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Submission on proposed Fuel Reduction Burn – Maldon-Donkey 

Farm Track (MGF CAS 010): Muckleford Forest Friends Network  

Submitted on 23 March 2015 on behalf of Chris Johnston, Geoff Nevill, Alison Rowe, Frank Forster, 

Geoff Park, Frances Cincotta, Brendan Sydes (addresses supplied). 

Introduction 

This submission is from a network of people and organisations based around the group of public 

land reserves referred to in this submission as the Muckleford Forest; these reserves include 

Muckleford State Forest, Muckleford Nature Conservation Reserve, and Maldon Historic Reserve. 

This submission follows a meeting in October 2014 and subsequent email communications with Paul 

Bates and Jill Fleming (now DELWP) and submissions on the Fire Operations Plans over the last three 

years since the hectare-based target was introduced following the Bushfires Royal Commission. We 

have also actively participated in many DSE/DEPI/DELWP consultations on FOPs, and the 

development of the new risk landscape approach. 

This submission is focused specifically on a fuel reduction burn (Burn CAS 010) is proposed for 

autumn 2015 in the area of the Maldon Historic Reserve known as Donkey Farm Track (see map 

below).  

The Muckleford Forest Friends Network (MFFN) have significant concerns regarding the potential 

adverse impacts of this burn on the biodiversity values, in particular threatened species and 

communities known to occur within the proposed burn area, the broader Maldon Historic Reserve, 

and the adjacent Muckleford State Forest and Muckleford Nature Conservation Reserve. 

We believe the issues outlined in this submission warrant serious consideration in relation to the 

proposed burn, and any future fuel reduction burns in the Maldon Historic Reserve, Muckleford 

State Forest, and Muckleford Nature Conservation Reserve. 

The evidence that we present here challenges the validity of stated burn objective of “ecological 

resilience and forest regeneration”. And further, the designation of Maldon Historic Reserve as a 

Brushed-tailed Phascogale Priority Area means that to burn this area runs counter to the 2013 draft 

DSE prescriptions and the intent of the Flora and Fauna Guarantee Act.   

We request that this burn be immediately postponed and that it only proceeds if a considerably 

more detailed examination of the biodiversity values of the proposed burn area demonstrates that a 

burn is required to achieve these ecological objectives, and a burn plan developed that fully 

implements the required prescriptions.  

We have prepared this written submission to ensure that our concerns about biodiversity impacts 

are on the public record.  
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Maldon-Donkey Farm Track (MGF CAS 010) burn 

Map indicating proposed burn area 

 

 

Map indicating proposed MGF CAS 010 burn area in the context of the adjacent reserves and burns 
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MGF CAS 010 Donkey Farm Track 

Size: 188.4Ha 

Zone: Landscape Management Zone (LMZ) 

Forest Type: Box-Ironbark 

Purpose of burn: Fuel Reduction – “To provide an irregular mosaic of areas of fuel reduction which 

will complement works in adjacent fire management zones and can assist in ecological resilience and 

forest regeneration.”(Loddon-Mallee Region Fire Operations Plan 2014/15) 

 

We note that there is no publicly available information on how these objectives will be achieved, nor 

are post-burn reviews available to the community, suggesting that the department is unwilling to 

have any public scrutiny over the spending of public money or the implementation of legislation and 

policy. 

Key issues of concern 

The following table summarises the key issues of concern in relation to Burn CAS 010.  These points 

are expanded and explained in more detail in the following section. 

1. Threatened Species and Communities A number of species and communities listed under 
either the Victorian Flora and Fauna Guarantee Act 1988 
(FFG Act) and the Commonwealth Environment 
Protection and Biodiversity Conservation Act 1999 (EPBC 
Act) are present within the burn area, and /or the 
adjacent forest and reserves and can be expected to be 
present within the CAS 010 burn area. 
 

2. Lack of comprehensive Victorian 
Biodiversity Atlas (VBA) data  

Low survey effort and data entry backlogs have resulted 
in a considerably less than complete record of the 
biodiversity values for the burn area. 
 

3. International Important Bird and 
Biodiversity Area (IBA) 

Birdlife Australia has identified the area including the 
Maldon Historic Reserve and the adjacent Muckleford 
State Forest and   Muckleford Nature Conservation 
Reserve as an IBA. 
 

4. Connecting Country ‘Habitat for Bush 
Birds’ Project 

The area containing the CAS 010 burn has been 
nominated as one of 11 priority zones for this important 
local biodiversity conservation project funded by the 
Victorian Government. 
 

5. Absence of Fire Monitoring Data There has been no pre-burn biodiversity monitoring 
conducted in the CAS 010 burn area. 
 

6. Decline in Forest Health and extremely 
dry  conditions due to recent drought 
and insect attack 

Well below average rainfall over 2014-2015 
winter/spring/summer and the effects of two successive 
years of Cup Moth caterpillar infestation have already 
placed the trees in the burn area under considerable 
stress, reducing the canopy layer with the litter and soil 
layers becoming very dry as a result. 
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7. Increased post-burn fuel load and loss 
of ecosystem resilience  

The promotion of excessive rapid growth of pioneer 
species post-fire will increase fuel loads within a very 
short period, and will result in loss of plant diversity and 
reduced ecosystem resilience 
 

8. FFG Potentially Threatening Processes The following actions are all listed as Potentially 
Threatening Processes under the Flora and Fauna 
Guarantee Act 1988: 

 Inappropriate Fire Regimes, 

 Loss of Coarse Woody Debris 

 Loss of Hollow-Bearing Trees from Victorian 
Forests 

9. Inadequate prescriptions for 
protection of flora and fauna 

Mitigation measures are minimal or non-existent for 
most fauna, including threatened species, and all flora 

10. Risk of biodiversity loss greater than 
potential risk to life and property 

Landscape Management Zone (LMZ) burns not focused 
on reducing risk to life, property, infrastructure and 
economic activity. LMZ burns, being large in extent,   
pose a high risk to biodiversity 

 

1. Threatened Species and Communities 

The following fauna species have been recorded within the CAS 010 burn area (records are 

from Victorian Biodiversity Atlas and local expert observers) and are listed as threatened 

under Federal and State legislation and the Department of Environment Land Water and 

Planning (DELWP) Threatened Species Advisory List. 

Federally threatened and protected by law (EPBC Act): 

 Swift Parrot (Endangered) 

State threatened and protected by law (FFG Act): 

 Brush-tailed Phascogale  

 Chestnut -rumped Heathwren 

 Diamond Firetail 

 Crested Bellbird 

 Speckled Warbler 

Listed as threatened on the DELWP Threatened Species Advisory List: 

 Black-chinned Honeyeater (near threatened) 

 Brown Treecreeper (near threatened) 

 Spotted Quail-thrush (near threatened) 

In addition the following bird species have been recorded, (including some of the above 

species) which comprise over half of the FFG listed Victorian Temperate Woodland Bird 

Community 
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Painted Button Quail, Little Lorikeet, Turquoise Parrot, Swift Parrot, Brown 

Treecreeper, Speckled Warbler, Yellow-tufted Honeyeater, Fuscous Honeyeater, 

Black-chinned Honeyeater, Brown-headed Honeyeater, Jacky Winter, Hooded Robin 

and Diamond Firetail. 

The records listed above can be considered as a minimum of the potential threatened 

species present in the burn area, as we are aware that the biodiversity data held by DELWP 

is considerably less than complete (see Section 2 of this submission). 

Given that the area is of major importance for a number of threatened species and 

communities, how will these biodiversity values be maintained under a burning regime that 

has the potential to cause significant harm?   

How will the State Government uphold its own legislation in relation to the key objectives of 

the FFG Act 1988 in relation to this burn? These objectives are: 

(a) to guarantee that all taxa of Victoria's flora and fauna  can survive, flourish and retain 
their potential for evolutionary development in the wild 

(b) to conserve Victoria's communities of flora and fauna 

(c) to manage potentially threatening processes 

Threatening processes defined under the FFG Act are discussed below.  

2. Lack of comprehensive Victorian Biodiversity Atlas (VBA) data 

Any mitigation measures for a particular burn use records from the Victorian Biodiversity 

Atlas (VBA) to determine the species present and therefore what mitigation measures are 

required. 

It is well-known that the VBA represents a considerably less than complete record of the 

biodiversity values present in many areas. 

For example the VBA records for the CAS 010 burn area list only 9 plant species, none of 

which are eucalypts, yet this is an area of Box-Ironbark Forest!  This is an indication of the 

paucity of flora records for many areas across the Goldfields Bioregion. 

There is currently a lag time of up to 5 years for biodiversity data to be entered onto the 

VBA. Many important records of threatened species and their locations are not in the 

database and are therefore ignored during the biodiversity assessment for prescribed burns. 

These include much of the data collected in the state-wide surveys conducted post-2009 and 

funded in accordance with the recommendations of the Bushfire Royal Commission (BRC) at 

a cost of $1.6m.    
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We understand that this includes, for example: 

 All of the data (248 records of 49 species) from the 2011 ‘Surveys for rare and 

threatened flora species North-West of Melbourne’ by Arthur Rylah Institute (ARI) 

 All of the data (735 threatened flora records of 244 plant species and 199 

threatened fauna records of 48 species) from the ‘Collection of floristic and 

zoological data from volunteer groups in Victoria’. 

The records of the Brush-tailed Phascogale from DELWP surveys conducted over the 4 years 

2011-2014 have been entered into the VBA but are not yet publicly available. DELWP have 

confirmed that there are trap-based records of the Brush-Tailed Phascogale across the 

Muckleford Forest and Maldon Historic Reserve (see map below), and that the Maldon 

Historic  Reserve is a Brush-Tailed Phascogale Priority Area. 

 

Source: DELWP (Jill Fleming, Peter Johnson survey sites) 

We have very little confidence that the data in the VBA represents an accurate, 

comprehensive and up-to-date record of the biodiversity values in the CAS 010 burn area or 

any other area of Box-Ironbark Forest.  Furthermore, DELWP has not conducted any flora 

and fauna surveys in LMZ areas, and so many unknown locations of threatened species will 

be at risk as a result of prescribed burns.  Applying the precautionary principle dictates that 

all further burning be halted until this situation is rectified. 

  

CAS 010 
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3. International Important Bird and Biodiversity Area (IBA) 

The Important Bird and Biodiversity Areas (IBA) program is an international non-

governmental conservation scheme lead by BirdLife International Partners such as BirdLife 

Australia. 

Important Bird and Biodiversity Areas (IBAs) are sites of international importance for bird 

conservation. IBAs are small enough to be practical targets for conservation management 

but large enough to meet the global IBA criteria. 

The Australian IBA program will help protect a network of sites critical for the conservation 

of Australia's birds by: 

 promoting IBAs as a tool for biodiversity conservation planning 

 encouraging government to prioritise conservation at IBAs (e.g. in grant-giving 
schemes) 

 encouraging and facilitating local community-based groups and land-owners to 
manage land sustainably and conserve key bird species  

Three hundred and fourteen IBAs have been identified across Australia (Birdlife Aust. 2015). 

One of these includes the area of the proposed CAS 010 burn (see map below). This stretch 

of forest was subject to a large-scale burn of 576 ha (CAS 0104) in 2011-12, and another 

large-scale burn is proposed for 2016. None of these burns appear to consider the pattern of 

past prescribed burns or wildfires, nor the Tolerable Fire Interval established for this forest 

type. 

 

Source: Birdlife Australia website 
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In the face of a dramatic crash in bird numbers in the Box-Ironbark forests of Northern and 

Central Victoria (VNA 2009) and the declaration of the Maldon Historic Reserve, Muckleford 

State Forest and Muckleford Nature Conservation Reserve as an internationally important 

site for bird conservation, why is the Victorian Government continuing to burn these areas 

solely to achieve the 5% target? How will this burn enable ecological resilience to be 

enhanced?  

4. Connecting Country ‘Habitat for Bush Birds’ Project 

Connecting Country (Mount Alexander Region) Inc is a community-based not-for-profit 

organisation that aims to increase, enhance and restore biodiversity across the Mount 

Alexander Shire and surrounds in central Victoria. 

In 2013, Connecting Country developed a detailed 10-year Woodland Birds Action Plan for 

the Mount Alexander region with the assistance of external experts. 

The Habitat for Bush Birds project, funded by the Victorian Government Communities for 

Nature Program, is the first stage in implementing this broader action plan. 

The focus of this program are ground-foraging woodland birds known to occur in the local 

area; Diamond Firetail, Jacky Winter, Hooded Robin, Brown Treecreeper and Painted Button-

quail.  All five are part of the ‘Victorian Temperate Woodland Bird Community’, which is 

listed as threatened in the Victorian Flora and Fauna Guarantee (FFG) Act 1988. 

There are 11 priority zones identified across the region. One of these zones covers the large 

area of Box-Ironbark Forest between Maldon and Newstead and includes the Maldon 

Historic Reserve (the site of the proposed CAS 010 burn) the Muckleford State Forest and 

the Muckleford Nature Conservation Reserve (see Map below). 

The Muckleford Priority Zone for Woodland Birds is based on: 

 Extensive areas of public land, dominated by Box-Ironbark Forest 

 The Muckleford State Forest and Muckleford Nature Conservation Reserve, which 

are strongholds for all five target species: Brown Treecreeper, Diamond Firetail, 

Jacky Winter, Hooded Robin and Painted Button-quail. 

 The Muckleford Nature Conservation Reserve and surrounding state forest has 

historically had a high number of documented woodland bird surveys (based on 

BirdLife Australia Bird Atlas surveys from 1998 to 2011) (Connecting Country 2013). 

There appears to be an inherent contradiction in policy, whereby the same Victorian 

Government department can provide $300,000 in funding for the conservation of 

woodland bird species in the area where it is also planning to burn large areas of the 

habitat preferred by these woodland birds. 
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Source: Connecting Country 

 

5. Absence of Fire Monitoring Data 

One of the stated aims of the Strategic Bushfire Management Plan: West Central bushfire 

risk landscape (DEPI 2014) is ‘maintaining and improving the resilience of natural 

ecosystems’ There has been no pre-burn monitoring conducted in the CAS 010 burn area, or 

anywhere in the Maldon Historic Reserve/Muckleford Forest/NCR. 

Without this detailed monitoring and assessment prior to a burn, how is it possible to gauge 

whether these stated aims have been met?  

We are aware that DELWP have established a number of fire monitoring sites across the 

state, but since all areas are unique in terms of topography, vegetation, historical use, etc, 

surely it is not prudent or even possible to generalise the effects of fire across such varied 

landscapes, especially considering the added effects of weather on the behaviour of the fire 

itself, another important variable contributing to the overall impact of a prescribed burn. 

We maintain that detailed pre-burn and post-burn monitoring should be mandatory for all 

prescribed burns, and that unless there are sufficient resources provided for this task, the 

prescribed burns in Landscape Management Zones should be halted. 

  

http://cdn.connectingcountry.org.au/press/wp-content/uploads/2014/10/11-zones-with-towns.jpg
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6. Decline in Forest Health and extremely dry litter and soil layers due to recent drought and 

insect attack 

Large areas of the Muckleford State Forest, Nature Conservation Reserve and the Maldon 

Historic Reserve have suffered two successive years of defoliation by the caterpillar of the 

Cup Moth (Doratifera sp.) This has placed many of the trees, particularly those in the Heathy 

Dry Forest EVC (i.e. Red Stringybark and Red Box) under considerable stress for a lengthy 

period. At least 80% of the CAS 010 burn area is Heathy Dry Forest, and has been subject to 

this large-scale caterpillar attack. These trees are at a vulnerable stage in their recovery, and 

may not have the resources to survive a burn. 

The consequent loss of canopy cover as a result of insect attack has exposed the shrub and 

ground vegetation layers, and the litter layer, to the drying effects of the summer sun over 

the past few months, resulting in the shrub layer and litter on the forest floor being much 

drier than usual.  

Compounding this effect is the fact that the local area has received only 65% of its average 

rainfall for the months of August to February (BOM data).  

In addition to placing significantly more stress on a forest already under severe climatic and 

ecological pressure, this will promote a more intense and difficult to control fire, should this 

area be burnt, and make it almost impossible to maintain the objective of a 50% mosaic that 

DELWP advises they are intending to achieve through this burn.  

7.  Increased fuel load and loss of ecosystem resilience 

Burning in Box-Iron bark forests in the Maldon/Muckleford area often promotes the re-

growth of fast-growing volatile pioneer plants such as Chinese Scrub or Coffeebush (Cassinia 

arcuata), which can form dense thickets of elevated fuels after only a few years, negating 

the fuel reduction effects of a prescribed burn, and creating the scenario for a more intense 

burn in the event of a wildfire.  Furthermore, these faster-growing plants tend to dominate 

large areas, reducing plant diversity.  Successive burns can lead to a simplified flora layer 

consisting of just a few shrub species, and creating an ecosystem which is anything but 

resilient.   

8.  Flora and Fauna Guarantee Act  Potentially Threatening Processes 

The following undesirable activities are all listed as Potentially Threatening Processes under 

the Flora and Fauna Guarantee  Act 1988: 

 Inappropriate Fire Regimes, 

 Loss of Coarse Woody Debris 

 Loss of Hollow-Bearing Trees from Victorian Forests. 

With regard to Box-Ironbark Forest: 

“These forests are considered not prone to recurrent fires, making them possibly atypical of 

dry, sclerophyllous vegetation in Australia (Calder et al. 1994). The extent of previous 
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indigenous burning is largely unknown (ECC 1997; Meredith 1987), and the effects of fire on 

flora and fauna communities or on individual plant or animal species are also largely 

unknown” (Tolsma et al.2007). 

Considering the above statement, then deliberately burning Box-Ironbark Forest, particularly 

out of the season when natural fires, though extremely infrequent, would have occurred, 

can only be viewed as an ‘inappropriate fire regime’ and therefore a Potentially Threatening 

Process under the FFG Act 1988. 

The ecological benefits of coarse woody debris on the forest floor are long-established. It 

provides habitat for a large variety of invertebrates which in turn are food for many 

woodland birds and mammals. Larger logs and branches provide shelter and camouflage for 

small birds, reptiles and mammals, and substrate for numerous species of fungi vital to 

nutrient recycling.  The layer of logs and branches on the ground reduces soil temperatures, 

prevents erosion, and provides niches for small plants to germinate and establish. In short, 

coarse woody debris is a vital attribute of a healthy forest or woodland ecosystem. 

A prescribed burn, even of low intensity, will destroy a large proportion of, if not all, coarse 

woody debris on the forest floor, which can take many years, even decades to re-establish.  

Why should this not be regarded as a Potentially Threatening Process under the FFG Act 

1988? 

The Action Statement on the ‘Loss of Hollow Bearing Trees from Victoria Forests’ highlights 

the importance tree hollows for a range of wildlife including a number of threatened species 

that are known to inhabit this area, states: 

‘Tree hollows are considered essential for 16 species of mammal and 44 species of bird in 

Victoria (Emison et al. 1987; Menkhorst 1984b, pers. comm.; Appendix 1), including 14 

mammals and birds considered threatened in Victoria (NRE 2000b).  The Tree Goanna 

Varanus varius is also dependent upon hollows for shelter(Scotts 1991)’ (quoted in DSE 

2003). 

Hollow dependent birds and mammals likely to be found in CAS 010 include: 

 Tree Martin (Hirundo nigricans) 

 Brown Treecreeper (Climacteris picumnus) 

 Boobook Owl (Ninox boobook) 

 Owlet Nightjar (Aegotheles cristatus) 

 Barking Owl (Ninox connivens) 

 Powerful Owl 

 Yellow-tailed Black Cockatoo (Calyptorhynchus funerus) 

 Sacred Kingfisher (Todiramphus sanctus) 

 Eastern Rosella  

 Crimson Rosella 

 Red-rumped Parrot 

 Sugar Glider 

 Brush-tailed Possum 
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 Brush-tailed Phascogale  

 Yellow footed Antechinus 

In addition many species of bats, snakes, skinks are hollow-dependent. 

The Brush-Tailed Phascogale is listed under the Flora and Fauna Guarantee Act. The Action 

Statement for this species indicates that there is a limited understanding of the impact of 

fire on Brush-Tailed Phascogale populations and its critical habitat. A recommended action 

in the Action Statement is to encourage research into the effect of different fire regimes on 

Brush-Tailed Phascogale populations. What research has been undertaken and what are the 

results? 

In Box-Ironbark Forest, which has been subjected to large-scale clearing, mining and 

harvesting for firewood and timber over the past 160 years, there are significantly fewer 

tree hollows than would have been present pre-settlement, as most of the large hollow-

bearing trees were cut down.  Those that remain, including ground hollows associated with 

coppicing and stump hollows, are extremely vulnerable to fire, as they are often partly dead, 

and catch fire easily, even in a prescribed burn.  Once alight trees may burn for many days, 

eventually falling over, or as is frequently the case according to many anecdotal reports, 

those that are along roads and tracks are cut down because they pose a risk to DELWP staff 

patrolling the burn. 

We contend that the removal of hollow-bearing trees, either directly as a result of a 

prescribed burn, or indirectly as a risk management action, constitutes a Potentially 

Threatening Process under the FFG Act 1988. 

9. Inadequate prescriptions for protection of flora and fauna 

The Brush-tailed Phascogale provides a good example of the complete inadequacy of the 

mitigation measures proposed by DELWP for this burn. 

Correspondence from DELWP regarding mitigation measures for the CAS 010 burn states: 

“For each burn the mitigation measures for all recorded species within the burn are 

considered together (as some species mitigations conflict with others) and an overall 

mitigation recommendation is developed for the burn based on the best options for the 

combination of recorded species within the burn area” (Jill Fleming, DEPI, email dated 

5.01.2015). 

Our question is: If some species mitigations conflict with others, are there not some species 

that are going to be at risk, no matter what prescription is used? 

From a DSE document (now DELWP) dated 2013, the following prescriptions are 

recommended for Brush-tailed Phascogale: 

Muckleford Priority Area – no burning (The Brush-tailed Phascogale Priority 

Management Area covers the Muckleford NCR and the Maldon Historic Reserve and 

includes the CAS 010 burn area) 

 



13 
 

For other known records: 

 Implement a mosaic burn coverage of 20-30% 

 Protect hollow-bearing trees and stumps (coppiced trees) by rakehoe line 

 No direct ignition of large woody debris. 

The overall recommended mitigation for this burn (CSA 010) advised to us by DELWP was "a 

mosaic burn with coverage of 50% to maintain structural diversity in unburnt areas and the 

protection of the canopy, with the preferred season as Autumn". 

Why does the prescription recommend 20-30% mosaic burn coverage, when we have been 

advised that the recommendation for the CAS 010 burn was a mosaic burn coverage of 50%? 

Given the lack of survey work evident in the VBA combined with the known occurrence of 

the Brush-tailed Phascogale in the CAS 010 burn area and the known habit of phascogales to 

have a number of dens, we would understand the 2013 prescription  ‘Protect hollow-bearing 

trees and stumps’ to mean all hollow-bearing trees and stumps. If not, how will certain 

hollow-bearing trees and stumps be selected for protection? 

Why then does the mitigation measure we were given for the CAS 010 burn state: ‘raking for 

the protection of a proportion of hollow-bearing trees and base hollows’? 

And what “proportion” will be raked and on what basis will these trees be selected? Who 

will do the selecting? Is it 50%?  20%? Whatever the crew can manage in one day? 

Brush-tailed Phascogales depend largely on hollows in logs and stumps in this area because 

there are very few large old hollow-bearing trees left.  If ground hollows are not protected, a 

single prescribed burn could destroy a significant proportion of the habitat available to this 

FFG listed species. 

Prescriptions for other species that do not appear to have been heeded are: 

Species 2013 Prescription Proposed Mitigation 

Measure for CAS 010 

Chestnut-rumped 
Heathwren 

20-40% mosaic Mosaic burn coverage (no % 
mentioned) 

Spotted Quail Thrush Allow for some (unburnt) refuge areas 
within burn area by implementing 
mosaic burn coverage of 20-40% 
ensuring some unburnt areas are at 
least 10-20 ha in size 

No mitigation measures 
proposed 

Brown Treecreeper Allow for some (unburnt) refuge areas 
within burn area by implementing 
mosaic burn coverage of 20-40% 
ensuring some unburnt areas are at 
least 10-20 ha in size. Protect hollow-
bearing trees with rakehoe line 

No mitigation measures 
proposed 
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Species 2013 Prescription Proposed Mitigation 

Measure for CAS 010 

Crested Bellbird Allow for some (unburnt) refuge areas 

within burn area by implementing 

mosaic burn coverage of 20-40% 

ensuring some unburnt areas are at 

least 10-20 ha in size 

No mitigation measures 

proposed 

 
It is also worth noting that there are no mitigation measures proposed to protect any flora 

species, probably because the VBA only lists nine flora species for the whole burn area, 

illustrating the inadequacy of the biodiversity data! 

To summarise, we do not have any confidence that the mitigation measured employed by 

DELWP for threatened species will adequately protect the biodiversity values of the Maldon 

Historic Reserve and Muckleford State Forest and Nature Conservation Reserve.   

The best mitigation measure we can suggest is not to burn at all. 

10.  Risk of biodiversity loss far greater than potential risk to life and property 

The previous sections of this submission amply demonstrate the potential biodiversity loss 

associated with LMZ burns. 

Prior to 2012, Landscape Management Zones were designated Ecological Management 

Zones (EMZ). "The EMZ aims to promote biodiversity and ecological renewal. Planned 

burning will be used to manage native species and communities which require fire to 

regenerate." (VBRCIM 2012) 

After 2012, the EMZ were re-named, and what was previously purely ecological burning was 

then linked to hazard and risk reduction. 

"The Code of Practice for Bushfire Management on Public Land has been amended to 

strengthen the aim of reducing overall fuel levels for protection outcomes in this new zone 

now renamed 'Landscape Management Zone." (VBRCIM 2012) 

In Section 8 of this submission we referred to the fact that the effects of fire on flora and fauna 

communities in the Box-Ironbark Forests are largely unknown. How then can planned burning 

be used to manage native species and communities in almost complete ignorance of the 

effects?  And how, by renaming an already dubious "Ecological Management Zone" as a 

"Landscape Management Zone" for 'protection outcomes' change the fact that burning these 

areas will inevitably cause a reduction in biodiversity values? 

The stated aim of LMZ burns is to ‘complement works in adjacent areas, and assist in 

ecological resilience and regeneration’.  

Just how does destroying habitat and promoting the growth of dense fire-prone 

monocultures contribute to ecological resilience? 
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And how does the burning of a mosaic of 50% in one corner of a forest, well away from any 

infrastructure, dwellings or economic activity complement works to reduce risk to life and 

property? 

We maintain that the burning of LMZs is driven solely by the need to achieve the hectare-

based targets, at the expense of biodiversity, and at great cost to the government and the 

community. 

There is little benefit to be gained from such a practice in terms of risk reduction, but much 

to be lost from our precious forests and woodlands. 
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