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13th August 2015

To The Hon Lisa Neville MP, 
Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water. 

Re: Criticism and recommendations relating to the DELWP interpretation of 
regulations protecting Cool Temperate Mixed Forest and new report documenting 
protected communities threatened by proposed logging operations.  

Dear Minister, 

Please see the attached report from our organisations concerning the presence of Cool 
Temperate Mixed Forest (CTMF) and Cool Temperate Rainforest within logging coupe 
886-509-0012. This report has documented the presence of these two threatened 
communities that require protection under the Flora and Fauna Guarantee Act and are 
threatened by VicForests’ logging operations. The report also contains criticisms of the 
DELWP’s interpretation of the regulatory framework protecting Cool Temperate Mixed 
Forest contained in the DELWP report released on Friday July 31st in response to our 
allegations of illegal logging on the Errinundra Plateau. 

The logging coupe under investigation within this report occurs within a Rainforest Site 
of Significance (RSOS). Logging within this RSOS is threatening the significant 
conservation values that led to the inclusion of this area on the RSOS register. 

We strongly urge you to better protect RSOS by prohibiting all logging operations 
within the boundaries of all Rainforest Sites of Significance. 

The following points summarise our criticisms of DELWP’s interpretation of the 
regulations that protect Cool Temperate Mixed Forest (CTMF). Below each criticism of 
DELWP’s arguments are recommendations that we strongly urge you and the 
Department to implement as a matter of urgency. 

1. We reject DELWP’s argument that there are regulatory ambiguities surrounding 
their responsibility to protect Cool Temperate Mixed Forest. The publication of 
the East Gippsland Forest Management Plan in 1995 considered Cool Temperate 
Mixed Forest by promising, “suitable prescriptions will be developed to ensure 
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that at least 90% of the Mixed Forest vegetation class is protected” (emphasis 
added). 20 years later this has still not occurred while extensive high intensity 
logging operations have continued in areas of forest on the Errinundra Plateau in 
East Gippsland, that were highly likely to have sustained suitable conditions for 
this community. 

Recommendation: 

Immediately cancel proposed logging operations in areas where CTMF is 
likely to occur or is known to occur, such as the area of forest documented in 
this report and develop appropriate prescriptions to protect CTMF as 
required by the East Gippsland Forest Management Plan. Adopt the 
prescriptions detailed within the attached report at the very least until the 
DELWP develops appropriate prescriptions with stakeholder consultation 
and incorporates them into the regulatory framework.

2. We reject DELWP’s suggestion that a closed canopy cover percentage of >70% 
be used to asses and define Cool Temperate Mixed Forest. The >70% closed 
canopy cover rule is currently used to define rainforest in a deliberately restrictive
manner. This percentage requirement is already too high and leads to inadequate 
protection and logging in high conservation value rainforest communities. To use 
this same canopy percentage requirement for CTMF would be inconsistent with 
scientific literature (including as published by the Department) that clearly defines
CTMF as a distinct community from rainforest. Peel (1999) notes that CTMF 
often has less than 70% closed canopy cover of rainforest species. The >70% 
closed canopy cover rule fails to consider canopy gaps which are an essential 
feature of CTMF that together with other elements of structural diversity 
distinguish this community from Cool Temperate Rainforest and Wet or Montane 
Wet Forest. 

Therefore CTMF should not be defined and assessed against the same set of rules 
and methods that are currently ineffectively used to assess and define rainforest. If
DELWP’s proposed approach of using the >70% canopy cover rule to asses and 
define CTMF was used it would lead to continued logging in areas of CTMF and 
would breach the commitment made in the East Gippsland Forest Management 
Plan to ensure at least 90% of the CTMF vegetation class is protected. 

Recommendation: 

Do not use the >70% closed canopy cover rule to asses and define CTMF. 
Instead use the methodology and prescriptions we have presented in the 
attached report to protect CTMF.  

3. We reject DELWP’s position that CTMF is not an Ecological Vegetation Class 
(EVC) in its own right. There are several examples from a body of literature 
published by the Department stating that CTMF is an EVC in it’s own right. 
Attachment 1 of the DELWP investigation report into the CTMF logging 



allegation is titled, Prescriptions developed to define and protect Cool Temperate 
Mixed Forest in East Gippsland (NRE 2001), states within the Purpose section of 
that document that CTMF is an EVC.

 “Purpose: 

1. To seek endorsement for an amendment to the Management Prescriptions, 
East Gippsland Forest Management Area, to provide for an operational 
definition of Mixed Forest and appropriate prescriptions to provide for 
protection of this EVC.”

It appears DELWP have arbitrarily decided that CTMF is not an EVC to absolve 
their legal responsibility to protect it. It appears DELWP’s arbitrary conclusion 
has been made without considering existing ecological knowledge and science 
that clearly defines CTMF as an EVC in it’s own right. 

Recommendation: 

Define CTMF as an EVC in it’s own right, protect 90% of all CTMF stands 
as required by the Forest Management Plan and protect all old growth 
stands of the rare CTMF EVC as required by the section 4.6.4.4 of the 
Planning Standards for timber harvesting operations in Victoria’s State forests 
(2014). 

Please act to ensure the DELWP implement these recommendations as a matter of 
urgency. We thank you for your engagement on this issue and look forward to receiving a
response from you. 

Regards, 

Ed Hill – Goongerah Environment Centre (GECO)

Andrew Lincoln – Fauna and Flora Research Collective (FFRC)


