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To Whom It May Concern, 

The Tree Projects is a non-profit organisation that aims to educate the general public about the 

importance of trees and our forests and advocates for their protection. The Tree Projects 

conducts independent research on matters relating to forests, especially in the area of the 

emissions that are generated from native forest logging.  

I am writing to provide feedback on the draft Emissions Reductions and Resilience Plans for the 

Land Use, Land Use Change, and Forestry (LULUCF) sector. While the plan includes several 

promising elements, there are critical areas that require urgent reconsideration and 

improvement. 

1. NEGLECT OF EMISSIONS FROM NATIVE FOREST LOGGING

The plan fails to address the significant emissions that are generated from native forest logging, 

which is the highest emitting sector in Tasmania. This one industry alone is responsible for 4.6 

million tonnes of carbon emissions annually.1 Ending native forest logging would be the most 

effective action Tasmania could take to reduce its emissions. The plan’s lack of focus on this 

crucial issue is alarming, especially considering that native forest logging has a direct, 

immediate impact on emissions. Although regeneration efforts can eventually sequester carbon, 

they do not mitigate the immediate emissions caused by native forest logging. We are in a 

critical decade for emissions reduction and cannot afford to wait decades for emissions to be 

recaptured. 

The reduction in native forest logging in 2012 resulted in a substantial drop in emissions, 

highlighting the effectiveness of this measure. Specifically, the halving of native forest logging 

led to a 17 million tonne reduction in LULUCF sector emissions, allowing Tasmania to achieve 

net-negative emissions status. This demonstrates the significant potential for emissions 

reduction through the cessation of native forest logging. Tasmania has a rare opportunity to 

lead globally in emissions reduction if we fully commit to this strategy. 



1. STRENGTHS IN FARM FORESTRY AND PLANTATION EXPANSION

The plan’s recommendation to expand plantations and invest in farm forestry is a positive step. 

Farm forestry offers multiple benefits, including reduced fire risk and support for agricultural 

enterprises. This approach aligns with the goal of increasing carbon sequestration while 

mitigating fire risk through smaller, more manageable plots. 

1. VULNERABILITY TO CLIMATE CHANGE

The plan correctly notes that climate change poses risks to the carbon sequestration capacity of 

forests. Increased frequency of bushfires, droughts, and insect attacks will likely impair forests' 

ability to sequester carbon. Relying on the LULUCF sector to offset emissions from other sectors 

is increasingly untenable. It is essential for Tasmania to take urgent, comprehensive action to 

reduce emissions across all sectors, not just allow LULUCF to ‘net out’ emissions from other 

sectors. 

1. CONCERNS WITH CARBON OFFSETTING

The plan's emphasis on carbon offsetting through the ACCU scheme raises concerns. Using 

offsets does not reduce emissions. It is maintaining the status quo by moving emissions from 

one sector to another. In order to combat climate change, we need to be making drastic 

reductions over all sectors, not just reducing emissions in one sector and pretending it applies 

to another. This halves the amount of emissions reduction that could be achieved. 

Carbon offsets are essentially ‘greenwashing’, as polluting industries can have the appearance of 

being environmentally friendly while they carry on with business as usual. It is extremely likely 

that the purchasers of carbon offsets will be fossil fuel companies, the main contributors to 

climate change. By purchasing offsets, these companies are able to avoid reducing their 

emissions. 

There have been major concerns about the integrity of carbon offset schemes. Research has 

found that out of the top 50 global carbon offset organisations, not a single one was deemed to 

have credible offsets.2 The ERRP Plan references the Chubb Review of the ACCU system, 

however many independent researchers have raised concern about the system. Current offsets 

being used in Australia have been found to be not reliable and have failed to reduce greenhouse 

gas emissions. This is because 80% of the carbon credits approved under the scheme do not 

represent real or new cuts in greenhouse gas emissions.3 

1. CONCERNS WITH BIOMASS

Exploring biomass for energy production poses a significant threat to native forests. While 

agricultural waste and plantation residues are preferable biomass sources, reliance on such 

infrastructure might lead to increased use of low-quality timber from native forests, 

exacerbating logging pressures. The focus should be on preserving forests to maintain their 

carbon storage capabilities. 

1. MANAGEMENT APPROACHES AND FOREST RESILIENCE

The plan suggests various management strategies for enhancing forest resilience, including fuel 

reduction burns and thinning. However, these measures may not be suitable for all forest types. 

For example, in wet eucalypt forests, reduction burns can increase flammability. Preserving 

mature, intact forests often provides the best resilience against climate impacts. It is crucial to 

tailor management practices to the specific needs of different forest ecosystems. 



In summary, while the draft plan has commendable aspects, particularly regarding farm forestry 

and plantation expansion, it urgently needs to address the substantial emissions from native 

forest logging. By prioritising the cessation of native forest logging and focusing on more 

reliable and immediate emissions reductions, Tasmania can set a global example in climate 

action. 

Thank you for taking the time to review my submission. If you have any questions, please do not 

hesitate to contact me.  

Best wishes, 

Dr Jennifer Sanger 

The Tree Projects 

www.thetreeprojects.com 
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