


  
 

 
  

 
 

 

 

  
 

 

  

  

 

 
 

 
 

 
  

 

  

  
 

 
 

 

Private Native Forestry Review 
Locked Bag 6013 
ORANGE NSW 2800 
pnf.info@lls.nsw.gov.au 

18 May 2020 

Re: Draft PNF Codes of Practice Submission – Northern & Southern 

Thank you for the opportunity to make a submission on the Draft PNF Codes of Practice for 
Northern and Southern. It is important that the Draft Code makes clear the operational 
activities that are and are not covered.  

The Government needs to ensure once PNF approval is granted and individuals/landowners 
invest and make land management decisions based upon the approval, that the Government 
does not through another agency nullify that approval. Specifically, the NSW Government 
needs to ensure that when changes are made or proposed to other legislation or SEPP that 
affect PNF approvals, that the land owners are consulted and invited to comment prior to 
any changes. By way of example, the recently adopted Coastal Wetland SEPP has been 
applied by stealth without any consultation with us as private land owners prior to gazettal 
and without any ground truths. It has had a negative effect on our PNF Operations, with 
conflict in advice from NSW Government Departments as to whether our current approval 
stands or is now in question. Specifically the EPA has in our opinion, outstepped their 
compliance and enforcement role and act more as a veto role to an already approved PNF, 
based on the new SEPP for which we were not consulted on and had no prior knowledge of, 
until after gazettal. 

We have invested considerable money in ensuring that our PNF operations are undertaken 
in accordance with silver cultural practices and are attentive to good environmental 
outcomes. The Coastal Wetland SEPP has placed all of our investments to date in serious 
question. It is unacceptable for the Government to act in this manner without consultation or 
compensation. 

It would appear that the NSW Government Departments are ideologically opposed to one 
another. Lands and Forestry recognise the important economic, social and environmental 
outcomes that can be achieved through selective periodic private native forestry as opposed 
to broad scale felling of a traditional forest. However, some Government Departments have 
a view to cease operations or make the approval process as costly, complicated and difficult 
as possible. 

In our specific case we have made responsible land management decisions to foster as 
much new growth as possible to ensure that our PNF Operations were to be viable into the 
future. The result has been that after good land management and revegetation principles, 
another State agency has seen fit to effectively back zone our land, applying Coastal 
Wetland SEPP over the majority of the property, and thereby now putting in jeopardy the 
very approval that has led us to allowing the revegetation to occur. If this practice is to 
continue, it would lead private land owners to question the benefit of facilitating revegetation 
processes for PNF, if another agency will then simply rezone the land (or apply a SEPP that 
has same effect) and halt the operations. This will have a long term negative impact to the 
environment, economy and could lead to unsustainable forestry practices in third world 
countries to meet the demand for timber. 
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The NSW Government should be utilising this review to set an example for what can be 
achieved through a selective thinning regime every 5 to 10 years consistent with good silver 
cultural practice to promote biodiversity outcomes. It should promote local timber industries 
and products that can generate employment outcomes, local products to meet cost effective 
and environmentally friendly building products with Green Star Ratings. Failure to do so will 
lead to increase in cost for building materials and raw materials and will lead to imports of 
products not able to be verified as sustainably sourced. With the recent Covid-19 supply 
chain issues, Australia and the NSW Government should be looking to supply chains that 
they can secure and responsibly manage from and environmental perspective. 

None of us want to see what has happened in Madagascar through broad scale felling of 
forests play out in places like Borneo or the Amazon. The NSW Government should be 
utilising PNF to promote new habitat for our species such as Koalas, native birds, bats and 
marsupials. Selective Thinning consistent with good silver cultural practice can create new 
growth of native trees. The new growth and leaves for example are particularly important to 
our native species such as Koala. Selective thinning consistent with good silver cultural 
practice and subsequent regrowth is also an important fire management practice and can 
also help to address noxious weed management and thereby ensure native species can 
easily traverse the landscape. 

Done well, PNF practices can play the role that the traditional burning by our indigenous land 
managers undertook long before European occupation. Our recent summer experience 
should be a stark reminder to us all of the devasting financial, social, human and 
environmental consequences when land management practices are ignored. 

Private Native Forestry Plans  

The Codes should specify the period that will apply to Private Native Forestry Plans (PNF 
Plans). Additionally, consideration should be given to a mechanism within the Code that 
would allow the term of a PNF Plan to be extended. 

The period for which a PNF Plan is issued should be varied depending on the type of Plan 
that is chosen. A Forest Operations Plan should be a maximum of fifteen years while the 
term for a Forest Stewardship Plan should be 50 years. 

We support that Local Land Services will provide all relevant digital information when issuing 
a PNF Plan. 

Forest Operations Plans and Forest Stewardship Plans 

It would be helpful if the Code could better delineate the difference between a Forest 
Operations Plan and a Forest Stewardship Plan. 

PNF Operations should only be assessed and approved by Lands and Forestry. The 
appropriately qualified and skilled staff should make the assessment of suitability based on 
all known factors and once approved the license should stand, provided the operations are 
carried out in accordance with the approval. No other legislation, state agency or local 
government authority should be able to negate the approval and change the rules of 
engagement midstream. It is unethical to do so, and does not acknowledge the commitment 
of private land owners to the sector. 

Local Land Services should approve all proposed minor variations Plans. It is not necessary 
to involve the EPA or ministers. 
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Reporting  

Land owners could be provided with simple land management and reporting tools, to easily 
record compliance for auditing. Local Land Management Awards that recognise and promote 
best practice operations and positive land management outcomes could be considered. 
Land Owners with PNF Approvals could be rated by Lands/ Forestry with a star rating for 
land management. The higher the star rating, the easier the license renewal should be.  

Can also consider a warning system where breaches are noted and with three strikes (or 
scale and severity of breach extent) could result in license being revoked. 

Industry Awards that recognise best practice operations and environmental outcomes could 
be considered. The Industry should also have the power to refer private operators with 
questionable practices back to Lands/ Forestry for review of the operating licences. This will 
eliminate rogue operators and land owners who through irresponsible practices could 
jeopardise the broader sector and image of the industry. 

Sixty (60) days rather than 21 days is considered more reasonable and appropriate for 
reporting to LLS at the completion of operations 

Silvicultural operations  

Small scale harvesting 

The provision for small-scale harvesting is supported, due to the small nature of land 
holdings on the Coast. A minimum basal area of 10m2/hectare should apply to both the 
Northern and Southern Codes. 

Single tree selection and thinning 

As previously stated, it is unnecessary that a Forest Stewardship Plan require the approval 
of both the LLS and the EPA. Approval by LLS is adequate.  

A minimum basal area of 10m2/hectare across the harvested area is supported although it 
may need to be lower in special cases. This is to respond to the nature of the smaller land 
holdings on the Coast. 

The minimum basal area in the Southern Region Code should be amended to align with 
Northern Region Code (i.e. changed from 12m2/hectare to 10m2/hectare).  

Single tree selection (STS) and thinning are different forms of harvesting. Therefore, they 
should be treated differently. For example, there should be no requirement for regeneration 
in areas that have been thinned.  Done well, natural regrowth in many instances will occur, 
which has certainly been the case on our property. 

Australian Group Selection 

The maximum gap size for AGS is too small. Unless canopy openings can be up to three 
times the stand height, there is little point in undertaking AGS.   

Regeneration 

It is suggested that at least 36 months be allowed to cater for seasonal variations. The 
current proposal of 24 months is inadequate to achieve minimum stand stocking levels.  

In Table A it is not clear what ‘elsewhere in the forest’ means.   
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It is especially important that the method for measuring forest regeneration is workable and a 
reliable indicator. As stated previously the NSW EPA is not the appropriate authority nor are 
they qualified to provide advice on remedial action in areas where regeneration targets are 
not achieved. It would be better to rely upon the technical advice of a qualified forester.  

How will forests that do not meet the minimum stocking requirements before harvesting 
commences be treated? It is suggested that LLS should help with rehabilitating these areas.  

Pest and weed management 

LLS should actively assist landholders to manage pests and weeds. Done well PNF can 
assist landowners better manage weeds and feral animals on their properties. The draft 
Code does not properly address the management of pests and weeds. 

Fire management  

The draft Code should include special provisions for using and managing fire.  

LLS should be actively promoting the use of prescribed fire to achieve silvicultural and fuel 
management objectives.  

Protection of landscape features of environmental and cultural significance 

The Protocols which apply to the re-evaluation of old growth forest and rainforest are biased. 
These Protocols need an independent review.  

Protection of habitat and biodiversity 

It is not appropriate to list species as feed trees, as all eucalypts have feed value when they 
flower. 

The number of dead standing trees that may contribute to the total hollow bearing tree count 
should be increased (beyond 2).  

The requirement to retain additional recruitment trees where there are less than 10 hollow 
bearing trees present is unreasonable. Alternatively consideration should be given to the 
requirement to install nesting boxes to meet such thresholds. 

If LLS wants to increase the number of hollow-bearing trees it should provide financial 
incentives to landholders to do so. It could also assist fund the installation of nesting boxes 
or provide approval based on the installation and management of nesting boxes. 

Yours faithfully 

Darrell & Marilyn Green 
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