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Good afternoon, 

I am submitting this as a concerned Tasmanian Citizen and member of the Tasmanian 
Climate Collective. 

The Land Use, Land Use Change, and Forestry (LULUCF) sector is critical to Tasmania’s 
efforts to address climate change. However, the current reliance on this sector to "net 
out" emissions from other areas is unsustainable and presents challenges for effective 
climate policy. The following recommendations aim to improve the integrity, transparency, 
and sustainability of Tasmania’s approach to land management in the context of emissions 
reduction and carbon sequestration. 

1. Transparent, Accurate, and Disaggregated Reporting of Greenhouse Gas Emissions and 
Sequestration in the LULUCF Sector 
One of the key challenges to developing sound climate policy is the lack of transparency 
and specificity in the reporting of greenhouse gas emissions and carbon sequestration in 
the LULUCF sector. The current practice of net reporting—where emissions and 
sequestration are combined—masks the true impact of activities such as native forest 
logging and plantation forestry. 

To address this, Tasmania needs disaggregated reporting of emissions and sequestration 
from all sub-sectors, including native forest logging, plantation forestry on both public and 
private land, and farm forestry. This data should be made publicly available, along with the 
methods used for its collection and analysis. By separating emissions from sequestration 
and making the data accessible, Tasmania can foster better climate policy and public 
accountability. 

2. Move Away from Relying on the LULUCF Sector to "Net Out" Emissions from Other 
Sectors 
The draft climate plan rightly highlights that the capacity of the LULUCF sector to 
sequester and store carbon is under increasing threat from climate change-induced 
bushfires, droughts, and insect attacks. This reality underscores the need for Tasmania to 
reduce emissions across all sectors rather than relying on forests and land to offset 
emissions from other industries. 

By diversifying and intensifying efforts to cut emissions in energy, transport, industry, and 
agriculture, Tasmania can build a more robust and climate-resilient approach. While 
forests can play an important role in carbon sequestration, they should not be treated as a 
permanent solution to balancing emissions from other sectors. 
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3. Avoid Using Forests as Carbon Offsets 
The heavy emphasis in the draft plan on pursuing carbon offsetting through the Australian 
Carbon Credit Unit (ACCU) scheme raises concerns. Forest-based carbon offsets are 
inherently unstable due to the risk of bushfires, droughts, and other climate impacts. Using 
forests as carbon offsets creates a false sense of security, allowing industries to continue 
emitting without taking meaningful steps to reduce their emissions. 

The focus must shift away from relying on forest carbon credits and toward concrete 
emission reductions in all sectors. Forests should not be seen as a substitute for inaction in 
emissions reductions but rather as part of a broader strategy to protect and restore 
natural ecosystems. 

4. Support and Expand Farm Forestry 
Farm forestry is one of the strongest components of the draft plan and should be further 
supported. Farm forestry integrates tree planting into agricultural landscapes, offering 
benefits for both farms and the environment. It helps diversify farm income, improves soil 
health, and reduces the risk of bushfires compared to large-scale plantations. 

Tasmania should promote and expand farm forestry programs as a sustainable alternative 
to large monoculture plantations, which can increase fire risk and biodiversity loss. 
Encouraging smaller, well-managed forestry plots on farms will lead to better outcomes 
for both carbon sequestration and agricultural resilience. 

5. Adapt to the Realities of the Climate and Biodiversity Crises 
Climate change and biodiversity loss present new challenges for forest management in 
Tasmania, including increased threats from fires, droughts, forest dieback, and invasive 
species. Addressing these challenges requires adaptive and inclusive programs that engage 
communities in conservation efforts. 

Tasmania must prioritize restorative forest programs that enhance resilience and 
biodiversity, drawing on local knowledge and community participation. By bringing 
communities together, Tasmania can build strong, collective responses to these new 
threats and safeguard forests for future generations. 

6. Prioritize the Protection of Mature, Intact Forests 
Mature and intact forests are more resilient to fires, droughts, and insect attacks 
compared to younger, heavily managed forests. Rather than focusing on management-
heavy approaches like fuel reduction burns and thinning, Tasmania should prioritize 
leaving mature forests intact wherever possible. 

Fuel reduction burns, while potentially useful in some forest types, may increase the 
flammability of certain ecosystems, such as wet eucalypt forests. In these cases, the best 
approach is often to leave forests alone, allowing them to maintain their natural resilience. 



Protecting these ecosystems will also enhance their ability to sequester carbon, supporting 
broader climate goals. 

7. Limit Bioenergy to Prevent the Logging of Native Forests 
The draft plan’s mention of exploring biomass for energy production raises concerns about 
its impact on native forests. Biomass sources, such as agricultural and plantation residues, 
are limited, and there is a risk that this demand will drive the logging of low-quality wood 
and native forests. Such practices threaten biodiversity and diminish the carbon storage 
potential of these ecosystems. 

The best climate solution is to leave forests standing, ensuring they continue to store 
carbon. Bioenergy should only be considered where it is truly sustainable and does not 
compromise the health of Tasmania’s native forests. 

Conclusion 
Tasmania’s approach to the LULUCF sector must evolve to meet the dual challenges of 
climate change and biodiversity loss. Transparent, disaggregated reporting is essential for 
good policy, and reliance on carbon offsetting must be reduced in favor of direct emissions 
cuts across all sectors. Farm forestry offers a sustainable path forward, while the 
protection of mature, intact forests remains crucial to achieving long-term climate 
resilience. By making these changes, Tasmania can better align its forestry practices with 
global climate goals and ensure the health of its natural ecosystems for generations to 
come. 

thankyou 
sincerely, 
Kendle Good, Tasmanian Climate Collective 


