
 

  

 
 

  
        

    

 
      

      

          

      
     

      
    

       
 

        

    
  

  

From: Catherine Nicholson 
To: Climate Change 
Subject: comments on ERRP for Land Use and Forestry 
Date: Sunday, 6 October 2024 10:35:01 PM 

Please find below my comments and recommendations; 
1. Transparent, accurate and disaggregated reporting and recording of greenhouse gas emissions and 
sequestration in the LULUCF sector.

 Net reporting of carbon emissions and sequestration is a hindrance to good climate policy. We need 
separate reporting of greenhouse gas emissions and sequestration from all sub-sectors, notably native forest 
logging and plantation forestry on public and private land. This data should be publicly available, as well 
as the methods for its recording and reporting. 

2. We cannot continue to rely on the LULUCF sector to ‘net out’ the emissions from other sectors. 
The draft plan correctly identifies that the capacity of the LULUCF sector to  sequester and store carbon 

will be impacted by climate change driven bushfires,  droughts and insect attacks. Tasmania needs to take 
urgent action to reduce  emissions across all sectors. 
3. Forests should not be used as a carbon offset. 

There is a strong emphasis in the plan to pursue carbon offsetting through the  Australian Carbon Credit 
Unit (ACCU) scheme. They are an unstable form of  carbon credit due to the risk of bushfire and drought, 
and they cannot be used as  a substitute for inaction in emissions reductions in other sectors. 
4. Farm forestry is the biggest strength in the draft plan.

 Farm forestry is a sensible way to grow plantations, with benefits to farms. It also  reduces the risk of 
bushfires compared to large scale plantations. 
5. Adapt to new realities of climate and biodiversity crises. 

With climate change and loss of biodiversity comes new threats, including  increased fires, drought, 
forest dieback, and invasive species. We need to address  these threats through restorative and inclusive 
programs that bring the community  together. 
6. Mature, intact forests are more resilient to fires, droughts and insect attack, so often  the best solution is to 
leave forests alone.

 The draft plan recommends a very management heavy approach for improving  forest resilience. Fuel 
reduction burns may only be appropriate in some forest  types. For wet eucalypt forests, reduction burns and 
thinning may even increase  the flammability of a forest. 
7. Bioenergy poses a significant threat to native forests and their sequestered carbon.  The draft plan 
mentions exploring the use of biomass for energy production.  Biomass sources such as agriculture and 
plantation residues are limited. It is highly  likely that this may be filled with low quality woodchip and 
exacerbate native forest  logging. The best climate solution is to leave forests standing, so carbon is stored. 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment, 
regards 
Catherine Nicholson 
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