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A lack of precaution – logging of Class B koala habitat 

in Nullica State Forest 

 
 

On 23 December 2011 Forests NSW approved logging in adjacent Compartments 

600, 601 and 602 in Nullica State Forest. Apart from the northern and western end of 

Cpt 600, the compartments are mostly located in the Shadrach Creek catchment that 

has an area of approximately 1,860 hectares. 

 

According to the NPWS Wildlife Atlas (Appendix 1) there are two post 1980 koala 

records, one to the north and one to the south of the compartments. 

 

The maps accompanying the Harvesting Plan (HP) indicate, in the first instance, that 

the Compartment boundaries have been changed. Compartments 601 and 602 now 

incorporate areas that were previously ‘Preferred Management Priority’ areas, 

referred to as various Forest Management Zones.  

 

The HP also indicates that the gross area of Cpt 600 has decreased to 91.4 ha (-8.1 

ha), apparently due to the shifting of the eastern Compartment boundary about 235 

meters to the west.  

 

Cpt. 601 has increased to 266.7 ha (+ 30.3 ha), incorporating the aforementioned area 

of Cpt. 600 and FMZ areas. The gross area of Cpt. 602 has also increased to 116.1 ha 

(+ 30.6 ha) assumedly as a consequence of incorporating PMP areas. 

 

Logging is planned in Coupe 1 of Cpt. 602, although there is no Coupe 1 indicated on 

the Harvesting Plan Operations Map (HPOM). 

 

The snapshot below is from Forest Management Zones in the Eden Region
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The snapshot indicates FMZ 2 (Special management) extending the full length of Cpt 

601 and part of Cpt 602. The southern boundary of Cpt 601 has a strip of what 

appears to be FMZ 3B (Special prescription) and Cpt 602 FMZ 3A (Harvesting 

exclusions).  These areas are consistent with previous Preferred Management Priority 
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areas as per the following graphic that also shows the NHA as produced by the 

Bureau of Resource Sciences for the Eden regional assessment. 

 

 
 

While notionally protected under the IFOA the incorporation of areas of FMZ 2 and 

3A into Compartments 601 and 602 raises the possibility that they too may be logged. 

As stated in the Harvesting Plan (Pg. 8, Special Requirements) - 

 

“The HPOM indicates the non-harvest areas in the compartments, as detailed 

in the legend. Harvesting disturbance is not permitted in non-harvest areas 

unless authorised by the Regional Manager.” 

 

Habitat Quality Classes 
 

Of the original 411.4 ha gross area of the Compartments some 323ha or 77.9% has 

Habitat Quality Classes as indicated below. 
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It is apparent that areas not covered by the Habitat Quality layer have either been 

designated as low quality or left as unknown. This downgrading is in contrast to the 

general approach to HQ classes in the Compartments where areas adjacent to mapped 

watercourses are classified as high quality habitat. This uncertainty raises questions 

about whether the level of hollow tree retention is consistent with what is required 

under the IFOA. 

 

Rainforest 

 
The HP (Pg.10, IFOA Required Approval of Forestry Activities) states that –  

 

“  . . . Approval has been gained for log haulage through an area of rainforest 

in compartment 600.” 

 

The rainforest layer employed in the HPOM is apparently a mix FNSW’s ‘Forest 

Types’and other layers as opposed to the required ‘Keith and Bedward’ layer.  

 

However, as none of these layers provide for rainforest in both of the locations where 

new stream crossings are proposed, on existing approved roads, the adequacy of the 

mapping is questionable. 

 

Similarly according to ‘Forest Types’ mapping, the ‘Dry Rainforest’ is simply not 

there, as if on ground verification of Research Note 17 or “Dry Rainforest’ to improve 

the accuracy of these layers and provide a more honest and realistic portrayal of flora, 

is neither necessary or important.  

 

Net Harvest Area 
 

The following tables provide the areas of exclusions as indicated in a reconstructed 

Net Harvest Area (Appendix 2), for the Compartments. 

 

Cpt 600 Cpe 1 Cpe 4 

Rainforest 5.197 5.127 

Rainforest buffer 2.021 3.026 

1
st
 order 0.281 0.593 

Slopes >30° 0.118 2.129 

Total Exclusions 8.617 14.875 

Gross Area 38.408 52.543 

Net Area 29.791 37.668 

Total Net Area 67.459 

 

The HP indicates 44.6 hectares is approved for logging in Cpt 600. The figures above, 

based on the moved Compartment boundary, suggest 66 % of the compartment’s net 

harvest area has been approved for integrated logging. However, this figure does not 

include unmapped watercourses or unmapped rainforest or cleared land. 
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Cpt 601 Cpe 1 Cpe 2 Cpe 3 Cpe 4 

Rainforest 7.551 8.989 0.586 0 

Rainforest buffer 5.395 5.345 1.036 0 

1
st
 order 1.114 0.577 1.941 1.830 

2
nd

 order 0 0 3.261 1.034 

3
rd

 order 0 1.111 5.307 1.368 

Slopes >30° 5.292 7.738 1.01 0 

Total Exclusions 20.352 25.76 16.141 8.232 

Gross Area 77.407 58.267 58.854 50.916 

Net Area 57.055 32.507 42.713 42.698 

Total Net Area 174.973 

 

The HP indicates 93.7 ha have been approved for logging in Cpt 601, being close to 

54% of the total net area indicated above. However, if cleared land (approx. 5.2 ha.) is 

not considered to be a ‘forest type’, including under powerlines where regeneration is 

undesirable and ‘Dry rainforest’ (approx. 6 ha.) is included, the NHA reduces to 163.8 

and the area approved for logging closer to 58%.  

 

 

Cpt 602 Cpe 2 Cpe 3 

Rainforest 0 0.445 

Rainforest buffer 0 0.608 

1
st
 order 1.729 1.726 

2
nd

 order 0 0.118 

3
rd

 order 3.689 1.411 

Slopes >30° 0.191 0 

Total Exclusions 7.609 7.308 

Gross Area 42.978 32.517 

Net Area 35.369 25.209 

Total Net Area 60.578 

 

 

The HP indicates 62.6 ha have been approved for logging in Cpt 602. In addition to 

the exclusions in the table, Cpe 2 has about 2.6 ha & Cpe 3, 0.5 ha that is cleared for 

powerlines, making the NHA 57.5 ha. Some 108.8% of the NHA of Cpt 602 has been 

approved for integrated logging. 

 

The HP suggests (Pg. 7, Silvicultural Planning) -   

 

 “ . . . The stands in compartments 600, 601 and 602 are likely to have 

regenerated as a result of past wildfires which occurred in 1951 and 1980. 

 

The compartments were thinned in 2005. Poor regeneration has resulted due to 

insufficient canopy gaps. This harvesting operation seeks to remove the 

suitable remainder of the stand to allow sufficient disturbance and create 

canopy gaps to allow adequate regeneration whilst retaining habitat and 

recruitment trees.” 

 



 5

Conclusions 

 
There is some research indicating fire regeneration has a high stem stocking but as 

acknowledged by former Forests NSW employee, Mr B. Bridges, regeneration after 

logging is generally not spontaneous. 

 

In fact regeneration of Eucalypts after logging, where and if it occurred, is more likely 

to occur over a period of several years. The integrated logging of these 

Compartments, based on claims that recent ‘thinning’ of wildfire regrowth had not 

created sufficient disturbance, is not consistent with generally acknowledged forest 

responses to fire or logging. If insufficient canopy gaps are responsible for the 

claimed poor regeneration and are there are no grazing leases, how is the lack of 

regeneration of Forest Type 219 in Cpts 600 and 601 explained? 

 

Other options to explain the claimed lack of regeneration have not been considered 

and there is concern that the Compartments are also subject to Bell Miner Associated 

Dieback (BMAD) and Dieback Associated with Dry weather and Drought (DADD).   

 

It is understood that Forests NSW has maps of DADD for the Eden Region as indeed 

there is mapping for soil landscapes. However, the claim in the HP that soils are non-

dispersible is not consistent with the known limitations of soils in areas with extensive 

canopy dieback.   

 

The HP indicates (pg.14) that Cpt 600 is in an area with the potential for mass 

movement. Consequently, the approval to construct stream crossings through 

unmapped rainforest and unmapped watercourses, on slopes that exceed 30 degrees, 

cannot be reconciled with claims of sustainable forest management. There is also the 

issue of soil erosion and the degree to which soil loss exceeds soil production
2
, should 

the unmapped watercourses be a result of increased rates of soil erosion. 

 

The HP has clearly maximised the area available for integrated logging and seemingly 

sets a precedent for other previously thinned compartments, should regeneration be 

too slow for FNSW.  

 

Amongst the guidelines for reporting on Ecologically Sustainable Development 

(ESD) is the need to consider " . . . If there are threats of serious or irreversible 

environmental damage, lack of full scientific certainty should not be used as a reason 

for postponing measures to prevent environmental degradation (the ‘precautionary 

principle’)". 

 

It is apparent that FNSW and the OE&H are still not operating in a manner that is 

consistent with ESD, in what some consider this area of Nullica SF to be, ‘Class B’ 

koala habitat. 

 

Robert Bertram 

 

26 January 2012 
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