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Submission on the Draft Emissions Reduction and Resilience Plan (ERRP) – Land 
Use, Land Use Change and Forestry (LULUCF) Sector 2024 

I am writing this submission as a frustrated parent, deeply concerned about the future that 
awaits my children if we don’t act boldly and decisively on climate change. It’s 
heartbreaking to think that, despite all the warnings from scientists and environmental 
experts, Tasmania’s government is still not doing enough to tackle the real sources of our 
emissions. The Draft Emissions Reduction and Resilience Plan for the LULUCF sector 
leaves me with a sense of urgency and frustration because it doesn’t go far enough to 
protect the future of my children and their generation. 

1. End Native Forest Logging 

It is shocking that native forest logging—Tasmania’s highest emitting sector—is still 
happening. Every year, we emit 4.6 million tonnes of carbon through logging our precious 
native forests. Ending native forest logging is the single most effective action Tasmania 
can take to reduce emissions, yet the draft plan barely acknowledges this fact. How can we 
expect to fight climate change if we keep cutting down the very forests that act as our most 
important carbon sinks? 

Logging our forests releases emissions immediately, and even though regrowing trees may 
eventually recapture some carbon, this process takes decades—time we simply don’t have 
in the fight against climate change. My children cannot wait decades for the forests to 
grow back while the climate crisis escalates. We need immediate action, not empty 
promises about future regrowth. 

Recommendation: Native forest logging needs to end now. There’s no other way around 
it if Tasmania is serious about reducing its emissions and preserving the future for the next 
generation. 

2. Include Broader Community Input in Decision-Making 

It’s also frustrating to see how the ERRP is developed with consultation from business and 
industry groups but leaves out the broader Tasmanian community. As a Tasmanian, I feel 
like our voices are being ignored in this process, even though we’re the ones who will be 
affected the most by the lack of climate action. Scientists, environmental groups, and 
everyday citizens need to have a seat at the table. 

By leaving the decision-making process in the hands of industry—often the very sectors 
responsible for emissions—the government is missing an opportunity to create a plan that 
reflects the needs and concerns of all Tasmanians. It’s time to take a more inclusive, 
science-based approach to climate action. 

Recommendation: Amend the Climate Change Act to ensure that the broader community, 
not just businesses and industries, is consulted in the development of all ERRPs. We need 
to ensure the process is open to all voices, especially those most committed to a sustainable 
future based on the best scientific advice, not profit for polluters. 
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3. Tackle Scope 2 and Scope 3 Emissions 

The draft ERRP only focuses on Tasmania’s Scope 1 emissions—those generated directly 
within the state. However, the indirect emissions (Scope 2 and Scope 3) associated with 
the goods we import and export are enormous. The State of the Environment Report found 
that Tasmania’s indirect emissions are over ten times greater than our direct emissions. 
Yet, the draft plan ignores these critical emissions. As a parent, I find it deeply concerning 
that we’re not addressing the full extent of our climate impact. 

Recommendation: The ERRP must include mandatory reporting of Scope 2 and Scope 3 
emissions, along with clear actions to reduce them. If we don’t acknowledge and address 
these emissions, we’re not being honest about Tasmania’s role in global climate change. 

4. Forests Should Not Be Used as Carbon Offsets 

The draft plan places too much emphasis on using forests as carbon offsets through the 
Australian Carbon Credit Unit (ACCU) scheme. But this approach is risky and ineffective. 
Carbon offsets may sound like a good idea on paper, but they do nothing to reduce 
emissions at the source. Using forests to ‘offset’ emissions from other sectors is just a way 
to avoid making the real changes we need to reduce emissions across the board. 

I’m particularly concerned about the risks that come with relying on forests for carbon 
credits. As climate change accelerates, bushfires, droughts, and other natural disasters will 
increasingly threaten our forests, making them an unreliable source of carbon 
sequestration. 

Recommendation: The government should shift its focus away from carbon offsets and 
instead prioritise cutting emissions directly in every sector. Forests should be left standing 
for their intrinsic value and their resilience to climate change, not exploited as a carbon 
accounting tool. 

5. Invest in Farm Forestry 

One positive aspect of the draft plan is its support for farm forestry. This is a practical and 
sustainable way to increase carbon sequestration while also benefiting local farmers. 
Smaller plantations are easier to manage and less prone to the devastating impacts of large-
scale fires. This is a great step forward, but it needs more backing to make it a central part 
of Tasmania’s approach to sustainable land use. 

Recommendation: Invest more in farm forestry and support local farmers to develop 
sustainable forestry practices. It’s a win-win solution that reduces emissions while 
strengthening local economies. 

6. Bioenergy Threatens Native Forests 

Finally, the draft plan’s mention of bioenergy as a potential energy source is troubling. 
While using agricultural and plantation waste might seem harmless, there’s a real risk that 
this push for bioenergy will increase demand for wood chips and other low-quality forest 
products, leading to more logging of native forests. The best thing we can do for the 
climate is to leave our forests intact. 

Recommendation: Bioenergy should not come at the expense of our native forests. The 
government needs to guarantee that bioenergy plans won’t drive more native forest 



logging. The solution is clear: leave the forests standing. 

Conclusion 

As a parent and scientist, I am deeply concerned about the world we are leaving for our 
children. The Draft ERRP for the LULUCF sector doesn’t go far enough to protect the 
future we owe to them. We need stronger action, starting with ending native forest logging, 
including the broader community in decision-making, addressing Scope 2 and 3 emissions, 
and moving away from risky carbon offset schemes. It’s time for Tasmania to step up and 
lead by example in the fight against climate change—for the sake of our children and the 
generations to come. 

kind regards 

Sharee McCammon 


