scarlet and hooded robin nests. 

 Threatened 

flora – 

specific 

prescriptions 

Table F 

Inserts new listed species: 

Small scurf-pea (Cullen parvum) CMA Murray, Murrumbidgee 

Condition H 

Austral pillwort (Pilularia novae- hollandiae) 

CMA Lachlan, Murray, Murrumbidgee Condition H 

Supported 

GLOSSARY    

All Codes Appendix - 

Glossary 

Definition of ‘accredited expert’ added: 

A person accredited by the Minister as an expert for the purposes 

of this Code, the accreditation being on the basis of criteria 

approved by the Minister for the Environment and the Minister for 

Primary Industries. 

We support the clause that accredited expert 

reporting should be made publicly available. We also 

support qualification standards being placed on the 

EPA website. Environment groups also believe that 

accredited experts must declare any conflicts of 

interest and that this also be made available. 

All Codes Appendix - 

Glossary 

Definition for ‘Crown-timber lands’ added: As defined in the 

Forestry Act 1916. 

Supported 

Northern 

Southern 

Cypress 

Appendix - 

Glossary 

Definition for ‘drainage line buffer zone’ added: Land within ten 

metres of the top edge of the bank of any 

unmapped drainage line. 

With a key purpose of the Review being “clarifying 

and removing ambiguity”, environment groups 

believe that “machinery exclusion zone” should be 

retained as it is far less ambiguous than “drainage line 

buffer zone”. 

All Codes Appendix - 

Glossary 

Definition for EPA added: 

Environment Protection Authority in NSW. The EPA is an 

independent statutory authority constituted under the Protection 

of the Environment Administration Act 1991. 

Supported 

All Codes Appendix - 

Glossary 

The term ‘machinery exclusion zone’ has been removed. Land 

within 10 metres of the top edge of the bank of any 

unmapped drainage line. 

With a key purpose of the Review being “clarifying 

and removing ambiguity”, environment groups 

believe that “machinery exclusion zone” should be 

retained as it is far less ambiguous than “drainage line 

buffer zone”. 

All Codes Appendix - 

Glossary 

Definition of ‘protected trees’ amended: 

Allocasuarina removed from protected trees 

Opposed 

All Codes Appendix - 

Glossary 

Definition of ‘recruitment tree’ amended: 

A large, vigorous tree capable of developing hollows to provide 

habitat for wildlife. 

Supported 

OTHER    



MISCELLANEOUS 

CHANGES 

Uniformly 

throughout all 

Codes 

Multiple 

locations 

Terminology throughout has been changed from ‘log landings’ to 

‘log dumps’. 

Supported 

Uniformly 

throughout all 

Codes 

Multiple 

locations 

Terminology throughout has been changed from ‘the Department 

of Environment and Climate Change’ to ‘EPA’. 

Supported 

Uniformly 

throughout all 

Codes 

Multiple 

locations 

Terminology throughout has been changed from ‘the Director 

General of DECC’ to ‘the Chief Environmental Regulator of the EPA’. 

Supported 

Uniformly 

throughout all 

Codes 

Multiple 

locations 

Terminology throughout has been changed from ‘net logging area’ 

to ‘net harvesting area’. 

Supported 

Uniformly 

throughout all 

Codes 

Multiple 

locations 

Terminology throughout has been changed from ‘machinery 

exclusion zones’ to ‘drainage line buffer zones’. 

Opposed 

Uniformly 

throughout all 

Codes 

Multiple 

locations 

Terminology throughout has been changed from ‘spoil and fill’ to 

‘fill’. 

Supported 

Uniformly 

throughout all 

Codes 

Multiple 

locations 

The Minister’s title, the name of the regulating authority, and 

references to clauses in this Code have been updated throughout 

Supported 

Uniformly 

throughout all 

Codes 

Multiple 

locations 

Terminology throughout has been changed from ‘bat’ to ‘flying fox’. Supported 

 

* Environment groups support added condition that all evidence or sightings of listed species be reported to the OEH Atlas of NSW Wildlife 



Response to Private Native Forestry and Koalas Discussion Paper 

 

Measures to protect the koala under the current PNF CoP have been particularly 

inadequate. Protection was designed to come under SEPP 44 – Koala Habitat Protection. 

However we understand that to date only three Local Government Areas (Coffs Harbour, 

Port Stephens and Kempsey) have approved KpoMs under the SEPP, which has rendered 

protection meaningless in many areas where koala populations are known to be in decline. 

Furthermore DECCW / OEH have signed off on multiple PNF PVPs in areas mapped as core 

koala habitat in existing KPoMs and, according to the Discussion Paper (Table 1), not 

accepted koala records or definitions of habitat provided by local governments. 

 

The approved NSW Recovery plan for the koala lists several criteria against which the plan 

of improving the health and viability should operate. These are: 

 

• maintenance of existing populations (i.e. no local extinctions) 

• improvement of the extent and quality of habitat and protection of priority 

habitats and sites 

• an increase in the numbers of breeding females, together with a 

corresponding decrease in records of juvenile mortality 

• an increase in the general health of animals in the wild (e.g. less overt signs of 

Chlamydia infection or other illness) 

• an expansion in distribution and the presence of koalas in all areas of 

primary koala habitat 

• an increase in community reports of koala sightings. 

 

Most significantly to the current review is the Recovery plan’s insistence that the 

effectiveness of the PNF CoP, specifically the koala prescriptions needs to be undertaken 

and that the department, “identify important koala populations in NSW for active 

management, monitoring and conservation.” 

 

The Discussion Paper still only limits its options to within KpoMs. It is also clear that there 

are problems within the department in its consultations with LGAs. We consider it essential 

that the department prioritises the development of a plan that is not limited to the minimal 

number of existing KpoMs (which could also be made redundant by the proposed changes 

to the NSW planning system). This should be incorporated as a matter of urgency into the 

PNF CoP by: 

 

• The establishment of a state wide process that provides a trigger for koala 

habitat assessment prior to the issue of a PNF PVP. In areas where the criteria of the 

Recovery Plan have not been met or there is no KPoM, the precautionary principle 

should be applied. 

 

• Immediately implementing the Recovery plan’s recommendation that the PNF 

CoP’s effectiveness in protecting koalas be monitored. 

 



• Completing the identification and mapping of important koala populations as 

mentioned in the Recovery plan criteria. 

 

• Banning logging from where these populations occur. This includes all 

important koala habitat in existing KpoMs, preferred feed trees in areas without 

KpoMs and in areas where there is evidence of koala activity 

 

• Protecting feed trees and preferred species by region in koala habitat 

 

Bell Miner Associated Dieback (BMAD) 

 

In 2008 ‘Forest eucalypt dieback associated with over-abundant psyllids and Bell Miners’ 

was listed as a Key Threatening Process (KTP) by the NSW Scientific Committee. The 

Committee’s determination required OEH prepare a Statement of Intent to address the KTP 

and that this Statement was required to all areas of OEH’s operations. 

 

The causal link between logging operations (unmitigated forest disturbance) and BMAD 

has been well established. Key findings in the KTP determination included, “Broad-scale 

canopy dieback associated with psyllids and Bell Miners usually occurs in disturbed 

landscapes, and involves interactions between habitat fragmentation, logging, nutrient 

enrichment, altered fire regimes and weed-invasion (Wardell-Johnson et al. 2006),” and 

that 2.5 million hectares of forest in NSW has the potential to be affected. 

 

We believe strongly that a fundamental failure of this review is that post logging weed 

control has not been included. 

 

• Post logging weed control must be a mandatory requirement in forests listed 

in the KTP declaration as at being at risk from BMAD. 

 

• OEH immediately addresses BMAD issues in the PNF CoP as required in the 

KTP declaration and Statement of Intent. 

 

Old Growth Forests & Rainforests 

 

In 2009, following Questions on Notice in the NSW Parliament and FOI applications (by the 

North Coast Environment Council), environment groups outlined several concerns held 

over the apparent declassifying of large areas of old growth forest. The NSW Government 

commissioned a review of the assessment process including an Independent Quality 

Assessment (IQA). 

 

While the IQA found that the processes for reassessing areas of rainforest were adequate, 

some of the findings regarding problems with the assessment of old growth forests were: 

 

• In 4 of the 12 properties with PNF PVPs included in the IQA fieldwork 

indicated the presence of old-growth outside the area mapped by DECCW, indicating 



“inaccuracy in old-growth assessment”. It found, “the main issue for old-growth 

assessment is that the fieldwork for aerial photo interpretation is inadequate.” 

• “ … processes used by DECCW … do not accurately represent the intent of the 

old-growth protocol, mainly due to use of low-quality imagery and lack of API 

fieldwork.” 

• “Rigor repeatability and reliability of aerial photo interpretation for old-

growth assessment is a problem that needs to be addressed, indicated by: the 

measurement of PNF old-growth transects outside the area assessed by DECCW; 

and the high level of variability between versions of API. The aerial photo 

interpretation procedure lacks adequate field work and the old film-based prints are 

difficult to interpret … Office-based API assessment for mapping areas out of old-

growth should be limited to easy-to-recognise stand features such as recent logging, 

obvious mining/clearing disturbance, and greater than ten percent regrowth.  Given 

the inconsistency in assessing old-growth demonstrated by large variation in total 

area and location by all versions of API, the precautionary principle needs to be 

more strictly applied. The decision to map areas as ‘not old growth’ due to older 

logging or disturbance should only be taken with the support of adequate field-

work, not purely on the basis of office-based API … However the location of old-

growth assessment fieldwork is not being adequately directed by office-based API.” 

 

The recommendations of the IQA included 

 

1. The use of improved digital imagery 

2. Aerial Photo Interpreters undertake field work for old-growth and rainforest 

assessment, particularly in cases where altering CRAFTI old-growth status is 

likely 

3. The undertake of annual old-growth and rainforest field assessment 

calibration exercises 

4. The initiation of a peer-review process of old-growth and rainforest 

assessment for a sample of PVPs (10%) 

 

An examination of figures on the Public Register and additional figures provided by OEH 

poses some major concerns. 

 

• Of 260 PVPs on the Public Register containing CRAFTI mapped old growth 

forest, 183 PVPs (70% of all PVPs) had all old growth forest mapped within the PVP 

area declassified 100%.  

 

• The total area of updated old growth under existing PNF PVPs is 7,317 ha. 

CRAFTI mapping on these PVPs initially identified 22,050 ha of old growth forest. 

14,733 (67%) of all CRAFTI mapped old growth forest within PVPs on the Public 

Register has been declassified. 

 



• Of the 183 PVPs where old growth forest was 100% declassified, only 25 

(14%) have records on the Register of fieldwork (transects / sample areas) being 

conducted. 

 

• The IQA review was completed in November 2010. PNF PVPs approved 

between 2007-2010 had 63% of CRAFTI mapped old growth declassified. In PNF 

PVPs approved since the IQA review this figure has increased to 74% 

declassification. 

 

While we are not opposed to the use of improved data and digital imagery, environment 

groups are especially concerned that in PNF PVPs approved since the Independent Quality 

Assessment the proportion of mapped old growth forest that has been declassified has 

significantly increased (three quarters of all CRAFTI mapped old growth). We also question 

why such a large proportion of PVPs have had all the mapped old growth within these PVPs 

declassified with little fieldwork registered. 

 

The figures appear to show that the recommendations of the IQA, i.e. that the 

precautionary principle be “strictly applied” to declassifying old growth and the decision to 

declassify only be taken with “adequate fieldwork” are being directly ignored. 

 

• OEH should rectify the problems identified in the IQA assessments. In the 

case of PVPs where landowners request that mapped old growth is reassessed. 

Strict protocols should be followed and if the assessment is found to be speculative 

the landowner should fund it rather than the costs come from the public purse. 

 

Response to Managing Native Grasslands Discussion Paper 

 

Environment groups are opposed to a voluntary Code of Practice for the clearing of native 

grasslands. We are of the opinion that all areas comprising the endangered natural 

temperate grassland (NTG) should be subject to assessment to determine their 

conservation value and that these assessments should include looking for threatened 

species. 

 

It is known that areas of low-condition native grassland can improve in condition when 

management practices are also improved. The dominance of certain species (as outlined in 

Option 1) do not necessarily reflect the quality of a grassland at a certain point in time (e.g. 

immediately following grazing) and many grasslands recover well once grazing ceases or 

its intensity lessened. 

 

Measures should also be introduced to ensure that grassland assessments occur at an 

appropriate time of the year to genuinely assess the quality of a grassland’s biodiversity. 

 

We are also opposed to the proposed removal of offset requirements (Option 1) as we do 

not see how this could possibly comply with the ‘improve or maintain’ principle. 

 



Soil disturbance through activities such as pasture cropping is known to increase available 

nitrogen and is therefore a modification of habitat. Fertilizer use is also known to deplete 

populations of native species. More information is needed on the impacts of pasture 

cropping. 

 

• A voluntary CoP (RAMA/exemption) is opposed as we don’t believe it will 

work or be enforceable.  

 

• Assessments of native grassland should occur in spring or early summer to 

ensure biodiversity values are properly taken into account. 

 

• The proposed removal of offset requirements is opposed. 

 

• The precautionary principle should be applied in NTG areas and threatened 

species habitat. 

 


