





WHERE TO FROM HERE?

With the Sustainability Charter laying the framework for the
sustainable management of Tasmania’s state forests for the .
next decade, our future Sustainable Forest Management

Reports will show progress made against the strategic

aims that support the five core sustainability objectives

contained in this Charter.

Listed below are some of the challenges and priorities we
will be striving to achieve in 2008/09 to ensure we deliver
against these aims.

Sustaining biodiversity and habitat

development of a swift parrot strategic management
plan for the southern forests

build a database that reflects natural, cultural and
social values of Forestry Tasmania’s forest reserves and
can be used by field staff

development of prescriptions for retention of coarse
woody debris habitat where fuel wood is harvested for
biomass energy

address recommendations for state forests arising from
the World Heritage Committee Report

use landscape metrics to identify priority areas for the
retention and restoration of mature forest elements.

Sustaining jobs for current and future generations

.

™

S R )
SUSH oAt IAL Ay CPat(RL

y . ¥
INVIBORMENTAL FORTSTEY, 0R THE WEXT SPRERATION,

develop 10-year wood production scenarios for all
districts

undertake a review of the blackwood resource

publish a strategy for the ongoing supply of special
species.

Sustaining carbon stores, clean air, water and healthy

forests

provide Forestry PIRI to district staff for operational
planning of pesticide operations

collect and analyse spatial and historical information
for catchments in Warra LTER site to determine
biophysical factors that have the greatest influence on
water quality and yield

investigate the effectiveness of diversionary
(supplementary) feed to reduce browsing damage.

Sustaining community access and heritage

appointment of an Aboriginal heritage officer

hold a series of forums in regional areas throughout
the State to brief members of the public on the
Sustainability Charter: Forest Management Plan 2008.

Sustaining science-based stewardship

report to the State Government on progress made on
the development of alternative silviculture systems for
oldgrowth

report on the feasibility of LIDAR for improved forest
mapping and inventory.
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The tables in this section support the statements made in the main report and provide a more detailed view of long-term trends.

1. Biological diversity

Table 1.1. Area of forest type by protection classification on State forest

Forest type 2003/04 2004/2005 2005/2006 2006/2007 2007/2008 Change since 2001/02
Forest Informal Forest Informal Forest Informal Forest Informal Forest Informal Forest Informal
Reserve Reserve Reserve Reserve Reserve Reserve Reserve Reserve® Reserve Reserve® Reserve' Reserve?

Tall eucalypt forest 42,100 64,700 41,900 61,800 41,900 61,800 42,100 86,000 49,200 83,600 7,300 23,000
Low eucalypt forest 67,400 66,000 66,900 64,400 66,900 64,400 67,400 93,600 71,600 89,500 4,800 26,900
Rainforest 37,700 23,200 37,800 23,200 37,800 23,200 37,700 99,100 67,400 62,900 29,100 40,000
Other native forest 9,100 10,200 9,500 10,100 9,500 10,100 9,100 16,000 10,800 14,700 1,200 4,800
Non forest 18,500 35,700 18,800 36,100 18,800 36,100 18,600 52,400 23,100 44,200 4,800 7,600
Hardwood pltn® 0 150 0 150 0 150 0 200 100 400 100 250
Softwood pltn® 100 100 100 170 100 170 100 100 100 200 0 30
Total 34 174,900 200,050 175,000 195,900 175,000 195,900 175,000 347,500 222,100 295,600 47,300 102,500

1. Change in forest reserve due to continuous re-mapping of forest type as photo interpretation is undertaken.

2.Increases as more forest added to informal reserves.

3. Areas include Buckland Military Training Area.

4.Total row is rounded actual totals.

5. Plantations added because it exceeds 100 ha.

6. This figure includes land intended for formal reserves under the TCFA. The formal TCFA reserves were not dedicated as at 30th June 2006, so are counted as informal.

2, Productive capacity

Table 2.1. Pulpwood audit summary
Total 2003/04 2004/05 2005/06 2006/07 2007/08
Pulpwood sales (t) 2,902,800 2,724,303 2,191,132 2,136,687 2,230,874
Pulpwood audited (t) 119,415 167,058 100,712 128,010 156,016
Sawlog recovered (t) 255 225 110 75 59
% Audited 4.11% 6.13% 4.60% 5.99% 6.99%
% Sawlog recovery 0.01% 0.01% 0.01% 0.00% 0.00%




Table 2.2. Merchantable residue assessment summary

Year Number of coupes audited Mean residue (m3/ha) Median residue (m3/ha)
2000/01 42 4.60 3.28
2001/02 87 3.24 2.28
2002/03 95 3.20 2.10
2003/04 91 2.36 237
2004/05 101 2.18 1.46
2005/06 104 1.87 1.16
2006/07 117 1.68 1.39
2007/08 93 1.97 1.60
Table 2.3. Harvesting and regeneration summary
Report year Native forest Hardwood plantation
Area clearfelled Area of partial harvesting Total Area regenerated’ | Area clearfelled Area regenerated
2003/04 8,119 8,476 16,595 5,526 Not available 2,154
2004/05 7,453 8,283 15,736 6,569 327 5,094
2005/06 5,519 6,888 12,407 7,226 78 6,117
2006/07 6,413 4,917 11,330 9,445 361 3,511
2007/08 4,769 7,962 12,731 10,207 1,112 3,812
1. The area regenerated would typically represent the regeneration of the area that was harvested the previous year.
Table 2.4. Plantation R1 and R2 establishment areas (ha)’
Existing plantation clearfelled | New plantations on
followed by plantation (R2) cleared land (R1)®¢
SW? HwW? sw? HW? Total
Forestry Tasmania (FT) plantation in state forests and on crown land 0 344 0 2,325 2,669
1. Planti jod fa i d ti i
FT joint venture plantation in state forests and on crown land? 1,749 287 0 694 2,730 fronf?sltnjir;ezr&7 g;;iﬁ%nniazrgo:por Ng purposests
FT joint venture on private land 0 0 0 0 0 2. Softwood [SW] and Hardwood [HW]. The majority of mixed
- . N hardwood/softwood plantations are reported as hardwood.
Tassie Trees Trust Plantation in state forests 0 0 0 0 3. Includes the softwood plantations, which are 50 per cent
FT plantation on private land 0 0 0 0 owned by GMO Renewable Resources, for which data is
- — supplied by Timberlands New Zealand as at 30/06/08.
Private plantation in state forests 0 0 160 162 | 4 Tassie Trees Trust plantations are mainly jointly-owned with
2007/2008 TOTALS 1,749 633 0 3,179 5,561 private growers, but include small proportions owned solely
by FT.
2006/2007 TOTAL® 1,673 144 24 3,375 | 5,217 | 5 Figures in the Total row are not the sum of the columns, but
2005/2006 TOTAL® 1,807 83 397 2,071 | 4,358 | theroundedactualtotals.
6. Cleared land includes agricultural land (generally softwood
2004/2005 TOTAL® 2,133 372 408 4,722 | 7,616 | plantations) and cleared/converted native forest (generally
2003/2004 TOTAL’ 2,332 718 580 5,399 | 9,029 | hardwood plantations).
2002/2003 TOTAL® 2,313 120 324 3,391 6,148
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Table 2.5. Native forest regeneration success, 2007-2008 reporting year (hectares)

Forest Type 0-9% (not stocked) 10-39% (ecological 40-64% (low wood 65-84% (optimum) 85-100% (maximum) Total
stocking) quality)

Dry eucalypt' 0 0 1,297 1,735 183 3,215

Wet eucalypt’ 0 0 24 1,987 838 2,849

High altitude E. 0 0 173 3,413 242 3,828

delegatensis’

Fenced intensive 0 0 0 138 0 138

blackwood'

Swamp blackwood? 0 0 0 0 0 0

Rainforest? 0 0 0 19 158 177

Huon pine forest' 0 0 0 0 0 0

Total 0 0 1,494 7,292 1,421 10,207

Shaded area represents unacceptable standard % Area met standard 98.1

1.2004/2005 sowing season.
2.2002/2003 sowing season.

The definition of low wood quality production depends on the management objectives. In most cases the objective is to achieve a high level of future wood production, but this may vary
according to other objectives, e.g for wildlife or aesthetics. However, in all cases, a minimum ecological stocking must be achieved so that forest types, as defined by the Regional Forest
Agreement and monitored under the Permanent Native Forest Estate policy, are maintained. Remedial treatments are mandatory for areas, which have not met minimum ecological stocking.
Further information is available in Technical Bulletin 6 (Forestry Tasmania, 2003).

Table 2.6. High intensity regeneration burn quality standards summary

Year 2003/04 2004/05 2005/06 2006/07 2007/08
Number of areas burnt 118 106 51 20 114
Total area to be burnt (ha) 4,282 3,760 1,203 3,113 3,677
Total area burnt to standards 2,754 3,558 1,133 2,769 3,184
% of burn area achieved standards 64% 95% 94% 89% 87%

Table 2.7. Honey production summary

Year Volume (kg)
2002/03 698,054
2003/04 395,256
2004/05 406,121
2005/06 369,180
2006/07 670,539
2007/08 671,207




3. Ecosystem health and services

Table 3.1. Area, ownership and tenure of the plantations inspected during the annual forest health surveillance program.

Plantation estate 2005/06 2006/07 2007/08
P. radiata (joint venture in state forests) 43,500 46,500 49,000
Eucalyptus (FT in state forests) 39,253 40,736 44,389
Eucalyptus (joint venture or lease in state forests) 18,401 20,399 23,157
Eucalyptus (private off state forests) 0 8,524 18,599
Table 3.2. Areas with moderate and severe damage
Plantation type Area monitored (ha) Damage agent Area affected (ha)
Hardwood plantation 52,700 Disease 0
Invertebrates 379
Vertebrates 88
Weeds 49
Site conditions 1,340
Weather 423
Nutrient 99
Multiple causes 507
Mechanical 0
Softwood plantation 53,200 Nutrient 0
Disease 816
Invertebrates 0
Vertebrates 687
Multiple causes 0
Mechanical 35
Weather 166
Other 126
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Table 3.3. Area of pest control

Damage agent | Area treated (ha) Vegetation affected | Control method
Vertebrate pests

Possums, wallabies | 15,606 Native forest, plantations | Shooting, trapping
Invertebrate pests

Chrysomelid leaf beetles/ Gonipteros weevil 6,612 Hardwood plantations IPM and spray with alpha-cypermethrin or spinosad
Sirex 0 Softwood plantations Nematodes
Diseases

Phytophthora cinnamomi 2,858 Susceptible understorey species Hygiene prescriptions
Mycosphaerella 0 E. globulus Plant E. nitens in high risk areas
Myrtle Wilt 0 Nothofagus cunninghamii Stem injection (fungicide)
Weeds

Ragwort 162 Native forest and plantation Hand weeding and herbicide
Pampass 6 Native forest and plantation Hand weeding and herbicide
Spanish Heath 4 Native forest and plantation Hand weeding and herbicide
Gorse 117 Native forest and plantation Hand weeding and herbicide
Broom 1 Native forest and plantation Hand weeding and herbicide

Table 3.4. Leaf beetle IPM system results for hardwood plantation

2004/05 2005/06' 2006/07? 2007/08

Area monitored (ha) 13,698 13,319 21,025 20,379
Area monitored that is above threshold (ha) 5,533 (40%) 5,723 (43%) 1,780 (8%) 7,213 (35.4%)
Area monitored above threshold treated with alpha-cypermethrin (ha)’ 2,145 (62%) 2,249 (71%) 943 (93%) 6,299 (31%)
Area monitored above threshold treated with spinosad (ha)? 1,327 (38%) 934 (29%) 75 (3%) 313 (1.5%)
Total area treated 42 3,472 3,183 1,018 6,612
Area monitored above threshold not treated (ha) 2,061 2,540 468 601
% monitored area sprayed 25% 24% 5% 32%
Proportion area spinosad:cypermethrin 0.62 0.42 0.08 0.05

1. Age class T-6 years

2. Ageclass 1 -7 years.

Table 3.5. Fire damage in state forests
Area (ha) 2002/03 2003/04 2004/05 2005/06 2006/07 2007/08

annual 10 yravg annual 10 yr avg annual 10 yr avg anual 10yravg | annual | 10yravg | annual | 10 yr avg

Total unplanned fires 7,541 5,013 24,409 7,302 4,071 6,669 863 6,643 33,984 9,866 8,496 9,377
Severe fire damage 4,073 1,493 14,524 2,893 2,758 2,826 577 2,828 22,645 5,013 5,551 5,250
% burnt area severe damage 54% 30% 60% 40% 68% 42% 67% 43% 67% 44% 65% 44%

ote: 10-year average data does include current year in the ten years.




Table 3.6. Days on which the Tasmanian air quality particulate standard was exceeded*

Launceston (Ti Tree Bend) particulate pg/m?
Date Value
01/07/2007 51.72
19/07/2007 64.31
18/03/2008 75.87

Table 3.7. Air quality particulate monitoring stations summary

* Through correlation of the days on which Forestry Tasmania was conducting planned burns, it is unlikely any of these high intensity burns contributed to the air quality particulate standard (PM, ) being exceeded.

2003/04 2004/05 2005/06 2006/2007 2007/2008
Exceeded FT Exceeded FT Exceeded FT Exceeded FT Exceeded FT
contributed contributed contributed contributed contributed
Hobart 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Launceston 16 0 15 2 5 0 7 1 3 0
Georgetown N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 0 0
Judbury 0 0 0 0 3 1 0 0 0 0
Total 17 0 16 2 8 1 7 1 3 0
4. Socioeconomic benefits
Table 4.1. Community forums attended by district staff
Community forum categories No. meetings 2003/04 | No. meetings 2004/05 | No. meetings 2005/06 | No. meetings 2006/07 | No. meetings 2007/08
Fire management 25 13 22 42 34
Catchment management 39 21 29 28 24
Local emergency management 7 11 6 12 12
Education 17 36 32 51 46
Local government 29 56 43 41 40
Cultural management 12 1 18 9 4
Biodiversity management 4 5 1 6 5
Feral animals/weeds 18 12 8 16 16
Industry 23 42 47 75 58
Recreation/tourism 87 102 85 122 118
Regional planning 72 56 40 31 17
Conservation/environmental 21 15 12 26 26
Forest Practices 5 10 21 34 14
Other 51 27 36 40 35
TOTAL 410 417 410 533 438
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Table 4.2. District sponsorship

District sponsorship

Name of organisation

Value (cash and in kind)

Ag shows/groups $950
Awards $2,000
Axemens clubs $3,450
Basketball $1,500
Car clubs/rallies $760
Cycling/mtn biking $2,300
Festivals/community celebrations/carnivals/fairs $1,689
Field and game/shooting $89
Football clubs $5,413
General community sponsorship $14,711
Horse riding $221
Other sporting groups $500
Rotary/Lions/Apex $400
Schools $1,980
Waterwatch/Landcare/Rivercare $500

$36,463




Table 4.3. Visitor numbers to specified recreational and tourist sites

SITE Land tenure 2001/02 2002/03 2003/04 2004/05 2005/06 2006/07 2007/08
Blue Tier Forest Reserve nd 2,530 2,162 8,034 6,975 3,916 2,821
Evercreech Forest Reserve 5,000 7,740 4,452 4,799 3,463 5,835 2,400
Hollybank Forest Forest Reserve 29,000 28,200 10,600 24,774 24,178 16,374 26,289
Mt Barrow State Forest nd nd nd 9,456 2,800 762 593
Mt Victoria Forest Reserve 6,600 nd 10,300 12,987 8,857 4,070 4,031
Scottsdale EcoCentre' State Forest na 46,800 48,000 38,683 35,456 32,641 34,938
Sandspit Forest Reserve 13,000 11,400 10,900 8,500 nd nd nd
Styx Big Tree Forest Reserve nd nd nd 7,000 nd nd nd
Bruny State forest State Forest 19,600 24,200 31,100 28,100 18,193 nd nd
Tahune AirWalk’ Forest Reserve 154,000 147,700 142,900 122,420 108,334 99,892 78,450
Liffey Forest Reserve 20,500 24,400 26,800 29,900 19,304 24,760 15,339
Meander Falls Walk Forest Reserve nd nd nd 5,900 2,500 2,765 5,021
Upper Mersey Valley State Forest 9,400 21,500 27,600 18,800 25,620 21,402 22,028
Dial Range Forest Reserve 12,300 43,600 nd nd nd nd nd
Dip Falls Forest Reserve 13,100 nd nd nd nd nd nd
Dismal Swamp' Forest Reserve na na na 35,800 27,000 27,022 21,447
Milkshakes Forest Reserve 4,200 4,300 4,500 nd nd nd nd
Noel Jago Walk State Forest nd nd 381 377 353 673 816
Oldina Forest Reserve 28,800 28,200 28,500 23,917 22,204 27,583 25,627
Total? 315,500 408,240 348,195 379,447 305,237 267,695 239,800

1. Actual people counts.

2.Total is not the sum of the shown sites, it also includes visitor numbers across certain smaller sites not shown in the table.

Total is not indicative of a percentage growth, due to new sites and data failures.
3. nd = No data; na = Not applicable
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Table 4.4. Wood volume and value summary

Eucalypt wood production 2003/04 Estimated MDLV 2004/05 Estimated 2005/06 Estimated 2006/07 Estimated 2007/08 Estimated
Volume ($) Volume MDLYV ($) Volume MDLYV ($) Volume MDLV ($) Volume MDLV ($)
Special Sp. sawlog (m?3) 22,000 2,186,200 17,300 1,817,000 13,600 1,464,500 15,300 1,687,700 21,703 2,474,142
Euc. veneer logs (m?3) 11,100 1,220,800 13,400 1,576,000 9,300 1,129,700 5,600 695,300 6,036 784,680
Euc. sawlog cat 1 & 3 (m3) 346,000 29,410,000 346,000 30,087,000 320,700 28,864,700 301,500 27,740,300 297,915 28,301,925
Euc. sawlog cat 2 & 8 (m?) 117,200 6,903,000 100,000 6,400,000 85,100 5,613,800 51,800 3,469,100 87,090 6,096,300
Euc. peeler log (t) 176,200 12,672,000 159,400 11,479,000 150,900 11,169,100 211,200 16,051,000 88,694 7,006,826
Dom. peeler log (m3) - - - - - - - - 120,896 8,100,032
Pulpwood (t) 3,007,000 157,210,000 2,724,000 144,388,000 | 2,191,100 120,512,300 2,136,700 | 119,654,500 | 2,230,874 | 129,390,692
Hardwood pltn production 2003/04 Estimated MDLV 2004/05 Estimated 2005/06 Estimated 2006/07 | Estimated | 2007/08 Estimated
Volume (%) Volume MDLV ($) Volume MDLYV ($) Volume MDLYV ($) Volume MDLYV ($)
Sawlog (t) N/A N/A N/A N/A 6,900 485,200 8,700 618,400 8,087 598,438
Pulpwood (t) N/A N/A N/A N/A 89,600 5,556,400 126,200 7,948,300 176,703 11,485,695
Softwood pltn production 2003/04 Estimated MDLV 2004/05 Estimated 2005/06 Estimated 2006/07 Estimated 2007/08 Estimated
Volume ($) Volume MDLV ($) Volume MDLV ($) Volume MDLYV ($) Volume MDLYV ($)
Sawlog (t) 485,480 33,983,600 477,700 33,437,000 443,200 31,909,200 417,000 30,856,600 440,517 33,919,809
Export logs (t) 120,814 8,457,000 52,600 3,651,000 69,000 4,968,200 57,000 4,215,800 8,620 663,740
Roundwood (t) 12,100 726,000 10,100 647,000 7,700 475,400 9,000 565,300 10,766 699,790
Pulpwood (t) 343,700 20,621,900 341,400 20,482,000 355,900 22,064,400 376,900 23,747,000 347,617 22,595,105
Total MDLV ($) 273,428,500 253,964,000 234,212,900 237,249,300 252,117,174

MDLV = Mill Door Landed Value (estimated market value of logs at mill door or‘at wharf’
and production from other small Forestry Tasmania managed resources including the Strahan plantation.

or export logs). Quantities for softwood plantation are the full production figures for Taswood Growers,




Table 4.5. Forest estate value summary

Forest Estate 2001/02 2002/03 2003/04 2004/05 2005/06 2006/07 2007/08
($ million) ($ million) ($ million) ($ million) ($ million) ($Smillion) ($ million)
Standing timber wholly owned 363.57 347.7* 374.73 302.81* 288.45 282.27 22445
Standing timber joint ventures 78.39 76.54 67.48 63.62 72.07 106.40 105.31
Forest land 232.58 232.82 233.24 276.08 276.40 276.72 277.13
Roads and structures 68.50%* 76.66 85.25 94.01 99.04 105.59 111.03
Tourist infrastructure N/A 4.71 8.45 9.14 9.39 8.17 9.77
TOTAL 743.04 738.43 769.15 736.66 735.35 779.15 727.69

*The decrease in the value of the standing timber is principally due to the changes in internal accounting policies and does not reflect reduction in standing timber volume.

**The decrease in the value of the roads and road structures is due to an accounting standard change that provides for the value of the asset to be remeasured on a cost basis.

Table 4.6. Safety statistics

2002/03 2003/04 2004/05 2005/06 2006/07 2007/08

Lost time injury frequency rate (LTIFR) 11.27 14.0 8.11 10.7 10.87 11.36
All claims frequency rate 439 36.95 27.25 30.63 34.07
Lost time injury severity rate (LTISR) 10.82 16.69 9.88 8.77
Harvesting contractors (LTIFR) 27.61 28.62 12.65 17.63

5. Regulatory environment and continuous improvement

Table 5.1. Summary of compliance with Forest Practices Act 1985

2002/03 2003/04 2004/05 2005/06 2006/07 2007/08

Number of FPP’s in operation 1,563 1,790 2,049 1,281 1,606 1,838
S41 notices issued to Forestry Tasmania 1 (0.06%) 2(0.1%) 1(0.05%) 1 (0.08%) 1 (0.06%) 0 (0.00%)
S41 notices issued to contractors on State forest 8 (0.5%) 14 (0.8%) 17 (0.8%) 6 (0.05%) 3(0.2%) 7 (0.4%)
Fines or prosecutions issued to FT by FPA 1 3 2 1 1 1
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Table 5.2. Summary of compliance with Workplace Health and Safety Act 1995

2002/03 2003/04 2004/05 2005/06 2006/07 2007/08
Notices issued to Forestry Tasmania under Workplace Health and Safety Act 0 3 1 3 3 3
Notices issued to Forestry Tasmania contractors under Workplace Health and Safety Act 0 10 1 4 4 3

Table 5.3. Audits of SFM systems

Year Audit type Number of audits | Non-conformances Areas of concern/CAR’s
2004/05 External 3 0 203
Internal 3 0 81
2005/06 External 2 0 67
Internal 8 0 47
2006/07 External 2 0 118
Internal 8 0 120
2007/08 External 2 0 82
Internal 7 0 31




Tell us what you think

In line with our commitment to continuous improvement Forestry Tasmania would like to invite you to comment on how this report met
your expectation and requirements. In addition to the completion and return of this section, any other comments or suggestions on how
we might be able to enhance our report to more clearly report on issues relating to the productive, protective and social roles of forests and

forest ecosystems can be directed to the contact details given below.

1. How much of our report did you read?

1 au 1 The majority [ Some

2. Overall, how do you rate the report?

Not at all informative Extremely informative / useful
1 1 2 1 3 1 4 [ -
3. Please rate the following criteria by checking the appropriate category:
Poor Unsatisfactory Good Very good
Substance / Content —1 —1 —1 —1
Credibility —1 —1 —1 —1
Readability / Understanding —1 —1 1 —1
Completeness — —1 —1 —1
Appearance / Format — —1 —1 —1
4.What is your opinion on the following sections?
Poor Unsatisfactory Good Very good
Biodiversity —1 1 —1 —1
Productive Capacity —3 —1 —1 —1
Ecosystem Health & Services —1 —1 —1 —1
Socio-Economic —1 —1 —1 1
Legal and Institutional —1 1 —1 —1
Where to from here —1 —1 —1 —1

5. As a result of reading the report, do you have a clear and sufficient understanding about Forestry Tasmania’s approach to sustainability
reporting?

6. What additional information would you like to see in the future?

7. All other comments and suggestions are welcome

8. Are you?

[1 aForestry Tasmania employee [ acCustomer [ aSupplier
A member of:

1 the community 1 the government [ annGo [ academia
—1 Other (please specify)

Additional written comments can be directed to:

Senior Environmental Planner, e-mail: kevin.swanepoel@forestrytas.com.au
Division of Forest Management, Planning Branch

Forestry Tasmania

GPO Box 207, Hobart Tasmania 7001





