
 



ABSTRACT 

In 2015 the Forestry Corporation roaded and logged two Endangered Ecological 
Communities (EECs) in Cherry Tree State Forest, while the Environment Protection 
Authority (EPA) audited their operations in response to NEFA's complaints to the Minister for 
the Environment. At the time neither agency acknowledged that any EECs were affected, as 
they continued to be roaded and logged. At the same time both agencies were undertaking 
mapping of 13 Endangered Ecological Communities, ultimately identifying 116ha of Lowland 
Rainforest and 142ha of Grey Box-Grey Gum Wet Sclerophyll Forest within the 
compartments being logged. The logging was completed in September 2015 and the 
mapping of EECs completed in June 2016. They mapped it as they logged it. 

NEFA's final audit report was provided to the Minister in November 2015 and it took the EPA 
over a year to respond in December 2016. They confirmed 66 breaches of logging 
prescriptions (one involving hundreds of individual breaches) though only cautioned the 
Forestry Corporation.  The EPA deferred any consideration of the EEC Lowland Rainforest, 
and did not acknowledge that the EEC Grey Box-Grey Gum Wet Sclerophyll Forest exists, 
despite the fact that many of the individual breaches identified by NEFA occurred within it, 
and were thus breaches of the NPW Act rather than the Threatened Species Licence.  

This review of the EPA's released EEC mapping and landsat imagery confirms most of 
NEFAs complaints regarding roading and logging of Lowland Rainforest, and identifies 33 
incursions into mapped Lowland Rainforest affecting 4.5 ha. It also identifies that 50ha of 
Grey Box-Grey Gum Wet Sclerophyll Forest was heavily logged (>50% canopy removal and 
bared ground) with up to another 40ha subject to logging operations.  

To date the EPA have deferred any consideration of the roading and logging of the EEC 
Lowland Rainforest and NEFA is concerned that the 2 years allowed for them to take 
regulatory action has expired.  NEFA considers that their failure to admit the presence of the 
EEC Grey Box-Grey Gum Wet Sclerophyll Forest, and failure take this into account when 
considering breaches identified by NEFA, is unreasonable.  

As recognised by the Scientific Committee, loss of hollow-bearing trees, lantana invasion 
and Bell Miner Associated Dieback are Key Threatening Processes for Grey Box-Grey Gum 
Wet Sclerophyll Forest. Extensive rehabilitation is a minimum requirement. 

Cover: EPA mapped Endangered Ecological Community Grey Box-Grey Gum Wet Sclerophyll Forest, part of 
50-90ha of this mapped EEC logged in Cherry Tree SF that the EPA are pretending never occurred. 

Contents 
1. Introduction ................................................................................................................................... 3 

2. Background .................................................................................................................................. 5 

3. Mapping Review ......................................................................................................................... 11 

4. Discussion .................................................................................................................................. 25 

 

  



1. Introduction 
This report focuses on compartments 359, 360 & 361 of Cherry Tree State Forest, in light of 
mapping of Threatened Ecological Communities (TECs) released by the NSW Environment 
Protection Authority (EPA) on the 3rd of May. There are 2 Endangered Ecological Communities 
(EECs) mapped by the EPA as occurring: Lowland Rainforest and Grey Box-Grey Gum Wet 
Sclerophyll Forest. 

NEFA first complained about logging and roading of rainforest and Steel Box dominated rainforest 
in Cherry Tree State Forest to the Environment Minister, Rob Stokes, in March 2015. Making further 
complaints to the new Minister for the Environment, Mark Speakman, in August 2015.  NEFA 
submitted a final report "Audit of Cherry Tree State Forest, Compartments 359, 360 and 361" to the 
Minister for the Environment in November 2015, that documented 13 incursions into what we 
considered Lowland Rainforest, as well as highlighting the significance of the Steel Box dominated 
rainforest, stating that it should be considered an EEC (we hadn't recognised that it was in fact an 
EEC). That complaint provides most of the background underpinning this report. 

The EPA investigated NEFA's complaints starting in March 2015, with their final report on 21 
December 2016. While the EPA's initial assessment was unable to identify any problems, at the end 
when the EPA informed NEFA that they had completed their investigations they confirmed 66 
breaches of logging prescriptions (one involving hundreds of individual breaches), though deferred 
a response on the EEC Lowland Rainforest, stating: 

The report addresses all outstanding allegations arising from the NEFA reports, with the 
exception of a small number which are still under investigation. These are the identification 
and protection of Lowland Rainforest Endangered Ecological Community and the protection 
of hollow bearing and recruitment trees. These are shown in the investigation report as 
"ongoing investigations". We will be finalising these matters early in the New Year once 
further investigative steps have been completed.   

In 2014 the NSW Environment Protection Authority (EPA) and the Forestry Corporation of NSW 
commenced a project to map EECs  "to support improved recognition, regulation and management 
of Threatened Ecological Communities (TECs) in NSW native forestry". The project was completed 
in June 2016. While the EPA initially said the mapping would be made available to conservation 
groups, NEFA was required to lodge a GI(PA) Act request before the EPA would publicly release 
the mapping. It was finally released on 3 May 2017. 

The mapping confirmed NEFA's assertion that most of the rainforest in the area is indeed Lowland 
Rainforest.  It wasn't until we saw the mapping that we became aware that the EEC Grey Box-Grey 
Gum Wet Sclerophyll Forest was widespread in the area. We had recognised that the forests 
dominated by Steel Box over a rainforest understorey was a rare community and deserving of 
consideration for EEC Listing, though had not recognised that many of the box trees were actually 
Grey Box and that the forest was already a listed EEC. 

According to the EPA mapping, there are 116ha of the Endangered Ecological Community Lowland 
Rainforest and 142ha of the Endangered Ecological Community Grey Box-Grey Gum Wet 
Sclerophyll Forest within Compartments 359, and parts 360 and 361 of Cherry Tree State Forest. 
This is one of the largest stands of the EEC Grey Box-Grey Gum Wet Sclerophyll Forest remaining, 
representing 5% of the EECs remaining extent. Until being logged and harmed it was also one of 
the healthiest stands left as the stands to the north are severely affected by Bell Miner Associated 
Dieback. 

http://www.nefa.org.au/damning_results_for_cherry_tree_audit


Neither the Forestry Corporation nor the EPA recognised the presence of either EEC in Cherry Tree 
SF, despite pre-logging assessments by the Forestry Corporation, preparation  of ecological reviews 
of proposed roads through rainforest (which were submitted to the EPA), joint inspections of roads 
through Lowland Rainforest in March 2015, the EPA inspecting one Lowland Rainforest boundary in 
March 2015, both agencies undertaking a number of tree retention plots and transects in Grey Box-
Grey Gum Wet Sclerophyll Forest in March 2015, and the agencies jointly undertaking a project to 
map both EECs while the logging was occurring.  

The EPA failed to recognise that logging was being undertaken in two of the 13 EECs they were 
mapping and undertaking on-ground assessments of, at the same time they were auditing the forest 
in response to NEFA's complaints. We note that NEFA (2013) had recently complained about the 
EPA overseeing erroneous remapping of Lowland Rainforest on private land at Whian Whian so 
that the Forestry Corporation could construct a road through it, while similarly failing to recognise it 
as an EEC. The same Forestry Corporation and EPA teams undertook the assessments in Cherry 
Tree SF. At best this displays incompetence. 

This review compares the EPA's EEC mapping with Google Earth landsat imagery taken post 
logging to assess gross disturbance to the mapped EECs. This process has identified that 4.5 ha of 
mapped Lowland Rainforest has been affected by 33 incursions, 50ha of Grey Box-Grey Gum Wet 
Sclerophyll Forest was heavily logged (>50% canopy removal and bared ground) with up to another 
40ha subject to logging operations, and that all of NEFA's specific complaints regarding roading and 
logging of rainforest occur in either Lowland Rainforest or Grey Box-Grey Gum Wet Sclerophyll 
Forest, with some clearly within Lowland Rainforest and many in the vicinity of the boundary 
between the two EECs.  

The EPA failed to consider or mention their own EEC mapping when preparing their response to 
NEFA's complaints almost 6 months after their mapping of the EECs in Cherry Tree SF was 
complete. While they deferred consideration of most of the incursions into Lowland Rainforest 
identified by NEFA, they dismissed or took minor actions for some that occurred within the EEC 
Lowland Rainforest and most that occurred within the EEC Grey Box-Grey Gum Wet Sclerophyll 
Forest. Numerous breaches of fauna, stream, erosion and habitat tree prescriptions that the EPA 
confirmed, occurred within the Grey Box-Grey Gum EEC and yet the EPA appears to have ignored 
this in considering the nature and significance of the breaches and the appropriate regulatory 
response.  

As the Threatened Species Licence does not authorise logging operations in EECs most of the 
breaches identified by NEFA were actually breaches of Section 118A of the National Parks and 
Wildlife Act 1974. The breaches identified in our audits are only a minor component of the logging 
and destruction of the EECs that occurred, the thousands of tress and other plants that were 
unlawfully "picked" and the animals that were harmed.  

From the start NEFA raised concerns about logging facilitating lantana invasion and the spread of 
Bell Miner Associated Dieback to the EPA. Both these Key Threatening Processes were identified 
as specific threats to the EEC Grey Box-Grey Gum Wet Sclerophyll Forest by the NSW Scientific 
Committee. These threatening processes have already affected parts of the EEC and will be 
significantly aggravated by the gross disturbances that have occurred. Major rehabilitation works 
are required to arrest the harm.   

https://d3n8a8pro7vhmx.cloudfront.net/ncec/pages/127/attachments/original/1427330688/NEFA_Final_Audit_Whian_Whian.pdf?1427330688


2. Background 
Cherry Tree State Forest adjoins Mallanganee National Park on the Richmond Range, west of 
Casino. The rainforests within that part of Mallanganee National Park that constitutes the old flora 
reserve are inscribed on the World Heritage List  as part of the Gondwana Rainforests of Australia. 
The balance of the Mallanganee National Park has been assessed as qualifying for World Heritage 
listing and has been included on the Tentative List.  These World Heritage rainforests extend into 
the logging area. 

Logging of compartments 359, 360 & 361 of Cherry Tree SF began in January 2015. Logging was 
suspended for a month in May and was completed in September 2015. NEFA undertook audits is 
March, August and on a number of occasions in September and October, preparing 3 reports and 
writing to the Environment Minister on numerous occasions in an effort to stop breaches and poor 
practices from continuing.  

The Forestry Corporation's Threatened Species Pre-logging and Pre-roading Survey Report, along 
with the Harvesting Plan, wrongly identified that the EEC Lowland Rainforest was "unlikely to be 
present". The potential presence of the EEC Grey Box-Grey Gum Wet Sclerophyll Forest was not 
considered. 

The NSW Environment Protection Authority (EPA) was undertaking a three-year Threatened 
Ecological Community (TEC) Mapping Project. The Project commenced in 2014 and was completed 
on 30 June 2016, being funded by a Waste and Environment Levy Envelope grant and was 
administered by the NSW Environmental Trust. It was "designed to inform improvements in the 
recognition, management and regulation of TECs in native forestry areas in NSW". The EPA claim 
on their website: 

The maps will immediately be used by FCNSW and the EPA for the identification, protection 
and regulation of TECs on State forest. ... Importantly, the maps will provide a robust and 
consistent evidence base for decision making, planning and regulation. 

The EPA's website notes: 
TECs are protected under the National Parks and Wildlife Act 1974 and any harm to TECs is 
prohibited during all forestry operations in NSW. The current Integrated Forestry Operations 
Approvals (IFOAs) do not authorise any harm to TECs. FCNSW are required to manage 
forestry operations to ensure that harm does not take place. 

The EPA mapping identifies 116ha of Lowland Rainforest and 142ha of Grey Box-Grey Gum Wet 
Sclerophyll Forest within compartments 359, 360 & 361 of Cherry Tree SF. Background on Lowland 
Rainforest is presented in NEFA's audit report (2015), with more detail on the Grey Box Grey Gum 
Wet Sclerophyll Forest EEC provided here. 

The final determination to list Grey Box Grey Gum Wet Sclerophyll Forest as an Endangered 
Ecological Community EEC was initially made in July 2009. The NSW Scientific Committee identify 
that "Grey Box - Grey Gum Wet Sclerophyll Forest is typically dominated by an open tree canopy of 
Eucalyptus moluccana (Grey Box) and Eucalyptus propinqua (Grey Gum) and, less commonly, 
Eucalyptus biturbinata (Grey Gum), Eucalyptus siderophloia (Grey Ironbark) and Araucaria 
cunninghamii (Hoop Pine). ... The understorey typically includes a diverse and prominent stratum of 
rainforest trees and shrubs ... while regrowth stands or recently disturbed stands may take on the 
structure of low closed forest or scrub, or may have simplified understorey structure". 

http://www.environment.nsw.gov.au/grants/envtrust.htm


The NSW Scientific Committee clearly identify the presence of this EEC in the vicinity of Cherry 
Tree SF (as it is in the vicinity of Mallanganee): 

All known records of Grey Box - Grey Gum Wet Sclerophyll Forest occur within three 
locations in north-eastern NSW: the vicinity of Bald Knob State Forest to the west and north-
west of Woodenbong; Unumgar State Forest and Mt Lindesay State Forest (east of 
Woodenbong); and the Mallanganee district to the south-east of Bonalbo. 

The NSW Scientific Committee state: 
"Grey Box - Grey Gum Wet Sclerophyll Forest has undergone changes in structure, 
including loss of hollow-bearing trees, as a consequence of timber harvesting. Much of the 
community is currently in a state of regrowth after past logging activity. DECC (2008) 
estimates that over half of the remaining areas exhibit moderately high to very high levels of 
disturbance. The upper stratum is nearly always dominated by regrowth trees with very few 
mature or senescent trees remaining in the areas surveyed. Most of the remaining stands 
are within State Forests that may be prone to future logging operations. The loss of hollow-
bearing trees, which provide important fauna habitat, and other structural changes 
associated with timber harvesting and partial clearing activities are indicative of a large 
reduction in ecological function of the community. ‘Loss of hollow-bearing trees’ is listed as a 
Key Threatening Process under the Threatened Species Conservation Act 1995.. 
... 
"Clearing activity, grazing, frequent burning and other disturbances accelerate the invasion 
of weeds into Grey Box - Grey Gum Wet Sclerophyll Forest. The most significant of these is 
Lantana camara (Lantana) which was recorded in 19 of 20 documented vegetation sites of 
Grey Box - Grey Gum Wet Sclerophyll Forest (DECC 2008). Lantana dominated the mid 
stratum at many of these sites. Infestations of this species have been identified as one of 
several factors implicated in widespread forest eucalypt dieback in eastern NSW (Wardell-
Johnson et al. 2006). The invasion and establishment of exotic species in Grey Box - Grey 
Gum Wet Sclerophyll Forest results in a large reduction in the ecological function of the 
community. ‘Invasion, establishment and spread of Lantana (Lantana camara L. sens. lat)’ is 
listed as a Key Threatening Process under the Threatened Species Conservation Act 1995. 

In their decision to list ‘Forest eucalypt dieback associated with over-abundant psyllids and Bell 
Miners’ as a Key Threatening Process in 2008 the NSW Scientific Committee identified it "as a 
threat to Grey Box (Eucalyptus moluccana) Grey Gum (Eucalyptus propinqua/Eucalyptus punctata) 
wet sclerophyll forest in the NSW North Coast Bioregion". 

The EPA (2016) review "Assessment of Grey Box Grey Gum Wet Sclerophyll Forest TEC on NSW 
Crown Forest Estate" identified approximately 2,936 hectares of this TEC in State forests north from 
Cherry Tree State Forest. Within Cherry Tree SF 176ha is mapped, representing 11% of the State 
Forest. The EPA note "We also delineated areas in which Eucalyptus rummeryi (not listed in the 
determination) was present because existing classifications and plots suggested it sometimes 
occurred as canopy dominant in vegetation types floristically related to GBWS". 



 
Detail of EPA (2016) "operational map" of EEC Grey Box-Grey Gum Wet Sclerophyll Forest. 
Operational maps identify native vegetation cover that meets the agreed EPA interpretation of  current 
TEC final determinations. 

There is a total of 142ha of the Endangered Ecological Community Grey Box-Grey Gum Wet 
Sclerophyll Forest mapped within Compartments 359, and parts 360 and 361 of Cherry Tree State 
Forest. This is 5% of its total extent. 

After NEFA's initial brief investigation of Cherry Tree SF, NEFA wrote to the EPA on 9 March 2015 
complaining about the nature of "approved" roads bulldozed through rainforest and a number of 
areas where we considered roading and logging had extended into the margins of stands satisfying 
Forestry Corporation's Rainforest Protocol (Forest Practices Circular 2005/02) for identifying 
unmapped rainforest for protection, stating:  

We consider that the Forestry Corporation needs to delineate unmapped rainforest. Their 
approved roading through mapped IFOA rainforest has violated threatened species 
requirements, recklessly damaged surrounding forest, and caused major soil disturbance 
due to use while the soil was saturated. Soil and vegetation rehabilitation is urgently 
required. 

We also commented that "All stands of the rare Steel box should be identified for protection".  

Both the EPA and Forestry Corporation undertook plot and transect work in Cherry Tree SF in 
March 2015 to assess tree retention after our complaint. The EPA report (21 December 2016) 
presents partial results. While the EPA limited their assessments to easily accessed sites near 
roads, of the 10 plots established by the EPA, two satisfied the canopy criteria for Grey Box-Grey 
Gum Wet Sclerophyll Forest: on plot 6 the EPA identified 9 trees, with 4 Grey Box and 1 Grey Gum 
(4 trees logged),  on plot 7 the EPA identified 13 trees, with 3 Grey Gum, 2 Grey Box and 2 Steel 
Box (7 trees logged). The data provided from the Forestry Corporation do not identify species, 
though transect 26 is well within the mapped Grey Box-Grey Gum Wet Sclerophyll Forest and 
transect 22 was mostly within it. The EPA claim that in March they inspected part of one boundary 
of an area of then unmapped Lowland Rainforest where it had been marked by the Forestry 



Corporation. Both agencies also inspected IFOA crossing 8 through the Lowland Rainforest and 
would have had to walk extensively through the mapped Grey Box-Grey Gum Wet Sclerophyll 
Forest on crossings 7 and 8 and to inspect the poorly drained tracks we complained about. Similarly 
NEFA's August complaint about an improperly constructed snig track was within this mapped EEC. 

 
Extract from EPA report (21 December 2016) showing locations of plots and transects undertaken by 
them and the Forestry Corporation following NEFA's initial complaints in March 2015. A number of the 
transects are within the EEC Grey Box-Grey Gum Wet Sclerophyll Forest and at least IFOA crossing 8 
through Lowland Rainforest was inspected, and yet neither the EPA nor Forestry Corporation 
identified that either EEC existed.  

From a cursory reading of the descriptions of Lowland Rainforest and Grey Box-Grey Gum Wet 
Sclerophyll Forest given by the Scientific Committee it should have been apparent to both the EPA 
and Forestry Corporation that they were, in part, Endangered Ecological Communities they were 
investigating. The same staff from both organisations were involved in the construction of a road 
through Lowland Rainforest on private property at Whian Whian that NEFA had made a detailed 
complaint about in 2013. They had not identified it as an EEC then. Both the EPA and Forestry 
Corporation were at that time also undertaking a project started the previous year to map both these 
EECs. The Forestry Corporation's assertion that the EEC Lowland Rainforest was "unlikely to be 
present" was unreasonable (as it was unlikely not to be Lowland Rainforest, except where it had 
more than "scattered" eucalypt emergents (see NEFA 2015)). It was unreasonable for the Forestry 
Corporation and the EPA to not have recognised that these EECs occurred in the area.  

When NEFA returned to undertake a more thorough investigation of the rainforest and logging area 
in September we quickly recognised that it was indeed Lowland Rainforest and while we did not 
recognise the presence of the EEC Grey Box-Grey Gum Wet Sclerophyll Forest we did recognise 
that it was a special ecosystem.  

https://d3n8a8pro7vhmx.cloudfront.net/ncec/pages/127/attachments/original/1427330688/NEFA_Final_Audit_Whian_Whian.pdf?1427330688


I undertook most of the investigations for NEFA. As part of those investigations I did not check 
eucalypt species as this was not considered significant for the rapid assessments of habitat trees I 
was undertaking. I did not recognise that the Grey Box-Grey Gum EEC was likely to occur in the 
area and thus made no attempt to differentiate Grey Box from Steel Box. It was obvious that the box 
trees overtopped a well developed rainforest understorey and comprised a distinctive rainforest 
community, leading me to state in NEFA's (2015) final report that the Lowland Rainforests 
"intergrade with eucalypt forests to form a distinct ecological community comprising a rainforest 
understorey dominated by Steel Box, Eucalyptus rummeryi", "They deserve to be identified as a 
distinct ecological community, though are mostly mapped here as forest type 71 Richmond Range 
Spotted Gum" and "While some small parts of the Steel Box dominated rainforests have been 
protected as mapped rainforest, regrettably most has been heavily logged and the rainforest 
understorey extensively trashed". NEFA (2015) stated: 

Unmapped rainforests are extensive in this area, with the delineation of boundaries 
complicated by the presence of rainforest in various stages of development under eucalypt 
emergents, This is further complicated by the Steel Box (Eucalyptus rummeryi) dominated 
dry rainforests, which are deserving of identification, mapping and protection as a distinct 
Endangered Ecological Community in their own right 

In NEFA's final audit we "emphasised that we have only sampled the area, so the offences we have 
documented are only a portion of those occurring", stating: 

There are expected to have been many more incursions into unmapped rainforest that were 
unable to be identified because of the extensive and intensive disturbance to the rainforest 
component of many stands and the practice of delineating and reinforcing rainforest 
boundaries by bulldozing along them. The 8 cases identified herein are only examples of far 
more extensive problems. NEFA considers that detailed Aerial Photographic Interpretation of 
pre-logging photos is necessary to document the full extent of rainforest logging, particularly 
of Lowland Rainforest. 

By the time the EPA wrote their response to our complaints in December 2016 they had their 
completed TEC mapping for 6 months and yet they apparently made no attempt to consider it in 
responding to our complaints, despite our verbal requests that they do. While they deferred 
assessment of most roading and logging complaints NEFA made in relation to Lowland Rainforest, 
they made no attempt to identify the numerous other incursions into Lowland Rainforest revealed by 
their mapping. The fact that many breaches NEFA identified occurred in the EEC Grey Box-Grey 
Gum Wet Sclerophyll Forest was ignored. 

As the Threatened Species Licence does not authorise logging operations in EECs most of the 
breaches identified by NEFA were actually breaches of Section 118A of the National Parks and 
Wildlife Act 1974 rather than the Threatened Species Licence. Under "Authorisation" the 
Threatened Species Licence states:  

This licence does not authorise the carrying out of an activity that is likely to: 
1. Harm an endangered population or an endangered ecological community (as far 
as animals are concerned); 
2. Result in the picking of a plant that is part of an endangered population or 
endangered community; 
3. Damage critical habitat; or 
4. Damage to the habitat of an endangered population or endangered community. 



As the Threatened Species Licence does not authorise logging operations in EECs, the National 
Parks and Wildlife Act 1974 is the primary authority, and it is this Act that Forests NSW have directly 
contravened.  The National Parks and Wildlife Act 1974 No 80 states: 

118A Harming or picking threatened species, endangered populations or endangered 
ecological communities 

(1) A person must not:  
(a) harm any animal that is of, or is part of, a threatened species, an endangered 

population or an endangered ecological community, or 
(b) use any substance, animal, firearm, explosive, net, trap, hunting device or 

instrument or means whatever for the purpose of harming any such animal. 
Penalty:  
(a) in respect of any endangered species, population or ecological community—2,000 

penalty units or imprisonment for 2 years or both, and, in a case where an animal 
of any endangered species, population or ecological community is harmed, an 
additional 100 penalty units in respect of each animal that is harmed, 

... 
(2) A person must not pick any plant that is of, or is part of, a threatened species, an 

endangered population or an endangered ecological community.  
Penalty:  
(a) in respect of any endangered species, population or ecological community—2,000 

penalty units or imprisonment for 2 years or both, and an additional 100 penalty 
units in respect of each whole plant that was affected by or concerned in the 
action that constituted the offence, 

 
BELOW ARE A FEW EXAMPLES OF THE "PICKING" OF PLANTS WITHIN THE MAPPED ENDANGERED 
ECOLOGICAL COMMUNITY LOWLAND RAINFOREST PROVIDED TO EPA IN NEFA'S AUDIT REPORT 
OF MARCH 2015. 

  



3. Mapping Review 
This review was principally limited to Endangered Ecological Communities and how they were 
affected in that part of Cherry Tree State Forest audited by NEFA in 2015. The EPAs mapping of 
Threatened Ecological Communities shows 116ha of the Endangered Ecological Community 
Lowland Rainforest and 142ha of the Endangered Ecological Community Grey Box-Grey Gum Wet 
Sclerophyll Forest within Compartments 359, and parts 360 and 361 of Cherry Tree State Forest. 

This first part of this review involved comparing images of logged areas taken from Google Earth 
dated 11/18/2015, rectified to GIS data, with the EPA's mapping of Threatened Ecological 
Communities (TECs). The areas of intensive disturbance visible from the Google Earth images were 
digitised where they occurred within an EEC. It is important to recognise that only areas of gross 
disturbance were able to be identified. The second part of this review identifies which of the specific 
breaches identified by NEFA (2015) actually occurred in mapped EECs. 

 

 
Images from Google Earth depicting logging within the EEC Grey Box-Grey Gum Wet Sclerophyll 
Forest. Note the extensive soil disturbance and proliferation of the Key Threatening Process lantana 
(green) in the older logging to the bottom left. 
 
The EPA (2016) used the Google Earth image and coarse digitising for their assessment of Black-
striped Wallaby habitat, concluding that "Across 57% of the harvested area, more than 50% canopy 



cover was removed". From our mapping we consider that the EPA under-estimated the extent of 
intensive logging, though it provides verification for the methodology. 

 EPA (2016) mapping of areas subject to >50% canopy removal. 

 
Example from this assessment of EPA TEC mapping overlaid on Google Earth landsat image with 
heavily logged parts of EECs delineated. The polygons outlined in orange are the most heavily logged 
EEC Grey Box-Grey Gum Wet Sclerophyll Forest, and those in red the heavily disturbed Lowland 



Rainforest. Note that dense logging debris can appear as vegetation in images, so damage is more 
extensive than indicated. 

 
Same place as above. Detail of mapping overlaid over logging boundary broadly delineated by EPA 
(yellow line). This makes it clear that the logging of both EECs, outside areas identifies by NEFA, was 
obvious from the data available to the EPA at the time of their appraisal.   
 

 



 
Google Earth images with EEC mapping overlaid.  The polygons outlined in orange are the most 
heavily logged EEC Grey Box-Grey Gum Wet Sclerophyll Forest, and those in red the heavily 
disturbed Lowland Rainforest. In the bottom image, note the extensive logging and roading within 
logging exclusion areas 

The outcomes from this mapping are: 
Of the 116ha of the Endangered Ecological Community Lowland Rainforest mapped by the 
EPA, this review mapped some 4.5ha as being heavily logged or cleared, with a total of 33 
incursions by roading or during logging into this EEC. 

Of the 142ha of the Endangered Ecological Community Grey Box-Grey Gum Wet 
Sclerophyll Forest mapped by the EPA, 90ha occurs within the net logging area. This review 
mapped some 50 hectares as being subject to intensive forestry, with >50% canopy removal 
and significant ground disturbance.  A further 40 ha occurs within the net logging area, with 
most of this also likely to have been subject to logging.  



 
Assessment outcome: EPA (2016) mapping of EECs with heavily logged areas of each EEC as 
identified in this review from Google Earth 11/18/2015. The Google Earth landsat images are relatively 
low resolution and thus only identify gross disturbances, generally in excess of 50% canopy removal 
where bare soil is visible, so logging disturbance is far more widespread than mapped.   

 
Detail of mapping of heavily disturbed EECs.  



 
Road through Lowland Rainforest the subject of NEFA's first complaint in March 2015. An 
environmental review of the proposed route was forwarded to the EPA during preparation of the 
harvesting plan in accordance with TSL Schedule 6, while the EPA claim they were not required to 
approve it, they certainly raised no objections. 

In NEFA's (2015) audit we identified 5 cases where we maintained roads had been constructed 
through Lowland Rainforest, 4 cases where logging had extended across a marked boundary into 
rainforest and 4 cases where logging had extended into unmapped rainforest. These were reviewed 
in light of both the EPA's (2016) response to our audit and their current EEC mapping: 

Approved Roading Through Rainforest 
Case 1: IFOA Crossing 8 
EPA (2016) response: "This matter is subject to an ongoing investigation".  
EPA mapping: confirms Crossing 8 in part through Lowland Rainforest EEC, with the 
balance through Grey Box-Grey Gum EEC. 
Case 2: IFOA crossing 2. 
EPA (2016) response: "This matter is subject to an ongoing investigation".  
EPA mapping: Rainforest around and to west of crossing not mapped as Lowland Rainforest 
EEC though mapped as Grey Box-Grey Gum EEC. 
Case 3: IFOA crossing 9 
EPA (2016) response: "This matter is subject to an ongoing investigation". 
EPA mapping: Start of track confirmed as passing through Lowland Rainforest EEC 
Case4: IFOA crossing 1 
EPA (2016) response: "This matter is subject to an ongoing investigation". 



EPA mapping: Confirmed as crossing Lowland Rainforest EEC 
Case 5: H&R crossing 1 
EPA (2016) response: "This matter is subject to an ongoing investigation". 
EPA mapping: Not mapped as Lowland Rainforest EEC though mapped as Grey Box-Grey 
Gum EEC. 

 

 

 



 
Above: roading through what has now been confirmed as Lowland Rainforest, though over 2 years 
after it occurred the EPA still refuse to do anything, claiming it is subject to "ongoing investigation". 

Logging into Rainforest 
Case 1, Marked Boundary 
EPA (2016) response: "Not applicable" and "no action".  
EPA mapping: Rainforest not mapped as Lowland Rainforest EEC though mapped as Grey 
Box-Grey Gum EEC. EPA erred in not recognising that logging crossed a marked boundary. 
Case 2, Marked Boundary 
EPA (2016) response: found that no forestry operations had been  undertaken within 
rainforest, and it was undetermined whether a tree had been felled into rainforest, yet issued 
an "official caution" for using a machine within rainforest. 
EPA mapping: Shown to be in the vicinity of the boundary of mapped Lowland Rainforest 
EEC and mapped Grey Box-Grey Gum EEC. Definitely within Grey Box-Grey Gum EEC.  
Case 3, Marked Boundary 
EPA (2016) response: "Non-compliance against Harvesting Plan - Forest Practices Circular 
2005/02", "Action plan agreed to be implemented by FCNSW".  
EPA mapping: Shown to be in the vicinity of the boundary of mapped Lowland Rainforest 
EEC and mapped Grey Box-Grey Gum EEC. Likely to be partially within both EECs. 
Case 4, Marked Boundary 
EPA (2016) response: "not determined". 
EPA mapping: There is no doubt that this is clearly well within the Grey Box-Grey Gum EEC, 
and appears to have extended into the Lowland Rainforest EEC in one area. This is one of 
the few sites I showed the EPA on the ground and it was clear that operations had 
transgressed across a marked boundary, which they documented, though later chose to 
ignore. The EPA were wrong to drop this case. 
Case 5, Unmarked Boundary 
EPA (2016) response: "This matter is subject to an ongoing investigation". 
EPA mapping: This is in the vicinity of the boundary of mapped Lowland Rainforest EEC and 
mapped Grey Box-Grey Gum EEC. It is evident that logging and roading did extend into both 
EECs.  
Case 6, Unmarked Boundary 



EPA (2016) response: "This matter is subject to an ongoing investigation". 
EPA mapping: There is no doubt that this is clearly well within a stand of the Lowland 
Rainforest EEC. The EEC mapping confirms my opinion that this was a stand of rainforest 
that was decimated by the Forestry Corporation, with damage far more extensive than the 
Google data indicates. This is one of the few sites I showed the EPA on the ground.  
Case 7, Unmarked Boundary 
EPA (2016) response: "This matter is subject to an ongoing investigation". 
EPA mapping: Clearly well within the Grey Box-Grey Gum EEC. 
Case 8, Unmarked Boundary 
EPA (2016) response: "compliant" and "no further action". 
EPA mapping: This is in the vicinity of the boundary of mapped Lowland Rainforest EEC and 
mapped Grey Box-Grey Gum EEC. It is clearly within an EEC. The EPA were wrong to drop 
this case 

Of the five specific complaints regarding roading through rainforest, three are confirmed by the 
mapping as being within Lowland Rainforest and two as being within Grey Box-Grey Gum Wet 
Sclerophyll Forest (Case 2: IFOA crossing 2., Case 5: H&R crossing 1). In addition to these it is now 
apparent that IFOA Crossing 4 is clearly constructed through the Lowland Rainforest EEC, and that 
the road from there to IFOA crossing 1 passes through two other tongues of Lowland Rainforest. It 
is also apparent that 359/4 Rd has been constructed/upgraded through both the Lowland Rainforest 
EEC and an IFOA exclusion area. 

Of the 8 specific complaints regarding logging into rainforest 3 are subject to "ongoing 
investigation", of these one appears to have affected both the Lowland Rainforest EEC and mapped 
Grey Box-Grey Gum EEC (Case 5, Unmarked Boundary), one is well within a stand of Lowland 
Rainforest that was extensively cleared by the Forestry Corporation (Case 6, Unmarked Boundary), 
and one appears to be within the EEC Grey Box-Grey Gum Wet Sclerophyll Forest (Case 7, 
Unmarked Boundary). 

Of the other 5, the EPA were wrong to drop offences "Case 1, Marked Boundary", "Case 4, Marked 
Boundary" and "Case 8, Unmarked Boundary" as they clearly occurred within at least one or both of 
the EECs, with the later two possibly affecting the Lowland Rainforest EEC. The response was 
inadequate in "Case 2, Marked Boundary" and "Case 3, Marked Boundary" as they occurred in the 
EEC Grey Box-Grey Gum Wet Sclerophyll Forest and affected Lowland Rainforest, so the EPA did 
not recognise the significance of the offence.  

In addition to these, the EPA's EEC mapping clearly shows that there have been numerous other 
incursions into the EEC Lowland Rainforest scattered across the logging area while the Grey Box-
Grey Gum EEC was specifically targeted for logging. Logging in the Grey Box-Grey Gum EEC also 
appears to have extended into the IFOA exclusion area near log dump 7. 



 
A road was bulldozed along the boundary between Lowland Rainforest and Grey Box-Grey Gum Wet 
Sclerophyll Forest, logging and clearing many rainforest trees in the process and pushing debris into 
the retained rainforest. 

Section 118 of the National Parks and Wildlife Act 1identifies that "a person must not" "harm any 
animal that is of, or is part of ... an endangered ecological community". Our complaints (NEFA 2015) 
related directly to a variety of animal species identified by the Scientific Committee to be associated 
with Grey Box-Grey Gum Wet Sclerophyll Forest, most notably Black-striped Wallaby, Koala, 
Yellow-bellied Glider, and Squirrel Glider. Specific complaints occurring in this EEC were: 

• one (Case 1) of the two specific sites where we identified Koala high use trees (and other 
complaints related to failure to identify evidence of Koalas on IFOA crossings through this 
EEC). (At "Case 1" the EPA found 6 Koala scats under each of the identified trees, but as 
there were less than the 20scats required by the TSL these were dismissed without 
considering they were in a EEC). 

• one (Case 1) of the two specific areas we identified with Yellow-bellied Glider sap-feed trees. 
(At "Case 1" the EPA confirmed 4 sap-feed trees, 2 of which were active, though dismissed 
these as they could not determine that these were active at the time of logging as required 
by the TSL,  these were dismissed without considering they were in a EEC). 

• part of the Squirrel Glider exclusion area where we specifically identified boundary 
incursions involving construction of a snig-track (The EPA identified the incursions along the 
boundary as 4 "non-compliances", including in the EEC, though the offences were not 
considered in the context of the EEC)   

• many of the sites where we identified that more than 50% of the canopy had been removed 
in Black-striped Wallaby habitat. (the EPA found "Across 57% of the harvested area, more 
than 50% canopy cover was removed", where the TSL condition said no more than 50% 
canopy cover can be removed in the net harvest area, though considered this compliant 
because parts of 2 compartment excluded from the logging area weren't logged, though the 
offences were not considered in the context of the EEC). 

The NSW Scientific Committee (2007) has identified Loss of Hollow-bearing Trees as a Key 
Threatening Process, and identifies it as a specific threat to the Grey Box-Grey Gum Wet 
Sclerophyll Forest EEC. Seventy species (28%) of vertebrates use hollows in north-east NSW 



(Gibbons & Lindenmayer 2002). The maintenance of large old hollow-bearing trees in perpetuity is 
the single most important requirement for the survival of the numerous animal species that rely on 
their hollows for denning, nesting or roosting.  

Gibbons and Lindenmayer (2002) documented that relatively undisturbed woodlands contain 7–17 
hollow-bearing trees per hectare, and undisturbed temperate and sub-tropical eucalypt forests 13–
27 per hectare. Only some hollows have appropriate entrance sizes and depths for fauna, with only 
43-57% of hollows found to be used by fauna, and 49-57% of hollow-bearing trees used (Gibbons 
and Lindenmayer 2002). Based on a number of assumptions, various estimates of the numbers of 
hollow-bearing trees occupied by vertebrate fauna have been made, with 6-13 per hectare in north 
east NSW, 4.5-9 per ha in south-east Queensland, and 7-14 per ha in East Gippsland (Gibbons & 
Lindenmayer 2002). Based on their estimates Gibbons & Lindenmayer (2002) assumed that 
“hollow-bearing trees in forests are likely to be occupied at a rate of around 6-15 per hectare”. 

So it must be assumed that any reduction in the already depleted supply of hollow-bearing trees in 
the Grey Box-Grey Gum Wet Sclerophyll Forest EEC has had a significant impact. This is directly 
related to a variety of threatened species known to occur in Cherry Tree and identified by the 
Scientific Committee to be associated with this EEC, notably Yellow-bellied Glider, Squirrel Glider, 
Spotted-tailed Quoll and Powerful Owl. As identified above, there is evidence that both Yellow-
bellied Glider and Squirrel Glider inhabit this EEC.  Tree-hollows are particularly important for 
Greater Gliders, which in turn are major food items for both Spotted-tailed Quoll and Powerful Owl.  

Under the TSL, for two of the compartments the Forestry Corporation was specifically required to 
increase the retention of hollow-bearing trees to 8 per hectare for the Powerful Owl, but failed to do 
so. NEFA (2015) assessed hollow-bearing tree retention across 4 areas: area 3 was wholly with the 
EEC Grey Box-Grey Gum Wet Sclerophyll Forest, areas 1 and 4 were mostly within it and area 2 
was partly within it. At Site 3 within the EEC , NEFA found a hollow-bearing tree retention rate of 5.5 
H trees/ha (up to 49-57% of which may be unsuitable for most hollow-dependent animals) in area 3. 
For compartment 359 where the hollow-bearing tree retention rate was required by the TSL to be 8 
per hectare, the EPA found a retention rate of 6.95 per hectare, As most of their sampling was 
along roads outside the EEC and in obvious locations where retention rates are likely to be higher, 
they identified higher compliance than NEFA.  

The EPA found the retention rate to be "non-compliant" and issued an "official caution" though failed 
to consider it in the context of the EEC. 

Thus most of our complaints relating to specific impacts on threatened species and the retention of 
habitat trees were within the Grey Box-Grey Gum Wet Sclerophyll Forest EEC and should have 
been assessed by the EPA as breaches of Section 118 of the National Parks and Wildlife Act rather 
than the Threatened Species Licence.  

Section 118 of the National Parks and Wildlife Act identifies that "a person must not pick any plant 
that is of, or is part of ... an endangered ecological community ".  NEFA (2015) identified that the 
Forestry Corporation constructed a track through, and logged within, what should have been 
exclusion zones around over 26 vulnerable Onion Cedars (Owenia cepiodora). The EPA (15 
January 2016) made a separate determination on these, only considering the 8 individuals identified 
in NEFA's March 2015 inspection, while subsequently (December 2016) ignoring the rest despite 
later being shown the other individuals. The EPA (15 January 2016) state: 



We issued two penalty infringement notices to the Forestry Corporation of NSW (FCNSW) 
for breaching section 118(A)(2) of the National Parks and Wildlife Act 1974 ("NPW Act"). We 
found that FCNSW planned, instructed and supervised forestry operations, including parts of 
the operation that failed to comply with conditions of the Threatened Species Licence for the 
Upper North Region ("TSL"). Ultimately, as the TSL was not complied with, section 118(A)(2) 
of the NPW Act was breached when eight threatened Onion Cedar plants (Owenia 
cepiodora) were picked. The level of damage to these plants ranged from minor to severe. 
The picked plants are directly adjacent to a constructed snig track and are within both 
rainforest areas (2 plants), and the net logging area (6 plants). FCNSW was fined $1000 for 
each offence. 

While the EPA did take legally appropriate action for some of the Onion Cedars, they failed to 
recognise that the 6 plants occurring in the net logging area were in the EEC Grey Box-Grey Gum 
Wet Sclerophyll Forest and thus they have not accounted for the significance of this - it may be that 
the fines only related to the two plants in the Lowland Rainforest EEC. They have not yet 
considered the numerous other plants "picked" in the Lowland Rainforest, while failing to recognise 
that most of the habitat trees we identified as logged or damaged occurred within the Grey Box-
Grey Gum Wet Sclerophyll Forest EEC (see NEFA 2015, Appendices 1-4 for numerous examples of 
trees that were damaged in the logging, and thus "picked"). There have been literally thousands of 
herbs, shrubs and trees "picked" within the Grey Box-Grey Gum Wet Sclerophyll Forest EEC. The 
EPA have erred in law by not considering these as breaches of the Section 118 of the National 
Parks and Wildlife Act.  

Of the 9 specific cases of "Trashing Streams" identified by NEFA (2015) all were in EECs: one 
occurred in the EEC Lowland Rainforest (Case 3), 4 occurred in Grey Box-Grey Gum Wet 
Sclerophyll Forest (Cases 1, 2, 4, and 7) and four were near the boundary between both EECs 
(Cases 5, 6, and other-sites 2 and 3). Of the 9 cases regarding "Mitigating Erosion" 8 occurred in 
EECs: 6 occurred in Grey Box-Grey Gum Wet Sclerophyll Forest (Cases 1, 2, 3, 5, 6, and 9) and 
two crossed the boundary between both EECs (Cases 4, and 8). The EPA failed to investigate 
"Mitigating Erosion", Case 9 despite its being in an EEC. They were unable to determine whether 
the tree at "Trashing Streams" Case 7 was felled deliberately, and did not agree that Case 1 was a 
breach, though they failed to consider the significance of these being in an EEC. All other numbered 
cases were proven, with the EPA (2016) identifying 35 cases of non-compliance for snig tracks and 
11 for streams, though failed to consider that the vast majority of these offenses occurred  in EECs. 

BELOW ARE A FEW EXAMPLES OF THE "PICKING" OF PLANTS WITHIN THE MAPPED ENDANGERED 
ECOLOGICAL COMMUNITY GREY BOX-GREY GUM WET SCLEROPHYLL FOREST PROVIDED TO EPA 
IN NEFA'S AUDIT REPORT OF NOVEMBER 2015. 

 



 



 

 

 
In the bottom photos: note the lantana. a Key Threatening Process, invasion in an older logging area. 

  



4. Discussion 
It is apparent that the Forestry Corporation has been required to protect Endangered Ecological 
Communities (EECs) for decades, though they go on logging them.  NEFA has previously made 
numerous complaints about the logging of EECs.  

In 2010 NEFA complained about logging of the Endangered Ecological Community Sub-tropical 
Coastal Floodplain Forest in Compartment 145 of Doubleduke State Forest (Pugh 2010a, 2010b). In 
response to our complaints in October 2011 the Chief Executive Officer of the Office of Environment 
and Heritage commenced legal proceedings against the Forestry Commission of NSW for logging 
120 mature trees in 7.5 ha of the EEC in contravention of section 118A(2) of the National Parks and 
Wildlife Act 1974. In July 2012 the EPA withdrew from its prosecution of Forests NSW, claiming this 
was because “Forests NSW evidence raised questions about the interpretability of the soil related 
component of the NSW Scientific Committee’s determination".  

NEFA (EDO 2012) maintains that the case failed because the largest area of logged EEC 
documented in NEFAs supplementary report (Pugh 2010b) was ignored by the EPA and because of 
the EPA's inclusion of additional areas that did not satisfy the EEC definition. The EPA's current 
mapping supports NEFA's assertions. 

The failed Doubleduke prosecution was the catalyst for the EPA Threatened Ecological Community 
(TEC) mapping project.  

At Cherry Tree it is apparent that they were logging it as they mapped it. It is astounding that 
despite extensive on-ground assessments neither the Forestry Corporation nor the EPA recognised 
the presence of the two EECs. This is particularly so as the Forestry Corporation's roading through 
Lowland Rainforest under EPA supervision (involving the same staff from both organisations) had 
been one of NEFA's principal complaints over logging on private land at Whian Whian in 2013. It is 
surprising that neither the Forestry Corporation nor the EPA recognised the likely presence of the 
EEC Grey Box-Grey Gum Wet Sclerophyll Forest given its limited distribution and that their project 
should have identified its likely occurrence in or near Cherry Tree by the time of NEFA's March 
complaint. 

This assessment of the EPA's mapping identified 33 incursions by roads or during logging into the 
Endangered Ecological Community Lowland Rainforest, resulting in some 4.5ha being heavily 
logged or cleared. Similarly it is assessed that some 50 hectares of the Endangered Ecological 
Community Grey Box-Grey Gum Wet Sclerophyll Forest was subject to intensive logging, with 
>50% canopy removal and significant ground disturbance, and some part of a further 40 ha subject 
to less intensive logging. 

Given that the EPA had (coarsely) mapped logging areas and have their own mapping of EECs, 
their apparent failure to consider this in assessing the extent and environmental impacts of logging 
on the EECs is extremely unprofessional. The EPA claims to have deferred any consideration of 
Lowland Rainforest, though it appears to us that their 2 years available for legal action over the 
offenses has expired and they can't do anything - though they have repeatedly denied this.   

The EPA's failure to identify the presence of Grey Box-Grey Gum Wet Sclerophyll Forest, and to 
take this into account when considering breaches identified by NEFA, is grossly negligent. Most of 
the specific threatened fauna, habitat tree, snig track and stream breaches we identified occurred 
within the EEC Grey Box-Grey Gum Wet Sclerophyll Forest and were thus breaches of Section 

https://d3n8a8pro7vhmx.cloudfront.net/ncec/pages/187/attachments/original/1487758250/Supplementary_Audit_of_Doubleduke_State_Forest.pdf?1487758250
https://d3n8a8pro7vhmx.cloudfront.net/ncec/pages/187/attachments/original/1487758250/Supplementary_Audit_of_Doubleduke_State_Forest.pdf?1487758250
https://d3n8a8pro7vhmx.cloudfront.net/ncec/pages/127/attachments/original/1427330688/NEFA_Final_Audit_Whian_Whian.pdf?1427330688


118A of the National Parks and Wildlife Act. The EPA found that most of our complaints were valid, 
and identified most as breaches of the Threatened Species Licence, while failing to consider that 
they occurred in an EEC. As shown by the EPA's (15 January 2016) response to Onion Cedar, the 
EPA know that an offence that occurs in an EEC is a breach of "section 118(A)(2) of the National 
Parks and Wildlife Act 1974",  so they are fully aware that they have a legal responsibility to account 
for the fact that most of the breaches identified by NEFA occurred within the EECs mapped by the 
EPA.  

As identified in NEFA's audit, the general area has significant problems with lantana invasion of 
logged forests, resulting in widespread Bell Miner Associated Dieback (BMAD). As identified by the 
Scientific Committee determination, both of these are Key Threatening Processes affecting the EEC 
Grey Box-Grey Gum Wet Sclerophyll Forest. It was always our expressed concern that the logging 
would result in aggravation of both processes. While significant parts of the logging area are already 
severely degraded through previous logging, the core of the area was still free of BMAD. The 
logging of the EEC Grey Box-Grey Gum Wet Sclerophyll Forest has been so severe that there can 
be no doubt that lantana will proliferate and it is therefore likely that BMAD will extend throughout 
the forest. It will take a massive rehabilitation effort to remove the lantana and stop this occurring. 
Rehabilitation is essential to restore the health of the Grey Box-Grey Gum Wet Sclerophyll Forest. 

In justifying their refusal to take any meaningful regulatory action, the EPA (2016) state "FCNSW 
have made a strong commitment to improve performance as a result of this investigation. ... We 
have made it explicitly clear to FCNSW that any failure to improve performance will result in 
alternative, stronger enforcement actions." Did they learn from their mistakes? 

In October 2016 NEFA assessed logging in compartments 380, 381 and 382 of Sugarloaf State 
Forest, close to Cherry Tree SF. NEFA (2016) Preliminary Audit Sugarloaf State Forest, 
Compartments 380, 381 & 382. identified two areas of rainforest where logging has occurred in the 
rainforest. One of these had been mapped by the EPA (2016) as Lowland Rainforest at the time of 
logging in October 2016. 

  

https://d3n8a8pro7vhmx.cloudfront.net/ncec/pages/111/attachments/original/1479611622/Sugarloaf_SF_Preliminary_Audit_2016.pdf?1479611622
https://d3n8a8pro7vhmx.cloudfront.net/ncec/pages/111/attachments/original/1479611622/Sugarloaf_SF_Preliminary_Audit_2016.pdf?1479611622


 
Logging and roading within EPA mapped Lowland Rainforest EEC in Sugarloaf SF months after the 
final mapping was provided to the Forestry Corporation (NEFA 2016). Disturbances involved felling a 
tree into marked rainforest and extensive clearing of mapped Lowland Rainforest (outside CRA 
rainforest mapping). 

It is clear that yet again the Forestry Corporation learnt nothing from their logging of Endangered 
Ecological Communities in Cherry Tree State Forest. Many of the other offences exposed at Cherry 
Tree, particularly the damage to habitat trees, were replicated at Sugarloaf SF. The EPA have once 
again been proven to be ineffective regulators. 

 
There is a significant population of Black-striped Wallabies in the Cherry Tree area, one of the many 
species to be harmed by the Forestry Corporation's trashing of the EEC Grey Box-Grey Gum Wet 
Sclerophyll Forest. 
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