
   
  

    
     

    
  

 
      

 
   

         
               

     
   

      
  
  

              
   

                
     
              
                 

 
                

 
              

 
 

           
          

      
 

 
               

     
 

         
        

             
    

           
             

   
              

  
 

               
     

           
 

 
                

   
      
    

Submission regarding Developing an Emissions Reduction and Resilience Plan for 
Tasmania's LULUCF sector 

Climate Change Office, 
ReCFIT, Department of State Growth, 
GPO Box 536 
HOBART TAS 7001 

I have had a long-term interest in forestry related issues in Tasmania and am concerned that 
there is a lack of willingness to manage this resource for the climate, environment, biodiversity 
and life system advantages it offers. 

What does it mean to care for a forest? 
To be clear, no two forests are alike. There’s no blueprint to manage all forests. 
Some forests are fire-tolerant, while others are fire-sensitive. Each forest has its own history 
of disturbances and its own ability to respond to future disturbances. 
In the lowland mixed-species forests of Victoria and coastal New South Wales, for instance, 
trees can recover quickly after a fire. But in the tall, wet mountain ash forests of Victoria and 
Tasmania, recovery may take decades or longer. 
Forest structure matters too. Forests comprised of large trees are more likely to stay healthy 
and recover quicker from bushfires than forests of densely packed small trees. 
Caring for Forest Country means reading the needs of each forest to ensure it can endure 
whatever the future holds. 
Restoring logged forests doesn’t mean locking them up as ‘wilderness’ – it means actively 
managing them Pascoe, Baker and Fairman. The Conversation Published: August 1, 2024 

Native forest logging is the highest emitting sector in the state - it emits 4.6 million 
tonnes of carbon each year. Ending native forest logging is by far the easiest and most effective 
immediate action that Tasmania could take to reduce its emissions. The draft plan completely 
fails to address this important area of emissions reduction. 

Recommendation 15 from the State of the Environment Report recommended “the 
Tasmanian Government continue efforts to reduce greenhouse gas emissions across 
all sectors”. It highlights native forest logging as one of the main pressures on our 
greenhouse gas emissions. 

When forests are logged, there is an immediate release of emissions. If we regrow these 
forests it will take decades or centuries for those emissions to be recaptured by regrowing trees. 

There are problems in the forestry sector because successive governments have not been 
transparent with the community on forestry matters. 

• Protection of nesting habitats under the Regional Forest Agreement have not been 
monitored or enforced. 

• Reliable data has not been collected to provide baseline information. 
• There has not been 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. 

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 to reduce possible 
future effects of climate change.  

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 

https://theconversation.com/australian-forests-will-store-less-carbon-as-climate-change-worsens-and-severe-fires-become-more-common-173233
https://theconversation.com/climate-change-is-testing-the-resilience-of-native-plants-to-fire-from-ash-forests-to-gymea-lilies-167367
https://esajournals.onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/abs/10.1002/eap.2383
https://esajournals.onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/abs/10.1002/eap.2383


   

               
 

                
              

 

          
   

     
 

        

               
              

 
   

             
     

      
   

      

               
   

              
              

                
 

 
         

   
      

          

       
      

         
 

           

 

in other sectors. 

What future opportunities (outlined in this draft Plan) do you think will have the most 
impact? 

The best opportunity in the draft plan is farm forestry. Farm forestry is a sensible 
way to grow plantations, with benefits to farms from providing shade, shelter and wind reduction. 
It also reduces the risk of bushfires compared to large scale plantations. 

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 collection, 
recording and reporting. 

How can we collaborate to reduce emissions and build resilience in the LULUCF sector? 

Adaption to new realities of climate and a biodiversity crisis requires a change of mindset. 
Maintaining forests is known to increase rainfall and so forestry should not waste these 
resources on woodchips.  Paper can be created more economically from hemp.  Tree removal 
should be limited to timber for building and furniture. 

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. This will require a much more 
nuanced collection of data and understanding of local conditions in forested areas to determine 
suitability, type and frequency of fuel reduction burns. 

Bioenergy poses a significant threat to native forests and their sequestered carbon. The draft 
plan mentions exploring the use of biomass for energy production but 
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 and 
biodiversity protected. 

In conclusion, we need to manage forests from a mindset that understands their inestimable 
value to life systems. Such a mindset would protect and limit removal of such a natural resource. 
This sector needs 

• A clear pathway and plan to reduce emissions. 
• Scientific collection, recording and reporting of data around carbon storage and 

emissions 
• Reliable reporting of scope 1,2 and 3 emissions 
• Encouragement and assistance to develop farm forestry 
• Where possible, development of alternative vegetative sources for products currently 

using forest timbers. 
• A moratorium on forest clearing until 2050 when climate conditions will be clearer. 

Sincerely 
Margaret Taylor 


