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Topic 1. Sustainability of current and future forestry operations in NSW 
Let me just start by making it clear that I am not anti-business, nor do I want to take people's jobs 
away, or destroy the logging industry. On the contrary, what I want is for the logging industry to 
be sustainable long-term so that it can continue to provide into the future. That is precisely why 
things must urgently change, because current forestry operations in NSW are not sustainable. 
Cutting down trees that are hundreds of years old to make toilet paper is not sustainable. 
Decimating the habitat that our unique animals depend on for their survival is not sustainable. 
That is why I fully support an immediate end to native forest logging, and a future industry based 
on sustainable plantations. 
 
Topic 2. Environmental and cultural values of forests, including threatened species and 
Aboriginal cultural heritage values 
Koalas are in serious risk of becoming extinct in NSW in the next 30 years: that is completely 
unacceptable. And koalas are not the only endangered species. Many of our unique animals 
depend on old growth native forests to survive. The NSW State Government’s National Parks & 
Wildlife Service is acutely aware of this, and produced resources to educate the community and 
industry stakeholders about this problem. For example, their Natural tree hollows factsheet 
(attached) advises: -Trees with hollows and the animals that depend on them are disappearing. 
Natural tree hollows are valuable and often essential for many wildlife species. They provide 
refuge from the weather and predators, and safe sites for roosting and breeding.  Destroying 
living or dead hollow-bearing trees displaces or kills wildlife dependant on those hollows. Only old 
trees have hollows. As they fall and die or are logged or cleared, they can not be replaced without 
100 or more years of growth, maturity and decay. To increase understanding and awareness of 
hollow-bearing trees and the urgent need to protect them, the following topics must be 
considered:  
-How hollows form, and what makes them valuable:  Openings range from as small as 2 cm to as 
large as 75 cm, with depths ranging anywhere from 10 cm to 10 metres. Generally, small hollows 
with narrow entrances suitable for small animals such as the brush-tailed phascogale and the 
eastern pygmy-possum, take about 100 years to form. Hollows of a medium size and suitable for 
animals such as parrots will take around 200 years to form, and the larger and deeper hollows 
occupied by glossy black cockatoos and other larger animals such as masked owls can take a lot 
longer. 
-What tree species produce hollows? Most species of eucalypts and other long-lived trees (boxes, 
stringybarks, ashes, and Antarctic beech) produce hollows used by wildlife. Many introduced trees 
such as willows, pines and conifers do not produce suitable hollows used by native wildlife. 
-What lives and depends on hollows?  
In south east Australia 17 % of bird species, 42 % of mammals and 28 % of reptiles use tree 
hollows for shelter, roosting and breeding. They include bats, possums, gliders, owls, parrots, 
antechinus (marsupial ‘mice’), ducks, rosellas and kingfishers as well as numerous species of 
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snakes, frogs and skinks.  Many species of wildlife that use hollows have been listed under the 
Threatened Species Conservation Act 1995.. 
That is what motivated me to write this submission today. Logging cannot continue in public 
native forests without pushing the Koala, Greater Glider, Coastal Emu and many more forest-
dependent wildlife much further towards extinction.   
Illegal logging practices, endangered species habitat destruction and totally inadequate pre-
logging wildlife surveys have become the norm for Forestry Corporation. Under current rules, the 
volume of logs taken is considered more important than endangered species. This must stop now.  
To achieve this, the NSW government needs to give us more than factsheets: we need urgent 
legislation to end native forest logging for good. 
 
Topic 3. Demand for timber products, particularly as relates to NSW housing, construction, 
mining, transport and retail 
We currently use timber products for various purposes, from making toilet paper to producing 
housing and construction materials. Yet, all of these things can still be achieved by transitioning 
the timber industry to source its primary materials from sustainable plantations, instead of native 
forests. In particular, consider that many products which are currently made from tree pulp (like 
various kinds of paper and cardboard) can easily be made from much faster growing alternatives 
like hemp, and also bamboo. Whereas trees take decades to grow, hemp takes only months to 
reach mature towering growth, and can be harvested two or three times per year. Obviously, 
quicker planting to harvest ratio makes production significantly less expensive, so this makes good 
economic sense. Furthermore, hemp and bamboo can also be farmed for making a variety of 
other things from chopsticks and other eating utensils, to textiles, and require far less water use 
for irrigation than cotton, which is more environmentally friendly for the retail industry. Softwood 
and hardwood plantations can be reserved for producing housing building materials. Together, all 
of these initiatives would save old growth forests and native animal habitats, while allowing 
various industries to keep on delivering the products that people need. 
 
Topic 4. The future of softwood and hardwood plantations and the continuation of Private 
Native Forestry in helping meet timber supply needs 
Addressed above at number 3. 
 
Topic 5. The role of State Forests in maximising the delivery of a range of environmental, 
economic and social outcomes and options for diverse management, including Aboriginal forest 
management models 
State Forests would benefit from considering Aboriginal forest management models. Particularly 
the use of Aboriginal rangers and cool-burning methods, like seasonal diamond-patterned 
burning, that are successfully used in WA (to get rid of the undergrowth, without burning the tops 
of the trees, or killing all the wildlife). I note that in general, NSW has experienced far more 
extensive and  devastating bushfire disasters than WA, so it may be wise to look at what WA is 
doing that could also be applied in NSW to reduce the severity of bushfires along the east coast. 
 
Topic 6. Opportunities to realise carbon and biodiversity benefits and support carbon and 
biodiversity markets, and mitigate and adapt to climate change risks, including the greenhouse 
gas emission impacts of different uses of forests and assessment of climate change risks to 
forests 
Better forest management would lead to less bushfires, so less air pollution.  Likewise, 
implementing other strategies like incentives for industries to fast-track the transition to 
renewable energy across the State, would reduce greenhouse gas emissions, which in turn 
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reduces the intensity of climate-change driven catastrophic bushfires and floods. The bottom line 
is that by protecting native forests, we protect ourselves. 












