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Abbreviations and acronyms 

 

CRC Cooperative Research Centre 

DPIPWE Department of Primary Industries, Parks, Water and Environment  

DSG Department of State Growth  (created in 2014, incorporating the Department 

of Infrastructure, Energy and Resources and the Department of Economic 

Development, Tourism and the Arts) 

FIAT Forest Industries Association of Tasmania 

FPA Forest Practices Authority 

FPAC Forest Practices Advisory Council 

FPO Forest Practices Officer 

FPP forest practices plan 

FT Forestry Tasmania 

IBRA Interim Biogeographic Region for Australia  

NRM regional Natural Resource Management organisations 

PTPZL Permanent Timber Production Zone Land (previously State forest) 

PTR private timber reserve 

RFA Regional Forest Agreement 

TFA Threatened Fauna Advisor 

TGD Tasmanian Geoconservation Database 

TPA Threatened Fauna Advisor 

The Act The Forest Practices Act 1985 

The Code The Forest Practices Code 

TSS Threatened Species Section, DPIPWE 

UTas University of Tasmania 
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The Tasmanian forest practices system 

The Forest Practices Authority (FPA) is the 

independent statutory body established by 

the Parliament of Tasmania under the Forest 

Practices Act 1985 to regulate forest practices 

in Tasmania. The forest practices system 

applies to forest practices that are undertaken 

on both public (mainly Permanent Timber 

Production Zone Land) and private land.  

The Tasmanian forest practices system 

operates primarily through the Forest 

Practices Act and the associated Forest 

Practices Code. The system also takes account 

of other legislation and policies, including the 

Tasmanian Regional Forest Agreement 1997 

and the Permanent Native Forest Estate 

Policy.  

The system is based on a co-regulatory 

approach, combining self-management by the 

industry and independent monitoring and 

enforcement by the FPA. Forest Practices 

Officers (FPOs) are employed within the 

industry and trained and authorised by the 

FPA to plan, supervise, monitor and report on 

forest practices.  

FPA staff provide advice on regulatory and 

technical matters, including requirements to 

manage natural and cultural values. The FPA 

also monitors forest practices to ensure that 

standards are being met. Corrective action is 

taken where required and penalties are 

imposed for serious breaches. 

The forest practices system aims to foster 

cooperation amongst all stakeholders, 

including the government, landowners, the 

forest industry and the broader community. 

There is an emphasis on planning, training, 

education and continuing improvement. 

  

The FPA’s Manager of Earth Sciences and Cultural Heritage (right) conducts an exercise on identifying soil 

profiles during the Forest Practices Officer Training Course run in 2015 
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One of the objectives of the forest practices system is an emphasis on ‘research, review and continuing 

improvement’. In 2015, the FPA’s Ecologist, Anne Chuter, monitored the effectiveness of management 

prescriptions for the rare Acacia pataczekii and found seedlings (circled above left) growing on a snig track 

that was used for harvesting in 2007. The FPA’s Research Biologist, Dr Amy Koch (above right), also 

assessed the health of ‘old growth’ Acacia pataczekii trees retained within a coupe at Roses Tier 

Forest practices, defined by the Forest 

Practices Act, are: 

 harvesting native forests and 

plantations 

 establishing native forests and 

plantations 

 clearing and converting forests and 

threatened non-forest native 

vegetation communities  

 constructing roads and quarries for 

the above purposes  

  harvesting treeferns. 

The objective of the Tasmanian forest 

practices system is set down in Schedule 7 of 

the Forest Practices Act: 

The objective of the State’s forest practices 

system is to achieve sustainable management 

of Crown and private forests with due care for 

the environment and taking into account 

social, economic and environmental outcomes 

while delivering, in a way that is as far as 

possible self-funding– 

(a) an emphasis on self-regulation; and 

(b) planning before forest operations; and 

(c) delegated and decentralized approvals for 

forest practices plans and other forest 

practices matters; and 

(d) a forest practices code which provides 

practical standards for forest management, 

timber harvesting and other forest operations; 

and 

(e) an emphasis on consultation and 

education; and 

(ea) an emphasis on research, review and 

continuing improvement; and 

(eb) the conservation of threatened native 

vegetation communities; and 

(f) provision for the rehabilitation of land in 

cases where the forest practices code is 

contravened; and 

(g) an independent appeal process; and 

(h) through the declaration of private timber 

reserves – a means by which private land 

holders are able to ensure the security of their 

forest resources. 
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The year in brief 2015–16  

 Forestry activities for 2015–16 as reported through the forest practices system 

remained at a low level compared to historical activity in Tasmania.  

 Specialists from the Forest Practices Authority (FPA) provided advice on natural and 

cultural values in response to 305 notifications (347 were lodged last year) lodged by 

Forest Practices Officers (FPOs). The FPA’s specialists collaborated with other 

experts from government agencies and universities to develop advice, and carry out 

research and monitoring and other activities. 

 FPOs certified 475 forest practices plans (FPPs) (591 plans last year), totalling 

27 376 hectares (31 682 hectares last year) on public and private land. Of these 

FPPs, 83 were for native forest and 290 were for plantation operations. 

 FPPs were certified for the following: 

o 53 hectares of new plantations on previously cleared land. This year 40 

hectares of new plantations were established on cleared native forest sites 

(76 hectares last year)  

o the conversion of 3354 hectares (2677 hectares last year) of plantations to 

non-forest use, primarily agriculture  

o the conversion of 524 hectares (2160 hectares last year) of native forest to 

other uses, resulting in a decrease of 0.02 per cent in the area of Tasmania’s 

native forest during 2015–16. 

 The cumulative decrease in the area of Tasmania’s native forest between 1996 and 

2016 is 157 171 hectares or 4.9 per cent of the estimated 1996 native forest estate.  

 The net effect of FPPs for clearing and new plantings of forest in Tasmania in 2015–

16 was an overall decrease in the total area of forest by 3869 hectares during the 

year (last year there was a decrease of 4535 hectares). 

 The annual assessment conducted by the FPA found that the implementation and 

effectiveness of FPPs across all land tenures were generally above the nominated 

standards for the majority of factors being assessed. 

 Six (three last year) prescribed fines totalling $13 000 ($3500 last year) were 

imposed for offences under the Forest Practices Act 1985. 

 There were no new prosecutions (none last year) under the Forest Practices Act 1985. 

 The FPA raised $756 000 from transactions ($644 000 last year) which met its 

statutory requirement for self-funding. 
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Report of the Chair, 

Forest Practices Authority 

 

 

On behalf of the Board of the Forest Practices Authority (FPA), I am pleased as the Chair to 

present the Annual Report for 2015–16. The past year has been one of change, renewal and 

review.  

With the benefit of considerable work undertaken by the previous Board, the new Board has 

commenced a progressive review process on the provisions of the Forest Practices Act 1985 

and Regulations, the Forest Practices Code, and associated policies, which govern the 

conduct of forest practices in the state. The Board is also considering how the forest 

practices regulatory system interacts with the state’s land use planning system, and the 

regulatory system established to protect endangered species. 

Any such review must be underpinned by robust science and practical application, and in 

this regard in its work to date the Board has had the benefit of the advice of the professional 

staff of the FPA and the Forest Practices Advisory Council. 

Membership of the Board 

During the past year, save for one member, Steve Luttrell, the membership of the Board of 

the FPA has changed. The new Board members appointed from 1 July 2015 were Cheryl 

Arnol, John Hickey, Alex Schaap, and me. David Gatenby joined the Board on 15 December 

2015 and Peter Volker, on his appointment as Chief Forest Practices Officer (CFPO), joined 

the Board on 5 April 2016. 

Board members are to be thanked for the diligence and commitment that they have shown 

to the work of the Board and their approach to the sometimes complex matters that the 

Board must address in its regulatory role.  

The Board wishes to acknowledge the outstanding service of Angus MacNeil, who acted as 

the CFPO from 1 February 2015 to 4 April 2016, was also a member of the Board, and 

continued his substantive responsibilities as the Business Administration Manager for the 

FPA. 

Staff of the FPA 

The Board greatly appreciates the professional advice and dedication of the FPA’s expert 

staff to both the immediate work of the Board and for the specialist advice that they provide 

to those professionals practising in the Tasmanian forest sector. 
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Forest practices plans (FPPs) 

Under s. 4E(1)(b) of the Forest Practices Act, the FPA reports that the implementation and 

effectiveness of FPPs on public and private land were above the nominated standards.   

Permanent native forest estate 

The FPA reports, under s. 4C(fa) of the Forest Practices Act, that Tasmania’s native forest 

estate has been maintained in accordance with the Tasmanian Government Policy on the 

Maintenance of a Permanent Native Forest Estate. The area of native forest as at 30 June 

2016 was equivalent to 95.1 per cent of the native forest area that existed in 1996.  

Self-regulation 

In accordance with s. 4E(1)(a) of the Forest Practices Act, a high level of self-regulation has 

been achieved on public land and on private land that is subject to operations undertaken by 

forestry companies. A lower standard was achieved by some smaller independent operators 

and the Board is investigating this further with a view to improving forest practices in all 

sectors. 

The FPA is pleased to report that high rates of lodgement of compliance reports and high 

levels of compliance with FPPs have been sustained. The FPA will continue to pursue 

applicants who have not lodged certificates by the due date based on assessment of risk. 

Funding 

In accordance with s. 4E(1)(a) of the Forest Practices Act, the FPA reports that the forest 

practices system satisfied the principle of self-funding in 2015–16. 

The independent regulatory functions of the FPA were funded by the income received under 

s. 44 of the Forest Practices Act in 2015–16. 

On behalf of the Board of the Forest Practices Authority, I offer my congratulations to Peter 

Volker, Angus MacNeil and the staff of the FPA for another year in which the high standards 

of the FPA have been upheld, despite many difficult challenges. 

John Ramsay 

Chair, Board of the Forest Practices Authority

 

John Ramsay (left), the Chair of the Board of 

the FPA, discussing pine harvest operations 

on private land in the Florentine Valley with 

Norske Skog staff during a field trip in 

February 2016. Pine harvest in this highly 

productive area requires special care 

because of the presence of caves, sinkholes 

and underground streams in the limestone 

terrain. Caves also provide habitat for native 

fauna. The FPA has worked closely with 

Norske Skog staff to develop suitable 

prescriptions for harvest and revegetation 
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Report of the  

Chief Forest Practices Officer 

 

 

There have been some significant changes in the FPA this year; I commenced as CFPO on  

5 April 2016 and a substantially new Board commenced on 1 July 2015 with John Ramsay as 

Chair. 

I take this opportunity to thank Angus MacNeil for his dedication as Acting CFPO and his 

diligence in taking on the many duties of the CFPO as well as continuing to manage the day-

to-day business affairs of the FPA. Angus has returned to his position as Business 

Administration Manager and his contribution to the FPA and corporate knowledge is valued 

by the Board, FPA staff and forest industry. 

My experience in the forest practices system dates back to the early 1990s when I undertook 

training as a Forest Practices Officer (Planning). I was appointed to the then Forest Practices 

Board and the Board of Private Forests Tasmania in 1997 in the role as a person with 

expertise in forest science.  I resigned from both Boards in November 2002 when I took up a 

position as a Research Manager with Forestry Tasmania. In 2005 I relinquished my warrant 

to be a FPO because I was not actively involved in preparing or certifying forest practices 

plans, but I maintained a close association with the forest practices system in my managerial 

roles. 

I inherit the CFPO position from predecessors including Evan Rolley, Bert Witte, Graham 

Wilkinson and Angus MacNeil. Each of them has developed the system to change with the 

times. In the early days of the system the focus was on improving the environmental 

performance of forest harvesting and regeneration practices in native forests. As the 

plantation establishment activities began to increase in the 1990s and early 2000s the 

system needed to adapt to cope with changes in land use and specific activities associated 

with plantation management.   

In recent times there has been pressure on the system to deal with clearing and conversion 

for agriculture and urban development. In particular, the management of threatened native 

vegetation, threatened species and implementation of the Permanent Native Forest Estate 

Policy have increased the workload for FPA staff – especially in the Biodiversity Program. 

The forest practices system in Tasmania is widely recognised nationally and internationally 

as one of the best systems in the world. It has delivered improvements in forest practices 

and has proved to be adaptable to changing legal, social, environmental and economic 

requirements.   

The FPA commenced a process of review of the Forest Practices Act 1985 and Forest 

Practices Regulations 2007 to improve and optimise regulatory functions, deal with 

anomalies and reduce red and green tape where possible. The Regulations are due to expire 
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in April 2017. The Forest Practices Advisory Council provides advice to the FPA on proposed 

changes. 

On 1 July 2015 a new Forest Practices Code was released which incorporated a ‘Guiding 

policy for the operation of the Forest Practices Code’. The Forest Practices Code is the key 

document which guides the way forest practices are regulated. Forest practices plans turn 

Code provisions into operational prescriptions for individual forest operations. 

Procedures for managing Aboriginal cultural heritage when preparing forest practices plans 

were published in April. These add to the suite of documents published by the FPA to assist 

in the preparation of forest practices plans. 

In 2009 the FPA published a list of key recommendations resulting from a comprehensive 

review of the Code based on the biodiversity provisions. These are yet to be incorporated in 

the Code. The FPA commenced working on a timetable for a comprehensive review of the 

Code which will not only address these recommendations, but will also examine the 

structure and content of the Code. 

  

The FPA published the Procedures 

for managing Aboriginal cultural 

heritage when preparing forest 

practices plans in April, providing 

guidelines for forest planners 

undertaking surveys for Aboriginal 

heritage. Training in Aboriginal 

heritage is required to inspect 

Aboriginal site databases. This year 

Aboriginal Heritage Tasmania (AHT) 

agreed to provide the training 

required, and AHT staff working with 

members of Aboriginal communities 

assisted with the training in Hobart 

(two one-day courses) and 

Launceston (three one-day courses). 

Over 100 FPOs and two Tasmania 

Fire Service staff took part in the 

course which included a hands-on 

session examining Aboriginal 

artefacts (left) 
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The FPA endorsed a trial for a simplified forest practices plan process for small planted 

woodlots to increase efficiency and reduce costs for applicants. 

The FPA has been affected by the industry downturn which commenced with the onset of 

the global financial crisis in 2007 and the detrimental effect on the forest industry in 

Tasmania. A period of industry uncertainty over the last few years also had flow-on effects 

for the FPA which resulted in substantially reduced income from forest practices plan fees 

which fund the research and monitoring programs of the FPA; consequently, a number of 

experienced staff had to leave the organisation.  

It was reported last year that the number of FPOs has declined. This decline appears to have 

bottomed out and an FPO Training Course was well attended this year as were a number of 

refresher courses. People with lapsed FPO authorisation returning to the industry are 

required to demonstrate competence to the FPA before they are endorsed to commence on 

official FPO duties. 

The forest industry recovery is leading to an improved financial outlook for the FPA. Angus 

MacNeil is to be congratulated for keeping tight control of the finances in the past few years, 

giving the FPA a good platform for the future. The improved financial position will not only 

enable the FPA to increase its research and monitoring capacity in coming years, but should 

enable recruitment of key staff in business support and technical roles to improve service to 

FPOs and the forestry sector. 

The FPA bade farewell to Compliance Manager Michael Schofield, and Forest Practices 

Advisor Ann La Sala, who both resigned to pursue other opportunities. Both had given many 

years of valuable work to the FPA in difficult roles. Tim Leaman has been appointed as 

Compliance Manager after serving as a Forest Ecologist in the FPA Biodiversity Program, and 

the recruitment process commenced for a Forest Practices Adviser and an Earth Scientist. 

The FPA, FPA staff, FPOs, personnel in the forest industry and forest owners strive to 

maintain the highest standards of work and compliance in a system that is complex, 

sophisticated and based on continual improvement and cooperation between all parties. 

Continued communication with all stakeholders in Tasmania’s forests is important to 

maintaining the integrity of the forest practices system. 

I look forward to maintaining the high standards set by my predecessors and implementing 

continual improvement of the forest practices system so that Tasmanians can be proud of 

the forest industry, in the knowledge that we maintain the best balance of social, economic 

and environmental management possible. 

Peter Volker 

Chief Forest Practices Officer 
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1 Independent regulation functions report 

1.1 Forest Practices Act 1985 

There were no changes to the Forest Practices Act 1985 or Forest Practices Regulations 2007 

during 2015–16. 

1.2 Forest Practices Code 

The issue, purpose, amendment and objection to amendment of the Forest Practices Code is 

dealt with in Part IV of the Forest Practices Act 1985.  

The Code prescribes the manner in which forest practices shall be conducted so as to 

provide reasonable protection to the environment. The following forest practices are 

covered: 

 the establishment and maintenance of forests including standards to be complied 
with in the restocking of land with trees 

 the harvesting of timber or the clearing of trees 

 the construction of roads and other works connected with the establishment of 
forests, the clearing of trees or the growing or harvesting of timber. 

The provision of reasonable protection to the environment includes visual landscape 

management and the control of soil erosion. 

The Code may apply generally or in specified areas or may apply differently according to 

such factors as may be specified in the Code or according to such limitations or restrictions, 

whether as to time or circumstance or otherwise, as may be so specified. 

The Code may authorise any matter or thing to be from time to time determined, applied, or 

regulated by a Forest Practices Officer. 

Previous versions of the Code have been issued in 1987, 1993 and 2000. The Code is legally 

enforceable under the Forest Practices Act for both public and private forests. The current 

version of the Code took effect from 1 July 2015, when the Forest Practices Code 2015 was 

issued. 

Subsequent to the issue of the Code, three minor amendments were made: 

1. On 8 July 2015 guidance on the interpretation and application of part of section C4.2 

was issued. 

2. On 4 April 2016 an administrative amendment was issued to include a footnote on 

page 47 referencing the above interpretation of section C4.2. 

3. On 4 April 2016 a page was issued to clarify a reference to Table 1 in the ‘Guiding 

Policy for the Operations of the Forest Practices Code’ 

The Code, including the amendments, can be downloaded from the FPA’s website. 

http://www.fpa.tas.gov.au/__data/assets/pdf_file/0020/58115/Forest_Practices_Code_2000.pdf
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1.3 Forest practices plans 

Forest practices plans (FPPs) are required for all forest practices on public and private land, 

other than for exemptions prescribed in the Forest Practices Regulations 2007 which are 

available from the Tasmanian Legislation website. The publication A guide to planning 

approvals for forestry in Tasmania (available on the FPA’s website) provides further 

information on the regulations and the process of preparing an FPP. 

FPPs provide a definition and summary of the operation. They also include prescriptions for 

the management of natural and cultural values, planned harvest systems, and reforestation. 

Most forest owners engage a planner to prepare their FPP, identifying the natural and 

cultural values that may require management in the forest operation. The FPA’s planning 

tools and specialists provide advice based on regulatory requirements and the results of 

research and monitoring, which sometimes involves field visits and liaison with other 

experts. The planned FPP is submitted to an FPO with the appropriate delegation, and may 

be certified, amended or refused where the proposed operations do not comply with the 

Code. 

Forestry operations may also need approval from local government, if required under the 

relevant planning scheme and if the land is not a private timber reserve (PTR) or Permanent 

Timber Production Zone Land (PTPZL).  

The FPA’s Earth Sciences and Cultural Heritage Manager, Peter McIntosh (left), discussing stream 

management for a coupe in the Arve forest with a Forest Practices Officer 

http://www.thelaw.tas.gov.au/tocview/index.w3p;cond=all;doc_id=%2B18%2B2007%2BAT%40EN%2B20121005000000;histon=;prompt=;rec=;term=forest%20practices%20regulations
http://www.fpa.tas.gov.au/
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1.3.1 Details of forest practices plans certified in 2015–16 

Table 1.3.1 Number of FPPs certified in 2015–16 by type and certifying FPO for private 

property and public land1 

Certifying 

FPO 

Quarry plans Roading plans Harvesting plans (including 

reforestation where appropriate) 

Reforestation 

plans on cleared 

land 

Total % 

Native forest Plantations 

Private Public Private Public Private Public Private Public Private Public 

Consultants   1  34 2 65 2 2  106 22.3 

Forest 

companies 
  30 2 2 7 117 35 18  211 44.4 

Forestry 

Tasmania 
 1 2 43  36 3 68   153 32.2 

Private 

Forests 

Tasmania 

  1 2 1 1     5 1.1 

Total  1 34 47 37 46 185 105 20  475  

%  0.2 7.2 9.9 7.8 9.7 38.9 22.1 4.2    
1 Public land includes PTPZL (known as State forest up to November 2013) 

 

Table 1.3.2 Native forests: area (hectares) of operations covered by FPPs certified in 

2015–16 by harvesting method, future land use and tenure 

 
Partial 

logging1 

Clearfelling followed by: 

Total3 
Regeneration by 

seeding 

Plantation 
Non-forest 

land use2 
Eucalypt Pine 

Public land4 
2640 1819 0 0 57 4516 

Private property 
1681 86 40 0 423 2230 

Total 
4321 1905 40 0 480 6746 

1 thinning, retention of advanced growth, seedtrees, or shelterwood, group or single tree selection 
2 clearing, primarily for agriculture and infrastructure, including roads 
3 losses resulting from dam works permits issued under the Water Management Act 1999 (4.19 hectares in 2015–16) 
are not covered by FPPs and are not therefore included in this table but are included under the data for the Permanent 
Forest Estate in section 2.8 and Appendix 4 of this report 
4 Public land includes PTPZL (known as State forest up to November 2013) 
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Table 1.3.3 Plantations: area (hectares) of operations covered by FPPs certified in 

2015–16 by harvesting method, future land use and tenure 

 

Existing plantations 

New 

plantations on 

cleared land 

Total 

Thinning 

Clearfelling followed by: 

Plantation Native forest1 
Non-forest 

use 

Public land2 3943 1618 35 83 8 5687 

Private property 1297 10261 29 3311 45 14943 

Total 5240 11879 64 3394 53 20630 

1 Largely from the rehabilitation of streamside reserves in pine plantations which were established prior to the Forest 
Practices Code 
2 Public land includes PTPZL 
 

 

Figure 1.3.1 Area of forest by various treatments from 2001–2016  
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1.3.2 Harvesting of treeferns 

The harvesting of treeferns (Dicksonia antarctica) is regulated under the Forest Practices Act 

and all harvesting of treeferns for export must be conducted in accordance with a 

management plan approved by the governments of Tasmania and Australia. A revised 

management plan became effective in 2012.  

Under the Act, all treeferns must have tags issued by the FPA affixed to their stems prior to 

removal from a harvesting area. These tags must remain on the stems at all times to ensure 

that the origin of treeferns can be tracked to approved harvesting areas. Table 1.3.4 

provides details on the harvesting of treeferns in 2014–15 and 2015–16. Revenue from the 

sale of treefern tags (see section 4 of this report) is used to fund regulatory activities and 

research into the longer term sustainability of treefern harvesting.   

Table 1.3.4 The number of FPPs certified which included treefern harvesting 

prescriptions  

Region 
Number of FPPs certified including 

treefern harvesting prescription 
Number of treefern tags issued 

Financial year 2014–15 2015–16 2014–151 2015–162 

Total 4 11 11 014 13 086 

1. Made up of 4150 tags issued for stems less than 30 cm length and 6864 issued for stems greater than 30 cm length 
2. Made up of 4190 tags issued for stems less than 30 cm length and 8896 issued for stems greater than 30 cm length 

1.4 Three-year plans 

The Forest Practices Act provides for lodgement with the FPA of three-year plans for 

operations showing the location of each operation, the volume to be harvested and the 

carting routes to be used. Such plans are required from companies that have harvested, or 

caused to be harvested, more than 100 000 tonnes of timber in the preceding year. 

Summaries of the plans are sent to relevant local government authorities as a basis for 

consultation on the location of planned harvesting. 

Industry representatives convene regional meetings with representatives of local 

government each autumn to facilitate discussion regarding cartage routes and expected 

tonnages, and any other matters of concern to local government. 

In recent years, preparation of plans has been difficult due to the uncertainty associated 

with the loss of markets and changes in resource security.  

The FPA reports that the requirement to lodge three-year plans was met in 2015–16 to the 

extent that was possible given the current uncertain wood scheduling environment. Three-

year plans have been lodged with the FPA this year by Forestry Tasmania, Forico, Norske 

Skog and Timberlands Pacific. 
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1.5 Statutory reports 

1.5.1 ‘State of the forests Tasmania’ report 

Τhe FPA is required under s. 4Z of the Forest Practices Act to produce a report every five 

years on the state of the forests. The FPA, in collaboration with other governmental 

agencies, compiles a report on the sustainability indicators that have been agreed between 

the Tasmanian and Australian governments under the Montreal Process Criteria and 

Indicators Framework. This report forms the basis of the State of the forests Tasmania 

report. The latest report was completed in 2012 and covers the period 2007–11. The report 

and the illustrated booklet are available from the FPA’s website. The next report is due in 

2017. 

1.5.2 Forest practices report 

The FPA is required under s. 4ZA of the Forest Practices Act to review the operation of the 

forest practices system, including the provisions and operation of the Forest Practices Code, 

and to provide a report every five years. The last report was published in the FPA’s annual 

report for 2011–12. The next report is due in 2017. 

1.6 Private timber reserves 

Private timber reserves (PTRs) were created by the Tasmanian Parliament in 1985 to enable 

landowners to have their land dedicated for long-term forest management. The legislation 

provides that forestry activities on the land are subject to a single, consistent, state-wide 

system of planning and regulation through the Forest Practices Act. PTR applications during 

2015–16 are summarised below.  

Table 1.6.1 Number and area of private timber reserves, 2015–16 and progressive total 

 
1 July 2015– 

30 June 2016 

Progressive total to 

30 June 2016* 

Applications approved by FPA 5  2173 

Private timber reserves revoked 32  329  

Total net area gazetted (hectares) 

–1196  442 623 

(down from  

444 206 at  

30/06/15)  

*The progressive total contains adjustments to figures in previous periods. Progressive totals are adjusted primarily because 

original applications to declare areas as PTRs have in some cases been followed in later years by an application to revoke part 

or all of the area declared as a PTR. In addition, this year the PTR database was amended to correct some previous figures. 

Four years ago the number of revocations exceeded the number of new approvals for the 

first time since PTRs were introduced in 1985. This trend continued in 2015–16 due to 

landowners deciding to convert plantation land back to agricultural use and place some 

areas of native forest under conservation covenants. 

http://www.fpa.tas.gov.au/
http://www.fpa.tas.gov.au/__data/assets/pdf_file/0004/111595/FPA_2011-12_annual_report.pdf
http://www.fpa.tas.gov.au/__data/assets/pdf_file/0004/111595/FPA_2011-12_annual_report.pdf
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1.7 Monitoring of compliance 

Monitoring of compliance is carried out at three levels under the forest practices system: 

1. Routine monitoring of operations by FPOs trained and appointed by the FPA and 

employed by forest managers. This level of monitoring is often undertaken as part of 

formal environmental management systems and forest certification, which also 

involve third-party audits. 

2. Formal reporting on compliance under s. 25A of the Forest Practices Act (see section 

1.7.1 below). This is required for all FPPs and is usually done by qualified FPOs. 

3. Independent monitoring of a representative sample of FPPs in accordance with  

s. 4E(1)(b) of the Forest Practices Act (see section 1.7.2 below). This is performed 

annually by the FPA. 

The FPA’s monitoring and assessment protocols and investigation and enforcement 

protocols can be found on the FPA’s website.  

1.7.1 Compliance reports 

The Forest Practices Act requires a compliance report to be lodged with the FPA within 

30 days of the completion of each discrete phase of operation prescribed within an FPP and 

a final compliance report to be lodged with the FPA within 30 days of the expiry of the plan. 

These reports must be lodged by the person who applied for the plan. The FPA requires 

these reports to be verified by an FPO and to provide statements within one of the following 

categories:  

 FPP fully complied with: 

o Fully complied with – this means that all provisions of the plan were fully 

complied with. 

 FPP not fully complied with: 

o No further action recommended – generally the operation was changed in a 

manner that did not result in any long-term environmental harm; e.g. the 

stocking standard in a plantation was below the target specified in the FPP, 

but still adequate to meet stocking standards.  

o Matter resolved through corrective action – generally the FPO undertaking 

the compliance check has detected non-compliance and has issued a notice 

under the Forest Practices Act to require corrective action to ensure 

compliance with the plan, e.g. improved regeneration treatments or 

stabilising disused access tracks. Follow-up monitoring is undertaken by the 

FPO and a final report provided to the FPA. 

o Further investigation required – generally a non-compliance issue has 

occurred that requires further investigation and action by the FPA, e.g. 

environmental harm has occurred or a required corrective action has not 

been undertaken. 

 FPP operations did not commence.  

http://www.fpa.tas.gov.au/__data/assets/pdf_file/0010/58087/Monitoring_and_assessment_protocols.pdf
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Where compliance reports are not lodged on time, the FPA issues the applicant of the plan 

with a notice under s. 41 of the Act to require the lodgement of the report. Failure to comply 

with a notice under the Act can result in the FPA undertaking compliance checks at a cost to 

the applicant, or legal proceedings, consistent with the FPA’s Investigation and enforcement 

protocols, which can be downloaded from the FPA’s website. 

Table 1.7.1 below includes the reports on each discrete phase of operation within each FPP. 

For the period of reporting, 1371 reports from 578 FPPs were lodged, of which 74 plans had 

one or more non-compliant phase.   

Table 1.7.1 Compliance reports for all discrete operational phases due for lodgement 

with the FPA as at 30 June 2016 

 

Applicant 
Reports 

due 
Reports lodged 

 

No 

activity 

Compliance (for reports lodged where activity commenced) 

Fully 

complied 

with 

Not fully complied with 

No further 

action 

Corrective 

action 

Further  

investigation 

Forestry Tasmania 973 972 99.9% 95 866 98.6% 10 1.1% 0 0% 1 0.1% 

Independent private 

property 

195 74 38.3% 2 66 34.2% 1 0.5% 2 1% 3 1.6% 

Timberlands Pacific  136 128 94.1% 8 116 90.6% 2 1.6% 0 0% 2 1.6% 

Gunns1 135 50 37% 0 49 36.3% 86* 63.7% 0 0% 0 0% 

Forico 84 84 100% 4 79 98.8% 1 1.3% 0 0% 0 0% 

Norske Skog 53 53 100% 0 52 98.1% 1 1.9% 0 0% 0 0% 

AKS Forest Solutions  10 10 100% 2 6 75% 2 25% 0 0% 0 0% 

DPIPWE/Crown 

Land Services 

7 3 42.9% 0 3 42.9% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 

SFM 7 7 100% 0 7 100% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 

Pentarch Forestry 

Services 

7 1 14.3% 0 1 14.3% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 

Total or average % 1609 1371 91.3% 108 1240 82.6% 100 6.7% 2 0.1% 6 0.4% 

1 The large number of certificates lodged as ‘No further action recommended’ (* in table) by Gunns in this year represent 

Gunns’ plans which were not adopted by Forico. On 25 September 2012 Gunns went into voluntary administration and 

Receivers and Managers were appointed. On 5 March 2013 liquidators were appointed. 

The FPA is pleased to report that high rates of lodgement of compliance reports and high 

levels of compliance with FPPs have been sustained. The FPA will continue to pursue 

applicants who have not lodged certificates by the due date based on assessment of risk. 

http://www.fpa.tas.gov.au/__data/assets/pdf_file/0010/58087/Monitoring_and_assessment_protocols.pdf
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1.7.2 Independent assessment of forest practices plans 

The annual assessment program is the means by which the FPA meets its statutory 

obligations under s. 4E(1)(b) of the Forest Practices Act which states that the FPA must, at 

least once each financial year, ‘assess the implementation and effectiveness of a 

representative sample of forest practices plans’.  

To this end, the FPA conducts systematic assessments of FPPs to evaluate performance 

against the requirements of the Forest Practices Act and the Forest Practices Code.  

The annual assessment program has been developed in line with the Australian Standard 

AS/NZS ISO 19011:2003: Guidelines for quality and/or environmental management systems 

auditing. In line with ISO 19011, the annual assessment program is periodically reviewed to 

identify areas of improvement. The FPA’s Monitoring and assessment protocols can be 

viewed on the FPA’s website.  

The formal assessment process is based on a random sample of certified FPPs selected from 

the FPA’s FPP database. The 2015–16 assessment program selected certified FPPs at various 

stages of completion in the three years prior to 1 July 2015.  

The assessment program assessed 57 FPPs, covering: 

 all aspects of forest planning and operational practices under the Forest Practices 

Act, including cable harvesting and quarries 

 a representative sample of FPPs undertaken by companies and agencies, and 

individual forest owners or managers 

 FPPs prepared by a range of FPOs who had certified plans during the nominated 

period; a total of 31 certifying FPOs were assessed during the program. 

Assessments determine the quality of planning, implementation and reporting against 

prescriptions within each FPP and the Forest Practices Code.  

The 2015–16 assessments were based on questions concerning 11 categories covering 87 

standards defined in the Forest Practices Code. Previously the assessments were based on 

139 standards. The change to 87 standards was a combination of removing duplicate 

standards and updating the standards to reflect changes in the forest practices system, 

including compliance reporting and the requirement to upload FPPs to the FPA’s online FPP 

Coverpage database.  

Assessment was based on a performance rating score (Appendix 3). The state-wide 

performance rating is determined as the weighted mean of the total sample. This score 

provides a measure of performance against the standards set by the FPA.  

Potential breaches of the Forest Practices Act and/or the Forest Practices Code identified 

through the assessment program are independently investigated by the FPA and subject to 

enforcement actions as detailed in section 1.9 of this report. 

http://www.fpa.tas.gov.au/__data/assets/pdf_file/0010/58087/Monitoring_and_assessment_protocols.pdf
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Six assessors were used during the 2015–16 program: 

 Mr Tim Leaman, the FPA’s Compliance Manager, is an ecologist with over 10 years of 

experience in forestry. Mr Leaman had primary responsibility for ensuring the 

efficient and effective conduct and conclusion of the annual program, in accordance 

with the assessment scope and plan as defined under protocols and instructions. 

 Mr Mick Schofield, previously the FPA’s Compliance Manager, has over 15 years of 

experience in forestry. 

 Ms Ann La Sala, previously the FPA’s Forest Practices Advisor, has over 20 years of 

experience in forestry.  

 Mr David Tucker is an independent forestry consultant with over 40 years of 

experience in forestry and forest assessment in Tasmania. 

 Mr Tony O’Malley is an independent forestry consultant with over 30 years of 

experience in forestry and forest assessment in Tasmania. 

 Mr Terry Ware is an independent forestry consultant with over 30 years of 

experience in forestry and forest assessment in Tasmania. 

1.7.2.1 Summary of the results  

A summary of the various facets of forest operations assessed is provided in Table 1.7.2. 

Summaries of the program outcomes are calculated as the weighted mean of the 

performance rating within each category and are provided in Figure 1.7.1 (mean 

performance rating for all assessments by category) and Figure 1.7.2 (mean performance 

rating for all assessments by category and tenure).  

  
The FPA’s previous Compliance 

Manager Mick Schofield, who left the 

FPA in January 2016, assesses a 

culvert for compliance with the 

Forest Practices Code 



Forest Practices Authority Annual Report 2015–16 

     Page 23 of 130    D16/225617 

Table 1.7.2 Coverage of the 2015–16 full assessments  

 PTPZL  Industrial forest 

companies  

Independent forest 

owners and Crown 

land other than 

PTPZL 

Total  

No. of assessments  24 10 23 57 

No. of certifying 

FPOs assessed1  

12 6 12 30 

Operation 

Roading  13 2 10 25 

Harvesting  19 6 22 37 

Reforestation2  15 3 8 26 

Forest type 

Softwood 

plantation  

5 4 6 15 

Hardwood 

plantation  

5 6 4 15 

Native forest – 

clearfelled  

8 0 7 15 

Native forest – 

partial logging  

6 0 5 11 

Reforestation 

Softwood 

plantation  

5 4 6 15 

Hardwood 

plantation  

5 6 1 12 

Native forest3  14 0 5 19 

Conversion – non-

forest  

0 0 11 11 

1 Some FPOs are assessed in more than one category. 
2 Reforestation includes thinning operations.   
3 Reforestation is assessed in more than one category, including reforestation of riparian zones in plantations. 
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Figure 1.7.1 Mean performance rating for all assessments by category 2015–16 

 

 

Figure 1.7.2 Mean performance rating for all assessments by category and forest 

manager 2015–16 

Individual performance ratings by tenure 

A total of 2472 individual forest planning and operational questions were assessed across 57 

FPPs. An analysis of the performance rating for each question by tenure (Table 1.7.3) 

indicates that, on average, 93 per cent of operations received a score of three:  

 94.7 per cent on PTPZL 

 93.5 per cent for industrial forest companies  

 91.6 per cent for independent forest owners on private property.  
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Table 1.7.3 Percentage of performance rating recorded for all individual questions 

scored for each operation by tenure in 2015–16 

Tenure/rating 
1 (Un- 

acceptable) 

2 (Below 

sound) 
3 (Sound) 

PTPZL 1.2% 4.1% 94.7% 

Industrial (private) 0.3% 6.1% 93.5% 

Independent (private) 1.4% 7.0% 91.6% 

 

Table 1.7.4 provides a summary of results for operations by the various applicants that were 

included in the random sample of FPPs in 2015–16. 

 

Table 1.7.4 Percentage of performance rating recorded for all individual questions 

scored for each operation by applicant in 2015–16 (plans in brackets)  

Applicant/rating 
1 (Un- 

acceptable) 

2 (Below 

sound) 
3 (Sound) 

Forestry Tasmania (18) 1.0% 3.9% 95.1% 

Forico (6) 0.4% 7.3% 92.4% 

Norske Skog (4) 0.0% 0.0% 100% 

Timberlands Pacific (5) 2.0% 5.0% 93.0% 

Independent (24) 1.5% 7.4% 90.8% 

 

1.7.2.2  Comments on standards achieved 

Under s. 4E(1)(b) of the Forest Practices Act, the FPA reports that the implementation and 

effectiveness of FPPs on public and private land were above the nominated standards.   
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1.8 Monitoring of the permanent native forest estate  

The FPA is required to implement and report on the maintenance of the permanent native 

forest estate under s. 4C of the Forest Practices Act. Appendix 4 provides details of the policy 

and the data for all of the forest communities within Tasmania’s bioregions. 

 The rate of conversion decreased in 2015–16 compared to the previous couple of 

years (see Figure 1.8.1). A total of 523.5 hectares of native forest was converted to 

other land use (mainly for agriculture) compared to 2160 hectares in 2014–15. The 

areas of highest native forest conversion were in the Ben Lomond (194.6 hectares), 

Central Highlands (105.5hectares) and Freycinet (102.8 hectares) bioregions. 

 Overall, the reduction in the native forest estate over the period 1996–2016 

amounts to approximately 157 171 hectares (4.9 per cent of the estimated 1996 

native forest estate) as a result of conversion, mainly for plantations or agriculture. 

The proportion of native forest conversion by bioregion varies from 11.8 per cent 

(Woolnorth Bioregion) to 0.2 per cent (Furneaux Bioregion)  see Table 1.8.1. 

 Approximately 8.4 hectares of threatened forest communities were represented in 

FPPs certified for conversion in 2015–16.  

 The Permanent Native Forest Estate Policy originally set a bioregional threshold for 

all communities to be maintained at no less than 50 per cent retention of the 1996 

area. Concern raised by the FPA about a concentration of conversion in a number of 

communities resulted in the government amending the policy to increase this 

threshold to 75 per cent in December 2009. Table 1.8.2 shows that 12 communities 

are below the 75 per cent threshold as a result of conversion activity prior to 2009.  

 Most conversion is now for agriculture and other non-forest use and very little is for 

plantation establishment. The certification of FPPs for conversion of native forest to 

plantations virtually ceased on PTPZL in 2007.  

 The Permanent Native Forest Estate Policy states that broad-scale conversion is to 

be phased out by 1 July 2017 or when the 95 per cent state-wide threshold is 

reached (whichever is the earlier).  

Threatened native non-forest vegetation communities do not form part of the permanent 

native forest estate but any clearance or conversion of them has been subject to regulation 

under the Forest Practices Act since 2007. There has been minimal clearance and conversion 

of threatened native non-forest vegetation under FPPs since 2007.  
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Figure 1.8.1 Area of native forest converted since 2000 

 

Table 1.8.1 Loss of native forest in Tasmania and Tasmanian bioregions, relative to the 

1996 estimated extent (as revised in the 2002 State of the forests Tasmania 

report dataset)  

Bioregion 

2014–15 

Total % decrease of native 

forest since 1996 (at 

30/06/15) 

2015–16 

Total % decrease of native 

forest since 1996 (at 

30/06/16) 

Woolnorth 11.8 11.8 

Ben Lomond 9.3 9.4 

D’Entrecasteaux 5.3 5.3 

Central Highlands 4.5 4.5 

Midlands 3.5 3.5 

Freycinet 2.6 2.6 

West and South-west 0.7 0.7 

Furneaux 0.2 0.2 

State total 4.9 4.9 
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Table 1.8.2 The number of forest communities with a reduction in bioregional area of 

more than 10 per cent relative to their 1996 estimated extent (based on 

the 2002 State of the forests Tasmania report dataset) 

Bioregion Number of communities 

Number of communities with substantial reduction in 

area since 1996 

Total >10% Total >25% 

Woolnorth 35 12 1 

Ben Lomond 28 10 6 

D’Entrecasteaux 28 2 0 

Central Highlands 34 5 3 

Midlands 30 6 1 

Freycinet 33 2 1 

West and South-

west 
23 1 0 

Furneaux 6 0 0 

State total  38 12 

(Some communities identified in Appendix 4 as having losses of unrealistic magnitudes, because of significant inaccuracies in 

the 1996 mapping, have been excluded from this table.) 

The FPA reports, under s. 4C(fa) of the Forest Practices Act, that Tasmania’s native forest 

estate has been maintained in accordance with the Tasmanian Government Policy on the 

Maintenance of a Permanent Native Forest Estate. The area of native forest as at 30 June 

2016 was equivalent to 95.1 per cent of the native forest area that existed in 1996.  

1.9 Enforcement 

1.9.1 Investigations  

The FPA investigates all complaints relating to alleged breaches of the Forest Practices Act 

and the Forest Practices Code. Investigations are undertaken directly by FPA compliance 

staff, with assistance of FPA specialists when required, or by FPOs. Reports and 

recommendations are reviewed by the CFPO, and when appropriate by the Board of the FPA 

against the FPA’s Investigation and enforcement protocols. Investigations may also be 

undertaken in cooperation with other government agencies and Tasmania Police. 

Formal legal actions arising as a consequence of serious breaches identified during 

investigations are undertaken in consultation with Tasmania Police. 

http://www.fpa.tas.gov.au/__data/assets/pdf_file/0008/58085/FPA_Investigation_and_Enforcement_Protocols.pdf
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The FPA dealt with 44 investigations in 2015–16. Of the investigations, 10 were conducted 

on PTPZL, 7 on industrial private property, 3 on Crown land, and 24 on independent private 

property.  

Of the 32 investigations that were finalised, investigations with breaches related to: 

operating without a plan (7); boundary incursions (7); natural and cultural values (2); FPP 

prescriptions and the Forest Practices Code (3); and apparent breach but insufficient 

evidence or out of time to proceed with legal action (2). In the remaining 11 investigations, 

no breaches of the Act or the Forest Practices Code were found to have occurred. Outcomes 

of finalised investigations are detailed in Table 1.9.1. 

Table 1.9.1 Outcomes of completed investigations 

Outcome 2014–15* 2015–16* 

No breach  12 27% 11 35% 

Minor breach, no serious environmental harm  7 16% 8 25% 

Notice issued to require corrective action or formal 

warning given  
19 43% 4 12% 

Penalty imposed  3 7% 6 19% 

Matters resolved by the courts  0 0% 0 0% 

Apparent breach but insufficient evidence or out of 

time to proceed with legal action  
3 7% 3 9% 

Total completed investigations  44 100% 32 63% 

Investigations in progress  24  12 37% 

Total investigations (completed and in progress)  68  44  

*includes matters carried over from previous years 
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1.9.2 Notices and prosecutions 

The forest practices system is designed to achieve high environmental standards, with an 

emphasis on planning, training and education. Where issues arise, the FPA prefers that they 

are dealt with through early detection and corrective action. Corrective action may involve 

remedial action, as well as reviewing and improving systems to ensure that similar issues do 

not arise in the future.  

Education is considered critical in ensuring that individuals, companies and agencies 

understand their responsibilities under the Forest Practices Act. Consequently, where issues 

arise through a lack of knowledge, the FPA prefers to address the issue by educating the 

responsible person to prevent similar issues arising in the future. 

Where issues arise that generally reflect inadequate systems or insufficient care, or in cases 

of repeat offences, penalties are appropriate to reinforce the due diligence that all parties 

must apply when undertaking activities identified under the Forest Practices Act. 

Legal enforcement may be undertaken in several ways: 

 FPOs may give verbal or written notification (under s. 41(1)) in order to request the 

responsible person to comply with the Forest Practices Act or an FPP. Where this 

notice is not complied with, an FPO may issue a second notice in writing (under  

s. 41(2)) to direct the person to cease operations and carry out any work required to 

ameliorate any damage incurred as a result of the breach. Failure to comply with an  

s. 41(2) notice is a breach under the Forest Practices Act and can lead to 

prosecution.  

 The FPA may prosecute (lay a complaint) for failure to have operations covered by 

an FPP (s. 17), for failing to comply with an FPP (s. 21) or for failing to lodge a 

certificate of compliance (s. 25A). 

 The FPA may impose fines as an alternative to prosecution (s. 47B). 

Table 1.9.2 Legal enforcement 2011–12 to 2015–16  

 2011–12 2012–13 2013–14 2014–15 2015–16 

Formal notices issued by FPOs* 8 9 5 2 0 

Fines imposed 7 5 7 3 6 

Complaints laid 2 1 0 0 0 

* Refers to written notices and does not include verbal notices given by a FPO under s. 41 of the Forest Practices Act. 

The figures reported do not include notices issued with respect to overdue certificates of compliance or notices issued 

by FPA compliance staff conducting investigations. 
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The FPA imposed six fines under s. 47B of the Forest Practices Act in 2015–16 which totalled  

$13 000, as follows:  

 Landowner N Gerke paid a fine of $1000 for causing the clearing of trees and 

harvesting of timber on approximately 3 hectares, including high erodibility soils, 

without an FPP. 

 Landowner H Ralston paid a fine of $1000 for causing the clearing of trees and 

harvesting of timber, including threatened vegetation, without an FPP. 

 Forestry Tasmania paid a fine of $6000 for causing the harvesting of approximately 

5  hectares of timber within a wedge-tailed eagle exclusion zone contrary to FPP 

MGR0012. 

 Contractor Les Walkden Enterprises paid a fine of $1000 for causing the harvesting 

of timber contrary to the provisions of FPP JLR0173. 

 Contractor S&L Norris paid a fine of $1000 for causing the harvesting of timber 

contrary to the provisions of FPP JNB0032. 

 CI Leon paid a fine of $3000 for causing the clearing of trees on approximately 

2.6 ha, including without landowner consent, without an FPP. 

Prosecution in progress: 

 A complaint was laid against a landowner/logging contractor for causing forest 

practices contrary to the FPP, with respect to felling prescriptions. This complaint, 

laid in 2012–13, remains before the court. 

 No new complaints were laid in 2015–16. 
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1.10 Self-regulation 

The Tasmanian forest practices system is based on a co-regulatory approach, involving self-

regulation by the industry with independent monitoring and enforcement carried out by the 

FPA. The objectives of the forest practices system are outlined in Schedule 7 of the Forest 

Practices Act (listed in the section on the forest practices system at the beginning of this 

report). Self-regulation is implemented through the following processes within the forest 

practices system:  

 Preparation of FPPs. Section 18 of the Forest Practices Act provides that any person 

may prepare an FPP. The larger companies and Forestry Tasmania generally employ 

staff to meet their own requirements for the preparation of plans. Consultants 

generally service smaller companies and private landowners.  

 Certification of FPPs. FPPs are certified by accredited FPOs who hold delegated 

powers from the FPA. These FPOs are appointed by the FPA from suitably qualified 

staff employed by forestry consultants, forest companies, Forestry Tasmania and 

Private Forests Tasmania. Certification of FPPs is the process whereby an FPO must 

consider that the FPP has been prepared in accordance with the requirements of the 

Forest Practices Act, the Forest Practices Code and other relevant legislation, and 

policies and administrative instructions issued by the FPA. 

 Monitoring and inspection of forest practices. Forest practices are supervised by 

FPOs. FPOs have the power to issue notices under s. 41 of the Forest Practices Act in 

order to ensure that operations comply with the Act or with the conditions of a 

certified FPP.  

 Internal environmental audits. Some of the major companies and Forestry Tasmania 

have formal environmental audit systems, such as ISO 14001. 

 Certification schemes. Many forest owners have sustainable forestry certification in 

schemes including the Australian Forestry Standard (AFS) and the Forest 

Stewardship Council (FSC). These certification schemes have rigorous auditing 

systems. 

 Reporting on compliance under s. 25A of the Forest Practices Act. Compliance 

reports must be lodged with the FPA within 30 days of the completion of discrete 

operational phases detailed within an FPP. Such reports must be completed by an 

FPO. 

The FPA reports that, in accordance with s. 4E(1)(a) of the Forest Practices Act, a high level 

of self-regulation has been achieved on public and private land that is subject to 

operations undertaken by forestry companies. A lower standard was achieved by some 

smaller independent operators and the Board is investigating this further with a view to 

improving forest practices further in all sectors. 
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2 Research and Advisory Program report 

2.1 Biodiversity Program  

2.1.1 Advice 

Table 2.1.1 Biodiversity Program notifications in 2015–16 

This data is derived from the notification system database. The figures in brackets are the number of notifications 

responded to in 2014–15. 

The Biodiversity Program staff responded to approximately 135 requests for advice on 

biodiversity issues, received through the online notification system, from FPOs and other 

forest planners as part of FPP development between 1 July 2015 and 30 June 2016. Of these, 

61 notifications were for PTPZL, with the remainder for a mix of private operations 

(Table 2.1.1). The data in the notification database indicates that field assessments were 

undertaken for about 45 per cent of notifications. The percentage of notifications that 

included a field assessment has increased since 2014–15 (31), predominantly on private 

land. This reflects the complexity of the notifications on private land, particularly for 

operations involving priority vegetation communities or clearance and conversion of native 

forest, as defined in the Nature Conservation Act 2002.   

The number of notifications in 2015–16 decreased by approximately 10 per cent from those 

received in 2014–15 (151). This number of notifications, whilst reduced from the previous 

year, is similar to those received in 2011–12. 

Several requests for advice were complex, particularly for conversion operations on private 

land. For conversion operations a significant amount of time was spent on mapping and 

providing advice on threatened vegetation communities, and non-threatened vegetation 

communities where the clearing exceeding the thresholds in the Permanent Native Forest 

Estate Policy; as well as mapping potential habitat for threatened orchids and potential 

habitat for threatened fauna species (particularly grey goshawk, masked owl, Marrawah 

skipper and chaostola skipper). Before advice could be provided, many notifications required 

extensive consultation with DPIPWE specialists and site visits by Biodiversity Program staff. 

 PTPZL Private forest Total 

Office assessment and advice provided 

(approx) 

35(68) 37(52) 72(120) 

Field assessment and advice provided 

(approx) 

26(20) 37(11) 63 (31) 

Total notifications 61(88) 74 (63) 135 (151) 
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For native forestry operations, complex issues arose where the threatened species 

management approach agreed with DPIPWE was difficult to implement or where there was 

no agreed management approach. FPA ecologists spent considerable time working on 

habitat identification and on management advice for swift parrot, threatened flora species 

and aquatic species (e.g. swan galaxias and hydrobiid snails).  

FPA ecologists have also spent time working with Forestry Tasmania staff to assist with 

developing strategic approaches to biodiversity management, and improving internal 

management systems and processes to ensure consistency with the requirements of the 

Tasmanian forest practices system.  

Staff time has also been spent providing advice and information on other forest 

management issues relating to biodiversity values. Time spent on providing advice on the 

application of the eagle nest management provisions was significant, particularly during the 

eagle breeding season.  

A considerable amount of time was also spent throughout the year responding to advice 

requests on a wide range of biodiversity-related issues from planners, other agencies (in 

particular, eagle nest management advice to DPIPWE), consultants, students and members 

of the general public. 

The program manager and other staff also provided advice to the CFPO and specialist input 

to FPA compliance investigations in 2015–16, mainly in relation to threatened species or 

threatened vegetation communities. This included providing input to requests for legal 

advice, gathering information for right to information (RTI) requests, reviewing file notes, 

field assessments, contributing to the collection of evidence and dealing with enquiries from 

the general public. 

 

FPA Ecologist Dydee Mann investigating a potential devil den while undertaking a coupe assessment in 

the north-west of Tasmania 
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2.1.2 Planning tools and guideline development 

Development and maintenance activities in 2015–16 for planning tools available for use by 

FPOs, delivered through the FPA services section of the FPA website, included: 

 Biodiversity evaluation sheets: the biodiversity evaluation sheets are divided into 
four separate documents based on the type of operation being planned. The sheets 
are designed to help assess the risk of a forest practice to a particular biodiversity 
value. They enable documentation of information and decisions made in the 
development of management prescriptions to be included in an FPP. In 2015–16 
biodiversity staff provided training to forest planners on the use of the evaluation 
sheets when assessing the risk of a planned forest practice on biodiversity values. 
Feedback from planners was used to update the online sheets at regular intervals. 

 Biodiversity Values Database: species range boundaries and habitat descriptions 
continued to be updated as advised by DPIPWE in 2015–16 as new information 
became available. Any updates made were recorded in a database for compliance 
purposes. Edits were made to habitat descriptions or range boundaries for the 
tussock skink, masked owl, forty-spotted pardalote, Weldborough forest weevil, 
Tasmanian devil, striped marsh frog, Ptunarra brown butterfly, Miena jewel beetle, 
glossy grass skink, dwarf galaxiid and the burrowing crayfish. 
 
Threatened flora habitat descriptions were developed and added to the biodiversity 
values database in 2016–17. 

 Threatened Plant Adviser (TPA): FPA staff continued work on the development of a 

TPA in 2015–16. The TPA is a new planning tool that will provide advice on the 

management of threatened flora species within areas covered by the forest 

practices system. The TPA is intended for use by FPOs, forest planners and others 

conducting biodiversity evaluations as part of the process of developing an FPP. Like 

the Threatened Fauna Adviser, the TPA will be a web-based decision support system 

to deliver consistent management advice and determine areas or species that are a 

priority for conservation management. In 2015–16 the project team worked on 

updating threatened flora habitat descriptions, survey guidelines and developing 

draft management recommendations for threatened flora species. Updated habitat 

descriptions for all threatened flora species were released on the FPA website in 

June 2016 (see publications), and the aim is to complete a draft TPA in 2016–17. The 

project is governed by an FPA and DPIPWE project steering committee and the 

information produced by the project team will be reviewed by a Scientific Reference 

Group and a Stakeholder Reference Group in 2016–17. 

 Threatened Fauna Adviser (TFA): work on maintaining this decision support tool for 

threatened fauna management continued during 2015–16. Any feedback from 

planners or suggestions for improvements were considered by the Project Steering 

Committee before changes were made, to ensure that any changes were consistent 

with the endorsement procedures agreed between DPIPWE and FPA. Any updates 

made were recorded in a database for compliance purposes. Minor pathway and 

recommended action edits were made for eagles, giant freshwater crayfish, glossy 

grass skink, eagles, grey goshawk, southern sandstone cave cricket, spotted-tailed 

quoll, Tasmanian devil and tussock skink. 

http://www.fpa.tas.gov.au/fpa_services
http://www.fpa.tas.gov.au/fpa_services/planning_assistance/advisory_planning_tools/biodiversity_evaluation_sheet
http://www.fpa.tas.gov.au/fpa_services/planning_assistance/advisory_planning_tools/Biodiversity_values_database
http://www.fpa.tas.gov.au/fpa_services/planning_assistance/advisory_planning_tools/threatened_fauna_advisor
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 Biodiversity technical notes and planning guidelines (see publications): 

Work continued on the development of the following technical notes in 2015–16. 

Some of these required endorsement from the Board, consistent with the FPA 

document release policy.  

o Technical notes on identifying habitat for threatened frogs and masked owls 
were endorsed and made available to planners via the FPA website. 

o Further work was carried out on a draft technical note on native forest 
remnants and funding was obtained for a project on assessing the 
conservation significance of remnants. 

o Minor updates were made to the giant freshwater crayfish technical note to 
clarify the survey requirements. 

o A draft technical note on management of rocky outcrops for threatened 
flora was updated and is now ready for comment from stakeholders. 

 

FPA Research Biologist Dr Amy Koch (left) and a Forest Practices Officer discuss 
the survey method for giant freshwater crayfish habitat in a plantation 

2.1.3 Policy, reviews and input to strategic planning  

Staff were involved in the following strategic planning and review activities:  

 Landscape-scale planning  

Habitat models for some threatened fauna species were developed with staff from 

the Sustainability Section of Forestry Tasmania (FT) to facilitate landscape-scale 

planning on public land.  

An FPA/FT project was initiated to develop and implement an agreed landscape 

approach for biodiversity and threatened species on PTPZ land to facilitate 

landscape biodiversity objectives, manage the cumulative effects of forestry 

operations, and streamline operational planning. 
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 Annual review of the Agreed procedures between FPA and DPIPWE for the 
management of threatened species under the forest practices system 

A review of the implementation of the procedures agreed between the Board of the 
FPA and the Secretary of DPIPWE for the management of threatened species and 
communities under the forest practices system (section D3.3 of the Forest Practices 
Code) found that the procedures were followed in 2015–16. A supplementary report 
by Forestry Tasmania indicated that strategic recommendations for threatened 
species were largely complied with at the forest block scale. See associated report 
Procedures for the management of threatened species under the forest practices 
system: Report on implementation during 2015–16.  

 Eagle nest prioritisation project 

A project was initiated to develop a method for identifying important nest sites for 

wedge-tailed eagles to assist with strategic nest management in production forests. 

Work on this project in 2015–16 included establishing a study area in the north-east 

of the state, reviewing Natural Values Atlas data on the nest sites in the study area, 

conducting aerial surveys of the nests to assess the nest ‘status’, ground-truthing of 

nests not found during the aerial surveys, gathering data on environmental and 

management factors relating to the nests, and categorising nests into primary, 

secondary, tertiary and lost nests. 

 Threatened species and vegetation community recovery:  

o Staff provided feedback and information to the Commonwealth on the 
review of the recovery plan for the giant freshwater crayfish. 

o Staff members sat on the scientific reference group for TASVEG and the 
Property Assessment Group (DPIPWE). 

 Monitoring changes in Tasmania’s Permanent Native Forest Estate 

Biodiversity Program staff monitored and reported (quarterly) on the changes to the 

forest estate in 2015–16. The area designated for conversion to other land uses 

(mainly for agricultural use) in forest practices plans certified in 2015–16  

(523.5 hectares) was significantly smaller than in 2014–15 (2263 hectares). Most 

conversion occurred in the Ben Lomond region. (See section 1.8 for more details.) 

 Information sheets for threatened vegetation communities  

Staff provided input to these DPIPWE/FPA information sheets as part of the update 

of TASVEG.  

 Duty of Care and clearance and conversion assessment guidelines 

Staff provided input to the development of guidelines on estimating the duty-of-care 

contribution during forest practices planning and ecological assessment 

requirements for forest practices plan applications involving the clearance and 

conversion of native vegetation.  

2.1.4 Research and monitoring 

The Biodiversity Program’s staff contributed to nine FPA research and monitoring projects in  

2015–16 and eight FPA-supported student projects (Table 1.3). These research projects are 

partly funded from a variety of external funding sources and involved collaboration with 

http://www.fpa.tas.gov.au/__data/assets/pdf_file/0010/57718/FPA_and_DPIPWE_agreed_procedures_2014.pdf


Forest Practices Authority Annual Report 2015–16 

     Page 38 of 130    D16/225617 

external researchers, students and institutions. The Research Biologist coordinated these 

research and monitoring activities.  

Any new projects initiated in 2015–16 were consistent with the priorities for effectiveness 

monitoring identified in the 2012 review (FPA 2012)1. The Monitoring the effectiveness of the 

biodiversity provisions of the Tasmanian Forest Practices Code 2015–16 summary report 

provides information on projects which contribute to our understanding of the effectiveness 

of actions recommended to mitigate impacts of forest practices on biodiversity values. 

External sources provided $13 200 to support two new projects (Timberlands support for 

PhD eagle project by James Pay, and Tasmanian Fire Service funding for project on 

threatened butterflies).  

The Research Biologist and Biodiversity Manager were co-supervisors for higher degree 

students undertaking projects contributing to FPA priority research (Table 1.3). The students 

included James Pay (eagle breeding behaviour, PhD), Andre Pracejus (giant freshwater 

crayfish and forestry, Honours), Joanna Lyall (use of plantations by spotted-tailed quolls and 

devils, MSc), Tamika Lunn (management of streams for aquatic fauna (platypus), Honours) 

and James MacGregor (platypus health in north-west catchments, PhD). The FPA raptor 

specialist was also involved in the supervision of James Pay’s PhD project. Andre Pracejus, 

Tamika Lunn and James MacGregor all completed their theses and received their higher 

degrees in 2015–16. 

Other research and monitoring activities by FPA staff included obtaining and renewing data 

licence permits, renewing scientific collection permits and animal ethics applications and 

developing an effectiveness-monitoring business plan. The Research Biologist also 

contributed to the advertising of a new PhD research topic through ANU to start in 2016–17 

on the conservation and landscape ecology of the Tasmanian masked owl. 

The FPA Research Biologist in collaboration with other researchers across agencies 

continued to convene a quarterly symposium to discuss matters relating to landscape-scale 

management of biodiversity (e.g. research projects, planning tools and data innovations). 

The Biodiversity Manager gave a presentation to third-year students on forest vertebrates 

and their conservation management. Initial discussions were had with the Director of the 

Australian Research Council Centre for Forest Value about funding support for FPA’s 

effectiveness-monitoring program.  

The outcomes of research projects were communicated to practitioners through Forest 

Practices News articles, presentations and field days (see training section 2.3 in this report). 

Time was allocated to drafting scientific papers from completed projects in 2015–16. While 

seven papers were drafted, only two were submitted for publication and only one was 

                                                            

1 Forest Practices Authority 2012, Developing a framework for the conservation of habitat of RFA priority species – Developing a 

biodiversity effectiveness monitoring program for the forest practices system: identifying priority projects, report to the Federal 

Government and the Forest Practices Authority, 20 December 2012, Forest Practices Authority Scientific Report 17. 
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published in 2015–16. This was mainly due to time constraints resulting from the demands 

of advisory work. Publications and presentations for 2015–16 comprised two scientific 

journal articles, 14 newsletter articles, six technical guidelines and reports, one consultancy 

report, four conference presentations at two conferences/seminars and two theses.  

Table 2.1.2 Biodiversity research projects that were current in the 2015–16 reporting 

period, with summary of activities undertaken (further information is 

provided in Monitoring the effectiveness of the biodiversity provisions of 

the Tasmanian Forest Practices Code 2015–16 summary report) 

Project title  Activities during 2015–16 

How effective are current 

management actions in 

protecting wedge-tailed eagle 

nest sites in production 

forests?  

Annual nest monitoring surveys were completed in November 2015. 

Forty-eight nests were surveyed. The data gathered was used to 

determine the timing of the breeding season for management purposes. 

Eagle nest prioritisation project This project was initiated in 2015–16. The research component 

undertaken this year included conducting aerial surveys and ground 

surveys of 84 nests in the study site to gather data on nest characteristics. 

The aim is to explore the use of nest characteristics and environmental 

and management factors in categorising nests into primary, secondary, 

tertiary and lost nests. 

Testing the accuracy of the 

mature habitat availability map 

for predicting hollow 

availability in wet forest 

Revision and updating of the mature habitat map stalled in 2015–16 due 

to technical issues. However, an updated version of the map is nearing 

completion. A scientific paper on the development and testing of the map 

has been submitted for publication. 

How effective are management 

actions for the Skemps and 

keeled snail? 

Funding was obtained (FPA and Forestry Tasmania) and surveys initiated 

in 2015–16 in collaboration with Forestry Tasmania and Kevin Bonham 

(consultant).  

Survival of trees in wildlife 

habitat clumps 

Data analysis was completed and a scientific paper submitted for 

publication. The results of this work will also be presented at the 

Australasian Wildlife Management Society meeting in 2016.   

Use of devil dens in plantations 

before and after harvest 

Monitoring of the den site in the Florentine pre- and post-harvest 

continued in 2015–16, with data collected at monthly intervals using 

cameras to record observations of fauna visiting the site. Although 

observed species diversity declined post-harvest, species diversity was 

returning to pre-harvest levels within four to five months, including 

observations of a Tasmanian devil with pouch young. Additional 

monitoring sites were established in the Florentine and internal FPA 

funding was allocated to continue the work until 2018–19. 

Impact of fire and habitat 

disturbance on the threatened 

chaostola skipper and 

A project was initiated in 2015–16 to monitor the impact of fire and 

habitat disturbance on the threatened chaostola skipper and Tasmanian 

hairstreak butterfly. The project aims to develop effective management 
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Project title  Activities during 2015–16 

Tasmanian hairstreak butterfly prescriptions for forestry, planned burning and a range of development 

activities. The FPA is the principal investigator although the project is also 

supported by the Threatened Species Section and Parks and Wildlife 

Service (DPIPWE), and the Tasmanian Fire Service. The project will 

monitor habitat and abundance of butterflies in reserves (Lime Bay 

Nature Reserve – Tasmanian hairstreak butterfly; Peter Murrell 

Conservation Area – chaostola skipper) before planned burns and in the 

years following the burns. Surveys were undertaken in April and May 

2016 for butterflies in areas proposed for subsequent autumn burns. 

Further surveys in the remainder of the Peter Murrell CA and Lime Bay NR 

will be conducted in spring–summer 2016–17. 

Assessing the efficacy of 

management prescriptions for 

the protection of masked owl 

nest and roost sites 

A project was initiated in 2015–16 to assess the efficacy of management 

prescriptions designed by FPA ecologists for the protection of masked owl 

nest and roost sites within areas covered by an FPP. The project will 

involve annual monitoring of nest reserves and other management 

actions that have been implemented in FPPs for the protection of known 

nest and/or roost sites. FPA ecologists surveyed some nest/roost sites in 

May 2016 and visited FPP areas where reserves have been designed and 

implemented for the conservation of known breeding habitat. Although 

there are only a few reserves in place so far, any new nest/roost reserves 

will be added to the annual monitoring schedule, as the project will run 

until 2018–19. 

Relating forest management to 

stream ecosystem condition in 

middle catchment reaches in 

Tasmania 

The project was completed in 2015–16 with a publication in the journal 

Forest Ecology and Management. This study (initiated in 2009) built on 

the earlier FPA-supported work by Smith et al. (2009)2. The aim was to 

investigate the relationship between the history of forestry operations 

and instream biota and habitat.  

 

Student projects supported by FPA 

These projects contribute to the work of the FPA and are either co-supervised by the FPA 

Biodiversity Manager or Research Biologist through their honorary positions with UTas or receive 

other FPA support. Some have also received advice and support from the FPA’s raptor specialist 

Project title Activities during 2015–16 

Effectiveness of 

management for the giant 

freshwater crayfish 

Honours thesis by Andre Pracejus completed and a follow-up project 

designed and planned to start in 2016–17.  

The effectiveness of stream Honours thesis by Tamika Lunn completed and results written up for 

                                                            
2 Smith, BJ, Davies, PE, Munks, SA 2009, ‘Changes in benthic macroinvertebrate communities in upper catchment streams 

across a gradient of catchment forest operation history’, For. Ecol. Manage. 257, 2166–2174. 
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Project title Activities during 2015–16 

management for platypus publication.  

Platypus health in 

catchments in north-west 

Tasmania 

James MacGregor received his PhD in 2016 through Murdoch 

University. The study provides information on the relationship 

between land-use practices (including forest practices) and platypus 

health indicators. The information gathered is of use in catchment 

management and monitoring of platypus populations. Scientific 

papers are being written up for publication. 

Behaviour of breeding eagles 

and the impact of 

disturbance 

This PhD project by James Pay continued in 2015–16. It is being 

conducted through the University of Tasmania with funding support 

from Timberlands and the FPA. The aim of the study is to improve our 

understanding of eagle breeding biology and learn more about 

activities that may disturb this species. The objective is to determine 

whether management practices are effective in mitigating 

disturbance to breeding birds. The information gathered will be used 

to review eagle management recommendations.  

Swift parrot ecology The FPA supports an ARC research grant that is funding a PhD (Matt 

Webb) and a postdoctoral position (Dejan Stojanovic). These projects 

are assessing habitat use, distribution, and threats to swift parrots. 

These projects are not supervised by FPA staff, although the Research 

Biologist provides expert advice as required. 

Responses of native and 

introduced carnivores to 

habitat change and 

fragmentation in northern 

Tasmania 

This Masters project by Joanna Lyall is being conducted through the 

University of Tasmania and is co-supervised by the FPA Biodiversity 

Manager. The study is exploring the landscape and stand-level factors 

that influence habitat suitability of plantations for Tasmanian devils 

and spotted-tailed quolls, and the interaction between devils, 

spotted-tailed quolls and cats in plantation areas. Field research has 

been completed and data is being analysed.  

Devising commercial forest 

practices that support 

metapopulations of 

threatened frogs 

Funding for this PhD was obtained through Deakin University in 

2015–16 and a student, Tim Garvey, has been appointed to do this 

project. Fieldwork is planned to commence in 2016–17 with co-

supervision by the FPA Research Biologist. 

Bird acoustic study This PhD project by Scott Whitemore at the ARC Centre for Forest 

Value, University of Tasmania, is supported by the FPA. This study will 

look at the potential of acoustic recordings to replace field-based 

surveys to determine site occupancy of threatened bird species as 

well as for documenting species composition to understand 

responses to forest management and restoration strategies. In 

particular this project will use advanced mathematics and machine 

learning to develop species recognition algorithms. Identifications 

based on this analysis will be validated by manual identification of 

individual species present in recordings by professional ornithologists.  
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2.1.5 Consultancies and special projects 

Some staff time was spent on consultancies (to a value of approximately $64 000). The 

income from these consultancies has contributed to the maintenance of specialist staff 

members within the FPA who are available to provide advice and support for FPOs. The 

consultancies included:  

 aerial search for eagle nest for Pentarch Forestry Services 

 eagle nest activity checks for Parks and Wildlife, DPIPWE 

 eagle nest activity checks for different forest industry companies 

 development of management recommendations for threatened flora within areas 
planned for a fuel reduction burn.  

The Biodiversity Manager and FPA Soil and Water Scientist received $12 784 from the 

Crawford Fund for a training project for Papua New Guinean biologist Muse Opiang. The aim 

of this project was for Muse Opiang to gain experience in the production of technical 

guidelines to support the PNG Logging Code of Practice and to learn about how natural and 

cultural values are taken into account through the Tasmanian forest practices system.  

 

As well as producing technical guides for forest managers in PNG, Crawford Fund–supported PNG 

biologist Muse Opiang (top right) attended the forest practices plan field trip on the FPO Training 

Course. Muse also assisted FPA-supported student Tamika Lunn setting up a camera to monitor use of 

small (class 4) streams in the Upper Esk catchment. Tamika’s results combined with those of an earlier 

study suggest that the population of platypus in the catchment has not significantly changed over the 

last 15 years, despite the history of forestry in the area. Tamika and Biodiversity Program Manager 

Sarah Munks are checking the remote cameras in the image below. 
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2.2 Earth Sciences and Cultural Heritage Program  

2.2.1 Advice  

Table 2.2.1 Notifications received for public and private forest, 2015–16 

 PTPZL Private forest Total 

Office assessment 53 (64) 91 (97) 144 (161) 

Field assessment 20 (21) 6 (12) 26 (33) 

Total notifications 73 (85) 97 (109) 170 (194) 

Figures in brackets are the number of notifications responded to in 2014–15; significant enquiries are 

included in totals. 

Fewer notifications were received in 2015–16 than in 2014–15. More notifications were 

received for private forests (mainly plantations) than for native forests in PTPZL (formerly 

State forest). Sixty-nine notifications were received for issues concerning cultural heritage 

sites and 101 notifications were received for earth science issues, or earth sciences and 

cultural heritage issues on the same coupe. One investigation was made into a complaint 

that native forest harvest had induced landslides in a coupe but the complaint was found to 

be based on a misinterpretation of natural landforms. 

Twenty-six new historic (i.e. colonial or postcolonial) cultural heritage sites were found by 

FPOs throughout the year; most were associated with historic timber harvest (e.g. huts, mill 

sites, tramways and boiler sites and associated relics such as bottles and jars). In addition, a 

farm homestead site was identified. Newly found sites were recorded on the FPA’s database 

and also on Conserve, a database administered by Forestry Tasmania and accessible to all 

FPOs. Historic sites are managed or protected in line with prescriptions in the FPA’s 

Procedures for managing historic cultural heritage when preparing forest practices plans.  

Thirty-two new Aboriginal cultural heritage sites (artefacts, artefact scatters or shelters) 

were found by foresters during the year, including 17 sites (artefacts or artefact scatters) 

that were identified on a plantation coupe in 2008 but not formally recorded. After checking 

by the Cultural Heritage Manager, details of such finds are reported to Aboriginal Heritage 

Tasmania for listing on the Aboriginal Heritage Register. They are also listed on the Conserve 

Aboriginal database administered by Forestry Tasmania. Aboriginal cultural heritage sites are 

managed and protected in line with prescriptions in the FPA’s Procedures for managing 

Aboriginal cultural heritage when preparing forest practices plans. 

2.2.2 Planning tools and guideline development 

The Earth Sciences and Cultural Heritage Program has completed the development of two 

technical guideline documents so that FPOs have ready-made procedures available to them 

to enable them to decide how to manage cultural heritage in field situations. In many 

situations the use of the new guideline documents allows FPOs to derive a management 
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prescription without reference to the FPA’s cultural heritage specialist (i.e. a formal 

notification is not required).  

  

During the year the old Resource guide for managing cultural heritage in wood production forests was 

separated into two documents dealing with Aboriginal heritage and historic (colonial and postcolonial) 

heritage. FPOs who find historic heritage like this trapper’s hut on coupes are encouraged to formally 

document and photograph the sites and submit all known information to the FPA, where it is digitally 

stored. Aboriginal cultural heritage sites require protection under the Aboriginal Relics Act 1975.  The 

FPA document Procedures for managing Aboriginal cultural heritage when preparing forest practices 

plans clarifies the responsibilities of FPOs and specifies how Aboriginal cultural heritage is to be 

managed to protect it. 

Meetings were held with Aboriginal Heritage Tasmania and the interim Aboriginal Heritage 

Council and other stakeholders in order to finalise a draft of a document which updates the 

previous FPA guidelines Resource guide for managing cultural heritage in wood production 

forests. The final document entitled Procedures for managing Aboriginal cultural heritage 

when preparing forest practices plans clarifies the responsibilities of FPOs and improves 

procedures for managing and protecting Aboriginal cultural heritage in forests during coupe 

planning, harvest operations and during post-harvest operations such as cultivation. This 

new document was endorsed by the interim Aboriginal Heritage Council (now the Aboriginal 

Heritage Council) and has the status of an ‘agreed procedure’ between the FPA and DPIPWE 

for managing and protecting Aboriginal cultural heritage in Tasmania. 

At the same time, the historic cultural heritage components of the Resource guide were 

collected into a stand-alone document, edited, brought up to date and published as 

Procedures for managing historic cultural heritage when preparing forest practices plans. 

The protection and management provisions for historic cultural heritage in this document 

were not changed. 
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A research assistant was employed during the year to scan and digitise all available historic 

cultural heritage records for sites recorded on the Conserve database. These records, such 

as plans, site descriptions, sketches and photographs, were previously filed as hard copy in 

Launceston. The new digitised records for historic cultural heritage are available to FPOs and 

other interested parties on request. In a related project, the cultural heritage reports held by 

the FPA were catalogued by an administrative assistant working with Department of State 

Growth librarians. 

 

2.2.3 Research and monitoring 

In a joint project with forest company staff, further measurements were made at a field site 

in the Florentine Valley to assess the effects (if any) of plantation harvest on sinkhole 

development in soils underlain by limestone. Initial results indicate that although some 

sinkholes are actively and measurably deepening, this deepening is not influenced by 

plantation harvest. FPA Board members visited the same area with the aim of appreciating 

how Norske Skog deals with complex issues of karst management, particularly the use of 

machines around sinkholes and caves. Sediments in caves have been sampled to determine 

how recently sedimentation occurred. 

Dating of slope processes in hilly and steep country can be used to assess present-day risks. 

Dolerite boulders forming part of a landslide on the northern slope of Mt Nicholas in north-

east Tasmania were found to have been emplaced around 70 000 years ago, probably under 

a different climate to that currently prevailing, and appear to be currently stable. The 

landslides that produced the boulders are judged unlikely to be reactivated by forest 

Sandstone shelters within coupes may 

have served as Aboriginal shelters and 

are managed within coupes both to 

preserve possible Aboriginal cultural 

heritage values (which may not be 

evident without further studies such as 

excavations) and for their 

geomorphological interest 
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harvest, and this conclusion probably applies to old landslides of the same type elsewhere in 

the forest estate.  

In the south of Tasmania, slope colluvium has been dated in a student project partly 

supported by an FPA student research grant, which the FPA uses to encourage university 

students to work on projects that can improve understanding of landscape processes and 

improve forest practices. The University of Tasmania student supported by the FPA has 

dated and characterised slope deposits including layered fine screes and white silty lenses in 

the Styx and Tyenna valleys south of Maydena. One of the sites studied is listed in the 

Tasmanian Geoconservation Database (TGD, site 3177) but the other is unlisted. Results so 

far indicate that white layers in the unlisted site are aeolian. Charcoal within the layers has 

been dated by radiocarbon and thermoluminescence methods and it has been concluded 

that the deposits were formed under alternating dry and wet periods in the Last Glacial 

period. The site is likely to be important for determining Tasmania’s climatic history. As a 

result, a recommendation has been made that forest operations (such as road widening) 

should not disturb the site and it will be nominated for listing on the TGD.  

 

The TGD continues to be an important mechanism for recording significant geological and 

geomorphological sites in the forest estate and on other land. Although listed sites do not 

have automatic protection, listing does enable land users to identify sites of scientific 

importance on land before disturbance such as forest harvest or road building begins. The 

Manager, Earth Sciences and Cultural Heritage is a member of the TGD reference group 

which assesses proposed new listings. At its annual meeting the reference group approved 

13 new sites for listing, including two sites on which the FPA had conducted research and 

contributed field data. The Manager, Earth Sciences and Cultural Heritage contributed to a 

book chapter (jointly written with a consulting geomorphologist and a geologist from 

Student Bernard Walker, University of 

Tasmania and partly funded by an FPA 

grant, investigates slope deposits on a 

road section in the Tyenna Valley. The 

unusual white layers are aeolian silt 

lenses that accumulated when the 

climate in the Tyenna Valley was dry and 

windy 
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DPIPWE) on protection of geoconservation sites in Tasmanian forests. The book will be 

published by Elsevier in 2017. 

Work with researchers in British Columbia, Canada has continued on aeolian deposits in the 

Tasmanian forest estate and a draft paper has been written on the subject. 

The carbon that forests store is increasingly a subject of media interest. To clarify issues 

regarding the potential of Tasmanian forests to store more carbon, the Manager, Earth 

Sciences and Cultural Heritage and a staff member of Private Forests Tasmania wrote a short 

article for Forest Practices News (June 2016) entitled Can native forests be expected to 

accumulate significantly more carbon? An abstract of a paper on a similar topic was 

submitted for the 2016 Australian Forest Growers Conference and was accepted.  

The exceptionally heavy rain which fell in north-western Tasmania in early June 2016 

resulted in locally severe erosion in recently harvested first-rotation plantations which had 

been planted up to stream banks with no allowance for native streamside reserves. The 

streams affected were photographed with a view to setting up long-term monitoring sites. 

Recommendations were made to plant native species to stabilise steep riparian slopes most 

affected by erosion, so that in future potentially unstable areas will have a permanent native 

forest cover, which should limit riparian erosion. 

 

Following the high rainfall in June 2016, 

locally severe erosion occurred in some 

steep riparian zones in harvested 

plantations of north-western Tasmania, 

which had been originally planted up to 

stream banks in pre-Code times. 

Recommendations were made to plant 

native species in the eroding areas and in 

riparian zones on steep lands 
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A short discussion paper (McIntosh 2015) concerning erroneous interpretations of important 

geological sections in the south, north-east and north-west of the state, including an 

important site near Hobart that is listed in the Tasmanian Geoconservation Database, was 

published in Geosciences Journal. 

2.2.4 Consultancies 

Three Papua New Guinea (PNG) consultancies were undertaken during the year; the first 

was completed in this financial year and two will be completed in 2016–17.  

An FPA contract with the University of Tasmania, the Food and Agriculture Organization of 

the United Nations and the United Nations Programme on Reducing Emissions from 

Deforestation and Forest Degradation (FAO/UN-REDD) was signed to enable five senior PNG 

foresters to visit Tasmania and be trained in methods of measuring soil carbon in native 

forests. Only three were able to attend because of visa issues. The five-day course consisted 

of lectures on pedology, soil taxonomy, soil chemistry and rock identification at the 

University of Tasmania and fieldwork in the Arve Valley in the southern forests. A report was 

written for FAO/UN-REDD entitled Advanced training for soil survey in PNG’s first national 

forest inventory. Despite being sandy, the Arve Valley soil turned out to have a high soil 

carbon content (240 tonnes per hectare) because it contained buried soils. The soil 

contained more than twice the carbon of the standing trees, showing that prevention of soil 

erosion is important if total ecosystem carbon is to be preserved or enhanced. 

 

Dr Richard Doyle, University of Tasmania, instructs three PNG foresters in soil carbon measurement 

techniques in an FPA/University of Tasmania training course funded by FAO and UN-REDD 

With the Biodiversity Manager, the Earth Sciences and Cultural Heritage Manager supervised 

a PNG researcher funded by the Crawford Fund to write draft technical notes to help achieve 

best practice in PNG forest operations. 
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The Earth Sciences and Cultural Heritage Manager was contracted by FAO/UN-REDD to assist 

PNG foresters to undertake a soil survey and soil carbon assessment in Madang Province, 

PNG. The aim of the project was to create a soil/landscape model for the Madang lowlands, 

which have formed in marine and estuarine sediments that have been uplifted relatively 

recently in geological time – in the past two million years. Fieldwork was completed and the 

soils from three sites submitted for chemical analysis. 

 

Almost all land in PNG is privately owned and permission to sample for soil survey requires extensive 

consultation with local communities 

 

A PNG Forest Authority forester, trained in soil survey techniques in the FPA/University of Tasmania 

course run earlier in the year, prepares a soil pit in Madang Province for soil carbon sampling 
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2.3 Training and education carried out by the FPA 

2.3.1 Forest Practices News 

Two editions of Forest Practices News were published by the FPA in 2015–16, which can be 

found on the FPA’s website. The newsletter provides a channel for communicating new 

ideas and developments among those interested in the management of Tasmania’s forests. 

Emphasis is placed on practical and applied information, particularly on articles supplied by 

practising FPOs. The FPA specialists contributed numerous articles to Forest Practices News. 

The Publications Officer and the Earth Sciences and Cultural Heritage Manager edit the 

newsletter. 

The Biodiversity Program contributed 14 articles to Forest Practices News in 2015–16 and 

the Earth Sciences and Cultural Heritage Program contributed five (see publications). 

2.3.2 Forest practices system training 

FPA staff also ran or contributed to the following educational events, courses and symposia:  

Biodiversity Program 

 Biodiversity staff ran two field days on the threatened masked owl on 9 and 10 
December 2015; one course was held in the north and another in the south. The 
course involved presentations and a field trip by owl researcher Mick Todd and FPA 
staff. The field days were primarily designed for FPOs and other forest planners 
involved in coupe surveys and the implementation of management prescriptions for 
masked owls. Information provided covered the ecology and conservation 
requirements of the species and training in the use of the FPA’s mature habitat 
availability map and the masked owl technical note during planning, field 
identification of potential habitat and implementation of the management 
approach. There were 52 participants. As well as FPOs and forest planners, there 
were also participants from ecological consultancy companies, the Tasmanian Fire 
Service and DPIPWE.   

 A third masked owl field day was held in March 2016 in the south of the state for 
non-governmental organisations and consultants. The course involved presentations 
and a field trip by owl researcher Phil Bell and FPA staff. The aim of the field day was 
to provide information on the ecology and conservation requirements of the species 
and to raise awareness of the management approach delivered through the 
procedures agreed with DPIPWE. There were 30 participants. 

 The FPA Biodiversity Manager, in collaboration with the FPA Soil and Water Scientist, 
supervised a training project for a PNG biologist (recipient of a Crawford Fund 
training grant). This project involved the development of planning guidelines for 
PNG forest planners, to support the PNG Logging Code of Practice.  

 The Biodiversity Program ran a session as part of the FPO Training Course in 
November 2015 which recapped the four-day Biodiversity Course run in June 2015. 
Participants delivered presentations on biodiversity issues that were set as 
assignments in June 2015. 

 The CRC for Forestry/FPA-funded booklets Tasmanian bats and their habitat – a 
guide to help people identify and monitor Tasmania’s bats and their habitat and Tree 
hollows – a guide produced by Lisa Cawthen and Amy Koch (previously CRC for 

http://www.fpa.tas.gov.au/publications/forest_practices_news
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Forestry/FPA-supported higher degree students), respectively, were launched 
officially in 2015–16 at the Fullers Bookshop in Hobart. 
 

 
 

 FPA staff ran the inaugural FPA Research Update event in November 2015 during 
which 12 researchers from the FPA, Forestry Tasmania, UTas, the Australian national 
University and EcoTas presented information about their projects.  

 Four workshops on biodiversity evaluations as ‘risk assessments’ were run for 

planners working for Forico, Timberlands and Forestry Tasmania’s Northern and 

Southern Districts. The aim of each workshop was to run through the process 

recommended when assessing the risk of a forest practice on a biodiversity value 

(including threatened species) and to achieve some consistency when documenting 

reasons for a particular management prescription. These workshops were also a 

good opportunity to discuss any other issues that planners encountered with the 

Forest Practices Code provisions for biodiversity.  

 

Earth Sciences and Cultural Heritage Program 

 An FPO training course was held during the year. The earth sciences part of the 

course was run in October 2015 and trained FPOs in the fundamentals of geology, 

geomorphology, soils and soil erodibility, and also covered the main risks that can 

arise if forest operations are not adequately planned: landslides, gully erosion and 

deleterious effects on stream condition. The new documents covering Aboriginal 

and historic cultural heritage management were also introduced. The course was 

held in Hobart with a field trip to the southern forests to look at highly erodible soils, 

a Tasmanian Geoconservation Database site, tunnel-gully erosion in streams, 

protection of sandstone overhangs for their geomorphological value and possible 

Aboriginal significance, and a discussion of how an old sawmill site near the 

Kermandie River should be managed. 

 Following the adoption of the Procedures for managing Aboriginal cultural heritage 

when preparing forest practices plans as an ‘agreed procedure’ between the FPA and 

DPIPWE, five courses to train over 100 FPOs in Aboriginal heritage management 

were conducted by the FPA in conjunction with staff from Aboriginal Heritage 

Tasmania and local Aboriginal community groups (see Forest Practices News 

Authors Amy Koch and Lisa 

Cawthen at the launch of the 

FPA tree hollows and bat 

guide booklets in Hobart. 

These booklets, funded by the 

CRC for Forestry and FPA, are 

written for anyone interested 

in learning more about 

Tasmanian bats and tree 

hollows and how to conserve 

them and are available in 

hard copy or electronically on 

the FPA’s website 
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December 2015). Two courses were conducted in the south, using the extensively 

quarried Oyster Cove chert outcrop as a field demonstration area, and three were 

conducted in Launceston using the nearby Trevallyn Dam forests containing artefact 

scatters as a field area. FPOs who completed these courses qualified as FPA-

endorsed Aboriginal heritage FPOs, allowing them to access Aboriginal information 

on the Conserve database and to conduct detailed surveys. 

  

Matthew Schlitz from Aboriginal Heritage Tasmania explains to Forest Practices Officers how stone 

tools were made 

2.3.3 Forest Practices Officer training 

FPOs act as authorised officers of the FPA in the execution of certain sections of the Forest 

Practices Act and in the interpretation of the Forest Practices Regulations 2007. An 

important function of the FPA is to train FPOs to ensure that they have the required skills 

and knowledge to carry out their role prior to appointment as an FPO.  

FPOs must successfully complete the FPO Training Course run by the FPA, which is generally 

run every two years. The latest course involved one or two days per month between May 

2015 and November 2016. The course had 24 participants, the majority of whom were from 

Forestry Tasmania. Feedback from the participants has been positive. 

Although this course is no longer run as a nationally accredited course due to the associated 

expenses, it is run according to the standards of the nationally accredited course. The 

Training Coordinator has completed a Certificate IV in Training and Assessment in order to 

achieve this. 
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3 Administration of forest practices 

3.1 The Board of the Forest Practices Authority 

The FPA has the statutory responsibility for advancing the state’s forest practices system and 

fostering a cooperative approach in developing policy and management in forest practices 

matters. The forest practices system is based upon a co-regulatory approach involving a 

balance between self-management by industry and independent monitoring by the FPA. The 

Board of the FPA provides independent advice and statutory reports to the Minister for 

Resources. 

The statutory functions of the Board of the FPA as laid down in s. 4C of the Forest Practices 

Act are to: 

 advise the Minister on forest practices policy in respect of both Crown land and 

private land 

 regularly advise and inform the Minister on its work and activities under the Forest 

Practices Act 

 advise the Minister on the operation and review of the Forest Practices Act 

 issue and maintain the Forest Practices Code 

 oversee standards for forest practices plans (FPPs) 

 oversee the administration of private timber reserves (PTRs) by Private Forests 

Tasmania 

 monitor and report to the Minister on harvesting, the clearing of trees and 

reafforestation activity in relation to the maintenance of a permanent forest estate 

 implement the state’s Permanent Native Forest Estate Policy 

 oversee the training of Forest Practices Officers (FPOs) 

 make a recommendation on the appointment of the Chief Forest Practices Officer 

(CFPO) and to appoint FPOs 

 perform such other functions as are imposed on it by or under this or any other Act 

 perform any prescribed functions. 

3.1.1 The directors of the Board of the Forest Practices 

Authority 

The directors of the Board in 2015–16 were as follows: 

 Independent Chair, with expertise in public administration, environmental or natural 

resource management and governance: John Ramsay (appointed 1 July 2015) 

 a person with applied knowledge and expertise in environmental or natural resource 

management: Alex Schaap (appointed 1 July 2015) 

 a person with applied knowledge and expertise in sustainable forest management 

on private land: David Gatenby (appointed 15 December 2015) 

 a person with applied knowledge and expertise in sustainable forest management 

on public land: Steve Luttrell (appointed 1 July 2009) 
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 a person with applied knowledge and expertise in community liaison and local 

government, from an area in which forestry is a major land use: Cheryl Arnol 

(appointed 1 July 2015)  

 a person with independent expertise in biological science/nature conservation: John 

Hickey (appointed 1 July 2015).  

 the Chief Forest Practices Officer (CFPO): Angus MacNeil (appointed as Acting CFPO 

and Director 1 February 2015 – until 4 April 2016); Peter Volker (appointed as CFPO 

and Director 5 April 2016). 

3.1.2 Qualifications, other relevant positions held and 

declaration of interest by directors 

John Ramsay: Ll B (UTas) 

 Member – Tasmanian Planning Commission 

Alex Schaap: BSc Hons 

David Gatenby 

 Director –Tasmanian Heritage Council 

 Member – Tasmanian Farmers and Graziers Association 

 Landowner including private forests (native forest and plantation) 

Steve Luttrell: BSc (For) 

 Workskills board member (employment services provider) 

Cheryl Arnol 

 Councillor Glamorgan Spring Bay Council  

 Member Australian Institute of Company Directors (MAICD) 

John Hickey: BFor Sci (Hons), MSc 

 Member, Standards Reference Committee, Australian Forestry Standard 

 Member, Committee of the Tasmanian Division, Institute of Foresters (Australia) 

Angus MacNeil BSc (Hons), GAICD 

 Acting Chief Forest Practices Officer  

Peter Volker, BSc (For), GradDipSc (For), MBA (Professional), PhD, GAICD 

 Chief Forest Practices Officer (see section 3.3) 
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3.1.3 Remuneration 

Total remuneration paid to non-executive directors of the FPA falls within the following 

bands: $20 000 to $29 999 (5) and $30 000 to $39 999 (1).  

The CFPO is appointed within the Senior Executive Service at remuneration level SES2. 

3.1.4 Activities of the Board of the Forest Practices Authority 

The Board had 13 meetings during the year. Major items of business that were dealt with by 

the Board during the year included: 

 induction of five new Board members as of 1 July 2016 

 strategic planning 

 reviewing and making determinations with respect to investigations into alleged 

breaches of the Forest Practices Act 

 reviewing and making determinations with respect to applications for Private Timber 

Reserves (PTRs) or application for the revocation of PTRs 

 reviewing and endorsement (after feedback from the Forest Practices Advisory 

Council) of several technical notes or guidelines including those dealing with 

identification of masked owl habitat and procedures for managing Aboriginal 

cultural heritage when preparing forest practices plans 

 appointing and revoking FPOs and reviewing individual FPO (Planning) standards 

 overseeing the annual monitoring and assessment program and a review of the 

protocols 

 reviewing guidelines associated with determination of prescribed fines 

 recruitment of a permanent CFPO 

 responding to legal challenges associated with judicial review 

 review and implementation of proposals to reduce regulatory overheads associated 

with FPPs for small planted woodlots 

 protection of the swift parrot 

 review of the Permanent Native Forest Estate Policy and Regional Forest Agreement 

 review and implementation of amendments to the Forest Practices Act and 

Regulations 

 review of applicability of the forest practices system to vegetation clearance in 

urban environments where local government planning rules also apply 

 review of interpretation of various aspects of legislation underpinning the forest 

practices systems. 

The Board had three standing committees in 2015–16 as follows: 

 Audit and Risk Committee – this committee assists the Board in fulfilling its 

responsibilities in relation to proper financial, compliance and performance 

management of the FPA. It comprised David Gatenby (Chair), Cheryl Arnol and John 

Ramsay. 
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 Work Health and Safety Committee – this committee implements responsibilities in 

relation to oversight of work health and safety management within the FPA. It 

comprised all Board members. 

 Compliance Committee – this committee engages regularly with the CFPO and 

Compliance Manager to identify and pursue opportunities for improving compliance 

with sustainable forestry practices in Tasmania both through the actions of the FPA 

and other agencies. It also reviews investigations conducted by the FPA into alleged 

breaches to ensure that the required standards of rigour, fairness and consistency 

are maintained. The committee comprised Steve Luttrell (Chair), John Hickey and 

Alex Schaap. 

 

The Board of the FPA: (from left) Angus MacNeil, John Hickey, Alex Schaap, John Ramsay, Steve 

Luttrell, Cheryl Arnol, Peter Volker and David Gatenby 

Table 3.1.1 Attendance of directors of the Forest Practices Authority at meetings  

and committees 

Director Board meetings 

attended (13 meetings 

held in 2015–16) 

Other meetings attended/services rendered 

John Ramsay (Chair) 13 Meetings of the Forest Practices Advisory 

Council  

Audit and Risk Committee 

Alex Schaap 13 Compliance Committee 

David Gatenby (from 15 

December 2015) 

7 Audit and Risk Committee 

Steve Luttrell 13 Compliance Committee 

Cheryl Arnol 12 Investigations Committee 

Audit and Risk Committee 

John Hickey 11 Compliance Committee 

Angus MacNeil (until 

4 April 2016) 

9 Day-to-day administration of the forest 

practices system  

Peter Volker (from 5 April 

2016) 

4 Day-to-day administration of the forest 

practices system (see section 3.3 below) 
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3.2 Forest Practices Advisory Council  

The functions of the Forest Practices Advisory Council (FPAC) are to advise the Board of the 

FPA on reviews of the Forest Practices Act and the Forest Practices Code, financial matters 

including self-funding and the effectiveness of forest practices administration, operations; 

and research.  

Members of FPAC in 2015–16 were: 

 a person with knowledge or expertise in sustainable forest management (Chair):  

Hans Drielsma  

 a person with knowledge of the state’s resource management and planning system 

in relation to municipal areas in which forestry is a major land use, nominated by the 

Local Government Association of Tasmania: Tim Watson (from October 2015) 

 a person with expertise in, and operational experience of, forest harvesting or forest 

contracting: Neil McCarthy  

 a person with knowledge of the state’s resource management and planning system, 

nominated by the Secretary of the responsible department in relation to the 

Environmental Management and Pollution Control Act 1994: Wes Ford (from 

September 2015) 

 a person with knowledge of administration and legislation in relation to private 

forests, nominated by Private Forests Tasmania: Tom Fisk  

 a person with knowledge of administration and legislation in relation to multiple use 

forests, nominated by the forestry corporation: Suzette Weeding   

 a person with expertise in, and experience of, forest issues in relation to harvesting 

and processing, jointly nominated by the Forest Industries Association of Tasmania 

and the Tasmanian Country Sawmillers Federation: Terry Edwards  

 a person with expertise in, and experience of, forest issues in relation to forest 

conservation: Fred Duncan  

 a person with expertise in, and experience of, tree growing on private land, jointly 

nominated by the Tasmanian Farmers and Graziers Association and the Forest 

Industries Association of Tasmania: Andrew Morgan. 

The FPA Board Chair and CFPO are invited to attend all FPAC meetings and executive support 

is provided by the FPA. Four meetings were held during the year. The major issues addressed 

by FPAC during the year included:  

 FPP fee information leaflet 

 FPP options for small planted woodlots 

 proposed amendments to the Forest Practices Act 

 review of the following FPA documents:  
o Procedures for managing Aboriginal cultural heritage when preparing forest 

practices plans  
o masked owl technical note.  
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3.3 Chief Forest Practices Officer  

The Chief Forest Practices Officer (CFPO) is responsible for overseeing the day-to-day 

administration of the forest practices system and is appointed under s. 4J of the Forest 

Practices Act as a person who must have:  

 extensive expertise in forestry 

 extensive experience in forest operations 

 knowledge of the sustainable management of forests 

 management skills. 

Peter Volker has been the CFPO since April 2016.  

CFPO qualifications, other relevant positions held and declaration of interests: 

 Bachelor of Science (Forestry) – Australian National University 1981 

 Graduate Diploma of Science (Forestry) – Australian National University 1989 

 Doctor of Philosophy – University of Tasmania 2002 

 Master of Business Administration (Professional) in Environmental Management – 

University of Tasmania 2012 (Dean’s Honour Roll) 

 Certificate IV – Trainer and Assessor 

 Accredited Environmental Lead Auditor 

 Registered Professional Forester (with specialist expertise in silviculture and forest 

genetics) 

 Fellow of the Institute of Foresters of Australia 

 Member of the Commonwealth Forestry Association 

 Member of the Australian Institute of Company Directors 

 Honorary Research Associate – University of Tasmania. 

Peter Volker has joint ownership of a private property in Tasmania which includes natural 

forest and plantations. 

Previous employment includes: 

 Adviser (Forestry) to Senator Richard Colbeck, Parliamentary Secretary to the 

Minister for Agriculture 2013–15 & Minister for Tourism and International Education 

2015–16 

 Manager Field Services, Forestry Tasmania 2007–13 

 Plantation Silviculture Research Manager, Forestry Tasmania 2002–07 

 Research Fellow, University of Tasmania, 2002 

 Forestry Consultant, Serve-Ag Pty Ltd 1997–2001 

 Silviculture and Research Superintendent, ANM Forest Management 1990–97 

 Experimental Scientist, CSIRO 1986–1990 

 Graduate Forester, Tasmanian Forestry Commission 1982–86. 
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Voluntary director roles: 

 National President, Institute of Foresters of Australia 2005–11 

 Chairman, Southern Tree Breeding Association Incorporated 2009–13 

 Chairman, PlantPlan Genetics Pty Ltd 2010–13. 

In addition to the above Peter Volker has held many positions involved in management and 

supervision of research projects at various universities, Cooperative Research Centres, the 

CSIRO and private companies. He is not currently directly involved in any projects. He is an 

author of over 20 publications in peer-reviewed scientific journals and was a chapter author 

and co-editor of the Farm forestry business and technical handbook published by the CRC for 

Forestry. 

Peter Volker has been involved in plantation forestry consultancy projects in Chile, China and 

New Zealand and was a participant in an Australian Centre for International Agricultural 

Research (ACIAR) project on introduction of cold tolerant eucalypts in China (2002 to 2006).   

He represented the Institute of Foresters of Australia (IFA) on the Australia Committee of the 

International Union for Conservation of Nature and, as IFA President attended the World 

Conservation Congress, Barcelona 2008 and the World Forestry Congress, Buenos Aires 

2009. 

The Chief Forest Practices Officer Peter Volker (third from left) inspecting a coupe in north-eastern 

Tasmania with the FPA’s Compliance Manager Tim Leaman (second from left), an FPO from Forestry 

Tasmania and a contractor 
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3.4 Forest Practices Officers 

The FPA appoints FPOs under s.39 of the Forest Practices Act. An appointed FPO holds a 

warrant which authorises them as an FPO (Inspecting), but an additional power to certify 

FPPs may be delegated to FPOs authorised as FPO (Planning).  

FPOs are employed by forest companies, Forestry Tasmania and Private Forests Tasmania or 

are engaged as independent consultants to plan, supervise, monitor and report on forest 

practices and ensure that operations comply with the Forest Practices Act. 

The prerequisite qualification for appointment as an FPO is being deemed competent under 

the FPO Training Course in addition to relevant forestry experience. More information is 

available in the Forest Practice Officer training resource manual on the FPA’s website. 

A person who wishes to be appointed as an FPO must successfully complete a training 

course conducted by the FPA (section 2.3.3), which consists of a number of teaching 

sessions, field trips, and practical exercises in various parts of the state, and a formal 

examination. The training course covers legislation and implementation of the Forest 

Practices Code with an emphasis on harvesting, roading and reforestation. Specialist subjects 

include biodiversity, soils and water, geomorphology, cultural heritage, fire management, 

compliance and visual landscape. Attendance at periodic refresher courses is compulsory.  

During 2015–16, no new FPOs were appointed and one FPO changed status from FPO 

(Inspecting) to FPO (Planning). The Board revoked the warrant cards of 13 FPO under s. 39 of 

the Forest Practices Act primarily because they were no longer actively engaged in forest 

practices. 

  

Participants of the Forest Practices Officer Training Course discuss an assignment on planning a 

forest practices plan at Bradys Lake in the Central Highlands 

http://www.fpa.tas.gov.au/__data/assets/pdf_file/0007/58129/FPO_Training_Resource_Manual_FINAL_v.7.2_Aug_2012.pdf
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Table 3.4.1 Forest Practices Officers appointed by the Forest Practices Authority 

FPO (Planning) 

 As at 30/6/15 As at 30/6/16 

Industry 33 35 

Independent consultants 23 27 

Forestry Tasmania 34 32 

Forest Practices Authority 2 2 

Private Forests Tasmania 3 3 

Other (currently inactive)1 21 20 

Total FPO (Planning) 116 119 

 

FPO (Inspecting) 

 As at 30/6/15 As at 30/6/16 

Industry 14 15 

Independent consultants 8 9 

Forestry Tasmania 23 22 

Forest Practices Authority 3 3 

Private Forests Tasmania 0 0 

Other (currently inactive)1 31 31 

Total FPO (Inspecting) 79 80 

Total (Planning and Inspecting) 195 199 

1 This category reflects the movement of FPOs who are currently not working or active within Tasmania’s forest practices 

system. 

Disciplinary action  

FPOs are a key part of the forest practices system and the FPA expects FPOs to maintain high 

standards. The FPA has a disciplinary policy for dealing with alleged instances of 

unsatisfactory performance by FPOs (see Appendix 10 of the FPA Investigation and 

enforcement protocols). During the year there was disciplinary action against one FPO for 

substandard planning, which revoked their instrument of delegation as an FPO (Planning) to 

replace with delegation as an FPO (Inspecting). 

http://www.fpa.tas.gov.au/__data/assets/pdf_file/0008/58085/FPA_Investigation_and_Enforcement_Protocols.pdf
http://www.fpa.tas.gov.au/__data/assets/pdf_file/0008/58085/FPA_Investigation_and_Enforcement_Protocols.pdf
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3.5 Forest Practices Authority staff 

Table 3.5.1  Staff attached to the FPA in 2015–16 

Compliance Program 

Mick Schofield BSc (Forestry), Post Grad 

Cert (Wildlife Mgmt) 

Senior Manager, Compliance 

left FPA in Jan 2016  

Ann La Sala 
(0.8FTE) 

BA (Geography and 

Environmental Studies) 

Forest Practices Advisor 

left FPA in Jan 2016 

Tim Leaman BSc (Hons) Acting Compliance Manager from Feb 

2016 

Manager, Compliance from March 2016 

Earth Sciences and Cultural Heritage Program 

Peter McIntosh BSc (Hons), PhD Manager, Earth Sciences and Cultural 

Heritage  

Biodiversity Program 

Sarah Munks BSc (Hons), PhD Manager, Biodiversity Program  

Anne Chuter 

(0.8 FTE) 

BSc (Hons) Ecologist 

Tim Leaman BSc (Hons) Ecologist until end of Jan 2016 

Amy Koch 

(0.9 FTE) 

BSc (Hons), PhD Senior Research Biologist  

maternity leave from 25 April 2016 

Jason Wiersma  BSc (Hons) Eagle Project Officer  

Dydee Mann 

(Part-time) 

BSc (Hons) Ecologist  

4 days a fortnight, on FCS contract until 

appointment as FPA Ecologist on 19 May 

2016 at 6 days a fortnight 

Phil Bell BSc (Hons), PhD Ecologist 

Contract ecologist (6 days a fortnight) 

from 1 May 2016 

Perpetua Turner BSc (Hons), PhD Acting Research Biologist 

FCS contractor (5 days a fortnight) from 

1 May 2016 

Business Support Program 

Angus MacNeil BSc (Hons), GAICD Acting Chief Forest Practices Officer and 

Manager, Business Administration 

Adrienne Liddell  

(0.9 FTE) 

 Administration Assistant 

Christine Grove 

(0.5 FTE) 

BA (Hons), MSc (Forestry) Publications Officer and Training 

Coordinator 

Daniel Livingston 

(Casual) 

BSc (Hons) IT Consultant (Contractor) 

Training was provided to staff on workplace health and safety, workplace bullying, animal 

ethics, first aid and various professional development topics. 
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3.2 Forest Practices Tribunal 

The Forest Practices Tribunal is an independent body established under s. 34 of the Forest 

Practices Act. The Tribunal’s role is to conduct hearings and make determinations with 

respect to appeals that are lodged under the Forest Practices Act by aggrieved parties. 

Appeals may be lodged against decisions of the FPA with respect to the following matters: 

 An applicant for a private timber reserve (PTR) may appeal against the refusal of the 

PTR. 

 A prescribed person may appeal against the granting of a PTR. 

 An applicant for an FPP may appeal against the refusal, amendment or variation of 

the plan. 

 A person served a notice under s. 41 of the Forest Practices Act may appeal against 

the notice. 

 A person who has lodged a three-year plan may appeal if the FPA varies or refuses 

the three-year plan. 

Members of the tribunal are appointed by the Governor of Tasmania in accordance with 

s. 34(2) of the Forest Practices Act. The Deputy Chairman was Christopher Gunson until his 

appointment expired on 9 July 2015. There was no appointment or re-appointment of 

members of the FPT during 2015–16. 

Hearings of individual appeals are conducted by a panel of three, comprising the Chief 

Chairman or Deputy Chairman and one member appointed by the Chairman from each of 

two categories under s. 34(2) of the Forest Practices Act, depending upon the nature of the 

appeal. 

There were no appeals lodged during 2015–16.  

The contact details for the Tribunal are as follows: Forest Practices Tribunal, C/- GPO Box 

2036, HOBART 7001, Phone: 61656794 Email: rmpat@justice.tas.gov.au 

3.3 Public interest disclosures and right to 

information requests 

The Public Interest Disclosures Act 2002 commenced on 1 January 2004. The FPA has, in 

accordance with the Act, prepared procedures for information disclosure which are available 

on the FPA’s website or which can be viewed at the FPA’s offices during working hours.  

There were no public interest disclosures this year. The right to information requests are 

detailed below. 

mailto:rmpat@justice.tas.gov.au
http://www.fpa.tas.gov.au/enquiries_and_feedback
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Table 3.7.1  Right to information requests 2015–16 

Source of requests 

Individuals 4 

Solicitors for clients 0 

Politicians 3 

Companies 0 

Media 1 

Other jurisdictions 0 

Total for FPA 8 

Request status 

Carried over from previous year 0 

Awaiting decision at 30 June 2016 0 

Decided 5 

Withdrawn 0 

Refused 3 

Transferred externally 0 

Outcome of requests 

Decided – full access 1 

Decided – partial access 3 

Decided – denied access 1 

Of these, how many were requests for personal 

information about the applicant 

0 

Personal files amended 0 

Personal files not amended 0 

Information not in possession of agency (s. 22) 2 

Info able to be purchased or otherwise available 

(s. 9) 

1 

Outside scope of the Act (s. 5) 0 

Other (s. 8, s. 10, s. 17, s.19) 0 

Decision time (days) 

1–30 days 1 

More than 30 days 0 

Requests with a negotiated extension s. 15(4) 4 

Refusal reasons 

s. 25 Executive Council information 0 

s. 26 Cabinet information  0 

s. 27 Internal briefing information of a Minister 0 

s.28 Information not relating to official business 0 

s. 29 Information affecting national or state 

security, defence or international relations 

0 

S. 30 Law enforcement information 1 

s. 31 Legal professional privilege 0 

s. 32 Information related to closed meetings of 

Council 

0 

s. 33 Public interest test 0 

s. 34 Information communicated by other 

jurisdictions 

0 

s. 35 Internal deliberative information 1 

s. 36 Personal information of person 2 

s. 37 Information relating to business affairs of 

third party 

0 

s. 38 Information relating to business affairs of 

public authority 

0 

s. 39 Information obtained in confidence 0 

s. 40 Information on procedures and criteria used 

in certain negotiations of public authority 

0 

s. 41 Information likely to affect state economy 0 

s. 42 Information likely to affect cultural, heritage 

and natural resources of the state 

0 

Reviews 

Internal  

Upheld in full 0 

Upheld in part 0 

Reversed 0 

External 0 

Upheld in full 0 

Upheld in part 0 

Reversed 0 

Fees and charges 

Total charged 1 

Waived or reduced 4 

Collected 1 

Waiving reasons 

Routine request 0 

Personal information 0 

General public interest 1 

Impecunious applicant 0 

Member of parliament 3 

Other  0 

In lieu of time extension (s. 15 (4)) 0 
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3.4 Funding 

The objective of the Tasmanian forest practices system is to deliver sustainable forest management 

in a way that is as far as possible self-funding (Schedule 7, Forest Practices Act). The Act also 

provides under s. 44 that certain functions of the FPA will be paid out of money allocated by 

parliament. Full financial details for 2015–16 are presented in section 4 of this report (financial 

statements). 

3.4.1 Self-funding of activities conducted by industry 

The industry has self-funded the implementation of the Forest Practices Act by providing the 

following services: 

 the employment of FPOs and other staff involved in the preparation, certification, 

monitoring and reporting of FPPs 

 training and education of contractors and operators. 

3.4.2 Self-funding of activities conducted by the Forest Practices 

Authority 

The self-funding activities of the FPA are primarily related to the cost of the advice and services 

provided by FPA staff in relation to the processing of FPP applications (see section 2 of this report). 

The funding for these activities of the FPA is derived from an application fee for FPPs in accordance 

with s. 18 of the Forest Practices Act.  

In addition to the direct funding of the research and advisory programs, the FPA receives income 

from research grants and consultancy work.  

The FPA also regulates the harvesting of treeferns under a user-pays system. All treeferns must be 

affixed with a tag issued by the FPA prior to removal from the harvesting area. Revenue collected 

from the sale of treefern tags is used to cover the cost of regulatory activities and to fund further 

research into the long-term sustainability of harvesting treeferns. The schedules of fees for FPPs and 

treefern tags are detailed in the Forest Practices Regulations 2007. 

In accordance with s. 4E(1)(a) of the Forest Practices Act, the FPA reports that the forest practices 

system satisfied the principle of self-funding in 2015–16.  

  

http://www.thelaw.tas.gov.au/tocview/index.w3p;cond=all;doc_id=%2B18%2B2007%2BAT%40EN%2B20110831000000;histon=;prompt=;rec=;term=forest
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3.4.3 Funding of the Forest Practices Authority from parliament 

Section 44 of the Forest Practices Act provides that the costs and expenses incurred for the following 

activities are to be paid out of monies provided by parliament: 

 annual assessment of the forest practices system and FPPs 

 preparation of the annual report to parliament under s. 4X 

 detection and investigation of breaches of the Forest Practices Act 

 laying of complaints and prosecuting offences 

 payment of compensation for the refusal of PTRs 

 remuneration of the Chief Forest Practices Officer 

 administrative support for the Chief Forest Practices Officer 

 exercise of the FPA’s powers and functions. 

The independent regulatory functions of the FPA were funded by the income received under s. 44 

of the Forest Practices Act in 2015–16. 

 

 

FPA Ecologist Dydee Mann setting a camera on a Tasmanian devil den in the Florentine Valley as part of 

an ongoing research project into den use before, during and after plantation harvesting 
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4 Financial statements for the year ended  

30 June 2016 

The following statement is a copy of that received from the office of the Auditor General. 
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Appendix 1  

Publications, reports and presentations by  

staff or associates of the FPA 

Staff or associates of the FPA are indicated in bold type. 

Published journal articles 

Davies, PE, Cook, LSJ, Mallick, SA, Munks SA 2016, ‘Relating upstream forest management to stream 

ecosystem condition in middle catchment reaches in Tasmania’, Forest Ecology and Management 

vol 362, pp 142–155. 

McIntosh, P 2015, ‘Comments on the paper “Stratigraphy and geochronology of Quaternary marine 

terraces of Tasmania, Southeastern Australia: implications on neotectonism” by Jaeryul Shin, 

Geosciences Journal 17, pp 429–443, Geosciences Journal 17, pp 575–578. 

Webb, MH, Holdsworth, M, Stojanovic, D, Terauds, A, Bell, P & Heinsohn, R 2016, ‘Immediate action 

required to prevent another Australian avian extinction: the King Island Scrubtit’, Emu 116, pp 223–

9. 

Newsletter and magazine articles 

Bell, P and Richards, K 2016, ‘Threatened butterflies get a day in the sun’, Forest Practices News 

vol 13 no 1, p 5. 

Bell, P and Wiersma, J 2016, ‘Spotlight on protection of masked owl nest sites’, Forest Practices 

News vol 13 no 1, p 11. 

Chuter, A, 2015, ‘Development of a Threatened Plant Adviser’, Forest Practices News vol 12 no 4, 

p 12. 

Chuter, A, 2015, ‘Where’s Wally’s wattle? Monitoring the effectiveness of management 

prescriptions for Acacia pataczekii’, Forest Practices News vol 12 no 4, p 13. 

Chuter, A and Wapstra, M 2016, ‘Threatened flora habitat descriptions’, Forest Practices News vol 

13 no 1, pp 16–17. 

Grove, C 2015, ‘Forest Practices Officers explained’, Forest Practices News vol 12 no 4, pp 14–15. 

Grove, C 2015, ‘FPO Training Course 2015’, Forest Practices News vol 12 no 4, pp 16–17. 

Grove, C 2016, ‘Peter Volker: the new Chief Forest Practices Officer’, Forest Practices News vol 13 

no 1, pp 1–4. 

Koch, A 2015, ‘Biodiversity field days’, Forest Practices News vol 12 no 4, p 20.  
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Koch, A, Munks, S and Wiersma J 2015, ‘Mitigating the impact of forestry activities on the 

Tasmanian eagles – why make changes to the management approach?’ Forest Practices News vol 12 

no 4, pp 1–5. 

Koch, A and Wiersma J 2015, ‘Masked owl technical note and field days’, Forest Practices News 

vol 12 no 4, p 19. 

Leaman, T 2015, ‘Myrtle rust – a new plant disease in Tasmania’, Forest Practices News vol 12 no 4, 

p 9.  

McIntosh, P 2015, ‘Aboriginal cultural heritage training’, Forest Practices News vol 12 no 4, pp. 17–

18. 

McIntosh, P and Moroni, M 2016, ‘Can native eucalypt forests be expected to accumulate 

significantly more carbon?’ Forest Practices News vol 13 no 1, pp 6–7. 

Munks, S 2016. ‘What influences the use of small streams by platypus?’ Forest Practices News vol 13 

no 1, pp 18–19. 

Munks, S 2016, ‘News from the Biodiversity Program’, Forest Practices News vol 13 no 1, pp 8–10. 

Munks, S and McIntosh, P 2015, ‘FPA 2015 research update: researching and monitoring to ensure 

continual improvement of forest practices’, Forest Practices News vol 12 no 4, pp 10–11.  

Munks, S and McIntosh, P 2015, ‘Developing technical guidelines for managing natural and cultural 

values in Papua New Guinea forests’, Forest Practices News vol 12 no 4, p 22.  

Schofield, M 2015, ‘Closer to the trees’, Forest Practices News vol 12 no 4, p 23. 

Turner, P 2016. ‘Bryology – are you a ‘budding protonema’?’ Forest Practices News vol 13 no 1, 

pp 12–13. 

Reports and technical notes 

Bell, P 2016, Ptunarra brown butterfly conservation, report to Cradle Coast NRM May 2016, Cradle 

Coast NRM Project: SEEP1314CE04. 

Forest Practices Authority 2015, Monitoring the effectiveness of the biodiversity provisions of the 

Tasmanian Forest Practices Code: 2015–16 summary report. September 2015, FPA Scientific Report 

19, report to the Board of the Forest Practices Authority and the Secretary of the Department of 

Primary Industries, Parks, Water and Environment. 

Forest Practices Authority 2016, Threatened frogs, Fauna Technical Note 18 (revised), Forest 

Practices Authority, Hobart, Tasmania. 

Forest Practices Authority 2016, Assessing juvenile giant freshwater crayfish habitat in Class 4 

streams, Fauna Technical Note 16 (revised), Forest Practices Authority, Hobart, Tasmania. 

Forest Practices Authority 2016, Identifying masked owl habitat, Fauna Technical Note 17 (revised) 

Forest Practices Authority, Hobart, Tasmania. 
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Forest Practices Authority 2016, Habitat descriptions of threatened flora in Tasmania, Forest 

Practices Authority, Hobart, Tasmania.  

Munks, S, and Crane, A 2015, Procedures for the management of threatened species under the forest 

practices system: Report on implementation during 2015–16, Forest Practices Authority, Hobart, 

Tasmania. 

Yee, M and Koch, A 2016, Spatial habitat models of Tasmanian threatened fauna, workshop results 

and metadata associated with proposed habitat models, developed to inform strategic conservation 

planning under the Tasmanian forest practices system, report to the Forest Practices Authority and 

Forestry Tasmania, Hobart, Tasmania. 

Consultancy reports 

McIntosh, P 2016, Scientific report for the project ‘Training and research assistance for soil survey in 

PNG’s first national forest inventory’ conducted in Madang, report for UN-REDD+ , FAO, and the PNG 

Forest Authority, Forest Practices Authority, Hobart, Tasmania. 

McIntosh, P, Doyle, RD and Nimiago, P 2015, Field Guide for sampling and describing soils in the 

Papua New Guinea National Forest Inventory, 3rd edition, report for UN-REDD+ and The Crawford 

Fund, Forest Practices Authority, Hobart, Tasmania. 

Nimiago, P, and McIntosh, P 2016, Progress report of measuring forest soil carbon for Papua New 

Guinea’s National Forest Inventory, Powerpoint presentation for PNG Forest Authority, March 2016, 

Forest Practices Authority, Hobart, Tasmania. 

Nimiago, P, Gamung, M, McIntosh, P 2016, Madang province: Cambisol (disturbed) in tuffaceous 

silty colluvium, Papua New Guinea Forest Soil Fact Sheet 2, Papua New Guinea Forest Authority, 

Forest Research Institute, Lae. 

Nimiago, P, Sam, N, Moripi, L, McIntosh, P 2016, Madang province: Gleysol in tuffaceous silty terrace 

alluvium, Papua New Guinea Forest Soil Fact Sheet 1, Papua New Guinea Forest Authority, Forest 

Research Institute, Lae. 

Nimiago, P, Sam, N, Gamung, M, McIntosh, P 2016, Madang province: Cambisol in tuffaceous silty 

colluvium on steeplands, Papua New Guinea Forest Soil Fact Sheet 3, Papua New Guinea Forest 

Authority, Forest Research Institute, Lae.  

Wiersma, J 2016 NE088 Wedge-tailed eagle search report, report to Pentarch Forestry Services. 

Conference presentations, abstracts and posters 

Macgregor, JW, Holyoake, C, Munks, S, Fleming, PA, Robertson, I, Connolly, J, Lonsdale, RA and 

Warren, K 2015, ‘A multidisciplinary approach to platypus conservation research: a model for other 

wildlife populations’, paper presented to Australian Mammals Society Conference, Hobart, 

Tasmania.  
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Mann, D 2015, ‘Whose den is that? Identification and management of threatened mammals in a 

forestry landscape: a case study’, poster presentation to Australian Mammals Society Conference, 

Hobart, June 6–10 2015, Hobart, Tasmania. 

Munks, S 2015, ‘Contributing to the conservation of biodiversity on private land – the Tasmanian 

forest practices system’, paper presented to ESA knowledge exchange Hobart, Hobart, Tasmania. 

Munks, SA, Koch AJ, Cawthen, L and Flynn, E 2015, ‘Research informing practice: managing hollows 

for arboreal mammals in the production forest landscape’, paper presented to Australian Mammals 

Society Conference, Hobart, Tasmania. 

Theses submitted for projects supported or co-supervised by the FPA staff 

Lunn, T 2015, ‘Causal processes of a complex system: modelling stream use and disturbance 

influence on the platypus (Ornithorhynchus anatinus)’, Honours thesis, University of Tasmania. 

Lunn, T 2015 ‘Impacts of timber harvest on stream biota – a review’, literature review for Bachelor of 

Science Degree with Honours, University of Tasmania. 

Macgregor, J 2015, ‘Conservation of the platypus (Ornithorhynchus anatinus): Development of a 

framework to assess the health of wild platypus populations’, PhD thesis, Murdoch University.   

Pracejus, A 2016, ‘Improving study designs for assessing forestry impacts on the giant freshwater 

crayfish, Astacopsis gouldi’, Honours thesis, University of Tasmania. 
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Appendix 2  

Major reference documents related  

to forest practices 

General 

A guide to planning approvals for forestry in Tasmania 2006, revised 2007, 

2011, 2015, 2016 

Forest Practices Act 1985 1985 

Forest Practices Code 2015 2000 

Forest Practices News Twice yearly since 1998 

Native Forest Silviculture Technical Bulletin series 1990 onwards 

Cultural 

Procedures for managing Aboriginal cultural heritage when preparing FPPs 2015 

Procedures for managing historic cultural heritage when preparing FPPs 2015 

Visual management topic papers on skyline and roadside management 2006 onwards 

Earth sciences  

Atlas of Tasmanian Karst 1995 

Basalt talus guidelines and Dolerite talus guidelines 2002 

Forest Sinkhole Manual and Forest operations around sinkholes  2002 and 2014 

Forest soils fact sheet keys From 2002 

Forest Soils of Tasmania 1996 

Guidelines for the protection of class 4 streams 2004, updated 2011 

The Strahan guidelines 2015 

Biodiversity 

Biodiversity Values Database 1995, 1998, 2000 

updated in 2014 

Fauna Technical Note series 1996 onwards 

Flora Technical Note Series  1996 onwards 

Forest Practices Botany Manuals 1991–2005 

Permanent Native Forest Estate Policy 1996, revised 2014, 

2015 and 2016 

Planning guideline (2008/1) – to avoid the clearance of significant habitat 

for threatened fauna 

2008 onwards 

Threatened Fauna Adviser  2014 

 

http://www.fpa.tas.gov.au/__data/assets/pdf_file/0020/110279/A_guide_to_planning_approvals_for_forestry_in_Tasmania_Feb_2016.pdf
http://www.thelaw.tas.gov.au/tocview/index.w3p;cond=all;doc_id=48%2B%2B1985%2BAT%40EN%2B20161026000000;histon=;pdfauthverid=;prompt=;rec=;rtfauthverid=;term=forest%20practices%20act;webauthverid=
http://www.fpa.tas.gov.au/__data/assets/pdf_file/0020/132455/Forest_Practices_Code_April_2016.pdf
http://www.fpa.tas.gov.au/publications/forest_practices_news/_nocache
http://www.forestrytas.com.au/understanding-our-forests/our-research/science-publications
http://www.fpa.tas.gov.au/__data/assets/pdf_file/0005/132818/Procedures_for_managing_Aboriginal_cultural_heritage_when_preparing_FPPs.pdf
http://www.fpa.tas.gov.au/__data/assets/pdf_file/0006/132819/Procedures_for_managing_historic_cultural_heritage_when_preparing_FPPs.pdf
http://www.fpa.tas.gov.au/fpa_services/planning_assistance/heritage_and_landscape
http://www.fpa.tas.gov.au/__data/assets/pdf_file/0017/131039/Karst_Categories_Kiernan_1995_vol_2_p_297.pdf
http://www.fpa.tas.gov.au/__data/assets/pdf_file/0011/110243/Basalt_talus_guidelines.pdf
http://www.fpa.tas.gov.au/__data/assets/pdf_file/0012/110244/Dolerite_talus_guidelines.pdf
http://www.fpa.tas.gov.au/__data/assets/pdf_file/0013/110245/Forest_sinkhole_manual.pdf
http://www.fpa.tas.gov.au/__data/assets/pdf_file/0020/113357/Sinkhole_guidelines_FPA_January_2014.pdf
http://www.fpa.tas.gov.au/fpa_services/planning_assistance/earth_sciences_planning_tools
http://www.fpa.tas.gov.au/__data/assets/pdf_file/0014/110246/Guidelines_for_the_protection_of_Class_4_streams.pdf
http://www.fpa.tas.gov.au/__data/assets/pdf_file/0016/124225/FPA_Strahan_Guidelines.pdf
http://www.fpa.tas.gov.au/fpa_services/planning_assistance/advisory_planning_tools/Biodiversity_values_database
http://www.fpa.tas.gov.au/fpa_services/planning_assistance/advisory_planning_tools/fauna_technical_notes
http://www.fpa.tas.gov.au/fpa_services/planning_assistance/advisory_planning_tools/flora_technical_notes
http://www.fpa.tas.gov.au/fpa_services/planning_assistance/advisory_planning_tools/forest_botany_manual
http://www.stategrowth.tas.gov.au/forestry/native-forest
http://www.fpa.tas.gov.au/fpa_services/planning_assistance/advisory_planning_tools/planning_guideline
http://www.fpa.tas.gov.au/fpa_services/planning_assistance/advisory_planning_tools/planning_guideline
http://www.fpa.tas.gov.au/fpa_services/planning_assistance/advisory_planning_tools/threatened_fauna_advisor
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Appendix 3  

Results of the 2015–16 assessment  

of forest practices plans 

The scoring system used for all questions in the assessment of forest practices plans  

Performance 

Rating 

Description Score 

Sound Addressed all judgment criteria and achieved an acceptable result. 3.0 

Below sound Have not addressed all judgment criteria and/or implemented plan as 

prescribed, which may result in adverse impact. 

2.0 

Unacceptable Non-compliant and has not adequately addressed judgment criteria or 

achieved an unacceptable result. 

 

1.0 

Not assessable  The condition/situation does not occur e.g. high erodibility 

 Operations have has not commenced 

 Insufficient or no objective evidence to make a judgment 

 

NA 
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Appendix 3 Results of the 2015–16 assessment of forest practices plans (continued) 

Procedural Issues Independent 

Private 

Industrial 

Freehold 

PTPZL Total for all 

tenures 

No Av No Av No Av No Av 

1. Has a complete copy of the original FPP 

and variations been made available to the 

assessor? 

25.0 3.0 8.0 3.0 24.0 3.0 57.0 3.0 

2. Had the FPP and any variations been 

uploaded to Coverpage? 

25.0 3.0 8.0 3.0 24.0 3.0 57.0 3.0 

3. Has the FPP, including variations, been 

fully signed and dated? 

25.0 2.8 8.0 3.0 24.0 3.0 57.0 2.9 

4. Is the FPP and variations in accordance 

with the Code? 

25.0 2.9 8.0 2.8 24.0 3.0 57.0 2.9 

5. Were state and local governments 

consulted, as required, and were resulting 

management conditions incorporated into 

the FPP or variation? 

23.0 3.0 4.0 3.0 15.0 3.0 42.0 3.0 

6. Was local government notified of the 

operational start date? 

25.0 3.0 7.0 3.0 22.0 3.0 54.0 3.0 

7. Have all adjacent landowners been 

identified and notified? 

25.0 2.9 8.0 3.0 19.0 2.9 52.0 2.9 

8. Does the FPP indicate that a fire 

management plan was prepared where 

necessary? 

22.0 3.0 7.0 3.0 24.0 3.0 53.0 3.0 

9. Have compliance reports on Discrete 

Operational Phases been completed, 

where required? 

15.0 2.5 6.0 2.8 20.0 2.7 41.0 2.6 

10. Is the FPP map clear? 24.0 2.9 8.0 2.9 24.0 2.8 56.0 2.9 

Procedural Issues Average  2.9  2.9  2.9  2.9 

Procedural Issues Std Dev  0.4  0.2  0.3  0.3 
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Appendix 3 Results of the 2015–16 assessment of forest practices plans (continued) 

Roading Independent 

Private 

Industrial 

Freehold 

PTPZL Total for all 

tenures 

No Av No Av No Av No Av 

11. Have roads been located to minimise 

soil erosion and stream sedimentation? 

10.0 3.0 2.0 3.0 13.0 3.0 25.0 3.0 

12. Where roads are located in proximity 

to streams, has the potential for stream 

sedimentation been minimised? 

4.0 2.8 2.0 3.0 8.0 3.0 14.0 2.9 

13. Where roads are located in areas of 

high or very high soil erodibility, have 

precautions to reduce erosion been 

taken? 

1.0 3.0 1.0 3.0 2.0 3.0 4.0 3.0 

14. Has the road standard proven 

adequate to the haulage task, and been 

sufficiently compacted or continuously 

repaired to avoid environmental 

problems? 

15.0 2.9 6.0 3.0 15.0 3.0 36.0 2.9 

15. Have road drainage measures been 

effective? 

13.0 2.7 5.0 3.0 19.0 2.9 37.0 2.9 

16. Have access tracks been suitably 

located, drained, and stabilised after use? 

12.0 2.8 2.0 3.0 10.0 2.9 24.0 2.8 

17. Are cuts and fills balanced and/or 

spoil disposed of properly? 

2.0 3.0   10.0 3.0 12.0 3.0 

18. Are batter slopes stable? 2.0 3.0   9.0 3.0 11.0 3.0 

19. Have Code statements been followed 

on steep country roads? 

    2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 

20. Has clearing width and topsoil 

stripping been minimised? 

3.0 3.0 1.0 3.0 10.0 3.0 14.0 3.0 

21. Have new or upgraded stream 

crossings been suitably located, designed 

and constructed? 

3.0 3.0 1.0 3.0 4.0 2.8 8.0 2.9 

22. Have temporary crossings been 

confined to class 3 and 4 and dry class 2 

watercourses and been properly removed 

and drained or upgraded? 

2.0 3.0 1.0 2.0   3.0 2.7 

23. Have all roads and access tracks that 

are non-conforming or environmentally 

hazardous been upgraded or closed? 

4.0 3.0 1.0 3.0   5.0 3.0 

25. If the operation has been completed, 

is there evidence of ongoing maintenance 

of the road system? 

6.0 3.0 6.0 2.8 13.0 2.9 25.0 2.9 

Roading Average  2.9  2.9  2.9  2.9 

Roading Std Dev  0.4  0.3  0.3  0.3 
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Appendix 3 Results of the 2015–16 assessment of forest practices plans (continued) 

Harvesting Independent 

Private 

Industrial 

Freehold 

PTPZL Total for all 

tenures 

No Av No Av No Av No Av 

28. Has the harvesting boundary been 

clearly marked or defined? 

23.0 3.0 6.0 2.8 19.0 2.9 48.0 2.9 

29. Has harvesting been confined within 

the harvest boundary? 

22.0 3.0 6.0 2.7 19.0 2.9 47.0 2.9 

30. Has harvesting complied with wet 

weather limitations? 

14.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 10.0 2.9 27.0 3.0 

31. Has cartage complied with wet 

weather limitations? 

7.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 4.0 3.0 14.0 3.0 

32. Have snig tracks been located and 

constructed to minimise environmental 

harm and enable effective drainage? 

16.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 16.0 3.0 35.0 3.0 

33. Have snig track location and 

management effectively minimised 

damage to retained trees and protected 

soil and water values? 

15.0 2.9 3.0 3.0 15.0 3.0 33.0 3.0 

34. Have snig tracks been restored, 

including the removal of temporary 

crossings? 

15.0 2.7 4.0 2.5 17.0 2.8 36.0 2.7 

35. Are landings (and continuous roadside 

landings) appropriately located, sized, and 

constructed? 

19.0 3.0 7.0 3.0 19.0 3.0 45.0 3.0 

36. Have landings been properly managed 

and stabilised? 

19.0 2.8 6.0 3.0 19.0 2.9 44.0 2.9 

37. Is the width of the SSRs and MEZs 

correct, and is marking correct? 

17.0 2.9 1.0 3.0 13.0 3.0 31.0 2.9 

38. Have class 4 streams been upgraded 

according to Class 4 Guidelines, where 

necessary? 

3.0 3.0   4.0 3.0 7.0 3.0 

39. Has felling and machinery avoided 

unreasonable damage to SSRs and MEZs? 

17.0 2.8 1.0 3.0 11.0 3.0 29.0 2.9 

40. Has approved felling in SSRs and MEZs 

complied with the Code? 

7.0 3.0   9.0 3.0 16.0 3.0 

41. Has harvesting of trees in plantation 

SSRs complied with Code requirements? 

8.0 3.0 6.0 3.0 5.0 2.2 19.0 2.8 

Harvesting Average  2.9  2.9  2.9  2.9 

Harvesting Std Dev  0.3  0.3  0.3  0.3 
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Appendix 3 Results of the 2015–16 assessment of forest practices plans (continued) 

Reforestation Independent 

Private 

Industrial 

Freehold 

PTPZL Total for all 

tenures 

No Av No Av No Av No Av 

44. Has an appropriate reforestation 

technique and stocking standard been 

prescribed? 

4.0 2.8 1.0 3.0 13.0 3.0 18.0 2.9 

45. Have fuel reduction, low or high 

intensity burns, been effectively carried 

out? 

    5.0 3.0 5.0 3.0 

46. Have streamside reserves and MEZs 

been protected from fire? 

1.0 3.0   5.0 3.0 6.0 3.0 

47. Has appropriate seed been selected 

for native forest regeneration? 

2.0 3.0   8.0 3.0 10.0 3.0 

48. Has stocking standard as prescribed in 

the plan been achieved, or is it likely to be 

achieved? 

3.0 2.3   9.0 3.0 12.0 2.8 

49. Have trees been effectively protected 

from grazing and browsing damage? 

2.0 1.5   5.0 2.8 7.0 2.4 

50. Has burning been effectively carried 

out and streamside reserves protected? 

3.0 3.0 1.0 3.0   4.0 3.0 

51. Was soil cultivation carried out in a 

manner that minimises the risk of 

unacceptable soil erosion? 

6.0 3.0 4.0 3.0 3.0 2.3 13.0 2.8 

52. Has cultivation been excluded from 

within 2 m of the edge of drainage 

depressions? 

6.0 3.0 4.0 2.8 1.0 3.0 11.0 2.9 

53. Have class 1,2,3, and 4 streams and 

their streamside reserves and/or MEZs 

been protected? 

9.0 3.0 6.0 2.7 3.0 3.0 18.0 2.9 

54. Has the specified stocking standard 

been achieved? 

5.0 2.8 3.0 2.7 6.0 3.0 14.0 2.9 

55. Have trees been effectively protected 

from grazing and browsing damage? 

5.0 2.4 2.0 2.5   7.0 2.4 

56. Have firebreaks been located and 

managed to protect soil, water, and visual 

values? 

9.0 2.9 6.0 3.0 9.0 2.8 24.0 2.9 

Reforestation Average  2.8  2.8  2.9  2.9 

Reforestation Std Dev  0.5  0.4  0.3  0.4 
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Appendix 3 Results of the 2015–16 assessment of forest practices plans (continued) 

Soils Independent 

Private 

Industrial 

Freehold 

PTPZL Total for all 

tenures 

No Av No Av No Av No Av 

58. Had the soil erodibility rating been 

correctly determined? 

25.0 3.0 7.0 3.0 23.0 3.0 55.0 3.0 

59. Has land slip potential been correctly 

determined? 

24.0 3.0 7.0 2.9 23.0 3.0 54.0 3.0 

60. Has burning intensity been 

appropriate for soil erodibility and 

nutrient status of the soils? 

4.0 3.0 2.0 3.0 6.0 3.0 12.0 3.0 

61. Have coupes with high and very high 

erodibility soils or with land exceeding the 

landslide threshold been referred to the 

FPA for comment? 

6.0 2.8 2.0 3.0 4.0 3.0 12.0 2.9 

62. Is there evidence of post-operation 

accelerated erosion? 

21.0 2.9 5.0 3.0 16.0 2.9 42.0 2.9 

Soils Average  3.0  3.0  3.0  3.0 

Soils Std Dev  0.2  0.2  0.2  0.2 

 

 

Water Quality and Flows Independent 

Private 

Industrial 

Freehold 

PTPZL Total for all 

tenures 

No Av No Av No Av No Av 

63. Have all watercourses been identified 

and correctly classified? 

25.0 2.8 7.0 3.0 20.0 3.0 52.0 2.9 

64. Is there evidence of significant post-

operation stream erosion? 

22.0 3.0 5.0 3.0 12.0 3.0 39.0 3.0 

Water Quality and Flows Average  2.9  3.0  3.0  2.9 

Water Quality and Flows Std Dev  0.4  0.0  0.2  0.3 

 

  



Forest Practices Authority Annual Report 2015–16 

     Page 95 of 130    D16/225617 

Appendix 3 Results of the 2015–16 assessment of forest practices plans (continued) 

Biodiversity Independent 

Private 

Industrial 

Freehold 

PTPZL Total for all 

tenures 

No Av No Av No Av No Av 

65. Has the flora section of the 

biodiversity evaluation been completed 

correctly, including a map detailing the 

results of the field assessment? 

25.0 2.9 8.0 3.0 23.0 2.8 56.0 2.9 

66. Have flora values been referred to FPA 

Biodiversity section as required? 

12.0 2.9 5.0 3.0 18.0 3.0 35.0 3.0 

67. Have important flora values and 

advice been taken into account in the 

FPP? 

16.0 2.9 5.0 3.0 10.0 3.0 31.0 3.0 

68. Have the flora prescriptions of the FPP 

and variations been implemented? 

14.0 2.9 2.0 3.0 10.0 2.9 26.0 2.9 

69. Has the fauna section of the 

biodiversity evaluation been completed 

correctly, including a map detailing the 

results of the field assessment? 

25.0 2.9 7.0 3.0 23.0 2.8 55.0 2.9 

70. Have fauna values been referred to 

the FPA Biodiversity section as required? 

16.0 2.9 4.0 3.0 24.0 2.8 44.0 2.9 

71. Were prescriptions for threatened 

species incorporated clearly in FPP text 

and map? 

24.0 2.8 7.0 2.9 23.0 2.7 54.0 2.8 

72. Have threatened fauna prescriptions, 

and other fauna provisions (WHS/WHC) in 

the FPP been implemented? 

23.0 2.9 5.0 3.0 17.0 2.9 45.0 2.9 

Biodiversity Average  2.9  3.0  2.9  2.9 

Biodiversity Std Dev  0.3  0.2  0.4  0.4 

 

 

  



Forest Practices Authority Annual Report 2015–16 

     Page 96 of 130    D16/225617 

Appendix 3 Results of the 2015–16 assessment of forest practices plans (continued) 

Landscape Independent 

Private 

Industrial 

Freehold 

PTPZL Total for all 

tenures 

No Av No Av No Av No Av 

73. Was the Landscape Management 

Objective (LMO) assessed correctly? 

24.0 2.9 8.0 3.0 24.0 3.0 56.0 2.9 

74. Were the Code provisions included in 

the FPP? 

7.0 2.9   14.0 3.0 21.0 3.0 

75. Have landscape prescriptions been 

implemented? 

4.0 2.8   6.0 3.0 10.0 2.9 

76. Was the recommended LMO in the 

Evaluation Sheet achieved? 

22.0 3.0 5.0 3.0 20.0 2.9 47.0 3.0 

Landscape Average  2.9  3.0  3.0  2.9 

Landscape Std Dev  0.3  0.0  0.2  0.3 

 

 

Cultural Heritage Independent 

Private 

Industrial 

Freehold 

PTPZL Total for all 

tenures 

No Av No Av No Av No Av 

77. Has MDC zoning been complied with 

on PTPZ land? 

3.0 3.0   20.0 3.0 23.0 3.0 

78. Has the Aboriginal Known Sites Report 

and Conserve been consulted? 

25.0 2.9 8.0 3.0 23.0 3.0 56.0 2.9 

79. Have areas of sensitivity for Aboriginal 

cultural heritage been identified using the 

Archaeological Potential Zone maps, or 

the potential zoning predictive 

statements? 

11.0 2.8 7.0 3.0 17.0 3.0 35.0 2.9 

80. Was specialist advice sought where 

necessary? 

5.0 2.8 1.0 3.0 14.0 3.0 20.0 3.0 

81. Have specialist advice and cultural 

heritage prescriptions been incorporated 

into the FPP? 

5.0 2.8 3.0 3.0 14.0 2.9 22.0 2.9 

82. Were the FPP prescriptions 

implemented? 

2.0 2.5 3.0 3.0 9.0 3.0 14.0 2.9 

83. Have site recording and management 

been in accordance with the Aboriginal 

Relics Act 1975? 

2.0 2.5   3.0 3.0 5.0 2.8 

Cultural Heritage Average  2.8  3.0  3.0  2.9 

Cultural Heritage Std Dev  0.4  0.0  0.2  0.2 
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Appendix 3 Results of the 2015–16 assessment of forest practices plans (continued) 

Geoscience Independent 

Private 

Industrial 

Freehold 

PTPZL Total for all 

tenures 

No Av No Av No Av No Av 

84. Has the geoscience evaluation been 

correctly completed? 

25.0 3.0 7.0 2.9 24.0 3.0 56.0 3.0 

85. Has the FPA Geoscientist been 

consulted, or a consultant engaged as 

required? 

4.0 3.0 4.0 3.0 11.0 3.0 19.0 3.0 

86. Have appropriate prescriptions been 

included in the FPP? 

6.0 2.7 3.0 2.7 4.0 3.0 13.0 2.8 

87. Have geoscience prescriptions been 

implemented satisfactorily? 

4.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 10.0 3.0 

Geoscience Average  2.9  2.9  3.0  3.0 

Geoscience Std Dev  0.2  0.3  0.0  0.2 

 

 

Fuels, rubbish and emissions Independent 

Private 

Industrial 

Freehold 

PTPZL Total for all 

tenures 

No Av No Av No Av No Av 

57. Have fuels, oils, greases and chemicals 

been properly and effectively managed, 

and rubbish removed? 

23.0 2.9 7.0 2.7 18.0 3.0 48.0 2.9 

Fuels, rubbish and emissions Average  2.9  2.7  3.0  2.9 

Fuels, rubbish and emissions Std Dev  0.3  0.5  0.0  0.3 
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Appendix 4 Monitoring of the maintenance of the 

permanent native forest estate 

1 Background 

Section 4C(fa) of the Forest Practices Act 1985 requires the FPA to monitor and report on the 

clearing of trees, harvesting and reforestation activity in relation to the maintenance of a permanent 

native forest estate.  

The Permanent Native Forest Estate Policy was established through the Tasmanian Regional Forest 

Agreement (RFA), and was most recently revised in June 2016. The policy is available on the 

Department of State Growth’s website.  

The policy aims to maintain a permanent native forest estate by placing limits on conversion of 

native forest communities to other land uses. The policy does not restrict management activities 

such as timber harvesting and grazing. Harvesting is permitted in all forest types where the 

silvicultural system ensures successful regeneration and long-term maintenance of that forest 

community.  

The policy prescribes that the area of native forest will be retained above minimum thresholds, 

expressed as a percentage of the native forest estate assessed in 1996 under the RFA. The 

Permanent Native Forest Estate Policy requires the following levels of retention of native forest in 

Tasmania: 

 State-wide extent of native forest: 95 per cent of the estimated 1996 area of native forest is 

to be maintained. 

 Threatened (rare, vulnerable and endangered) forest communities (as listed in the 

Tasmanian Nature Conservation Act 2002) are to be maintained in accordance with the 

Forest Practices Act 1985. Conversion is only permitted where it will not substantially detract 

from the conservation of that forest community or conservation values within the 

immediate area. 

 Non-threatened forest communities must be maintained at a level no less than 75 per cent 

of the 1996 area of the community or a minimum of 2000 hectares (whichever is the higher) 

in each Interim Biogeographic Region for Australia (IBRA) bioregion. This requirement was 

introduced in December 2009.  

 Clearing and conversion may not exceed 40 hectares per property per year. This 

requirement was introduced in September 2011. 

The above forest community and property thresholds may only be exceeded where the clearance 

and conversion is for construction or maintenance of significant infrastructure or has demonstrated 

substantial public benefit, or where the Forest Practices Authority has exercised discretion in 

accordance with section 6 of the Policy.  

http://www.stategrowth.tas.gov.au/forestry/native-forest
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The Permanent Native Forest Estate Policy also specifies that forestry operations do not result in the 

incidental clearance and conversion of threatened non-forest vegetation communities, except in 

those conditions where the activity will not substantially detract from the conservation of that non-

forest vegetation community or conservation values within the immediate area. This requirement is 

supported by changes in 2007 to the Tasmanian Nature Conservation Act 2002 and the Forest 

Practices Act. Non-forest communities are not considered further in this report. 

The Permanent Native Forest Estate Policy is given effect through the FPA’s consideration of 

applications for FPPs under the Forest Practices Act. Planning tools and instructions ensure that 

forestry operations affecting communities with a priority for conservation are referred by Forest 

Practices Officers to the FPA’s scientific staff for specialist advice. Administrative instructions ensure 

that policy requirements for threatened communities are incorporated into FPP planning. The FPA 

maintains a database which contains details of all certified FPPs, including (for each FPP) the 

communities in the FPP area and the type of operation affecting each community; this database 

forms the basis for the FPA’s monitoring and reporting on Tasmania’s permanent native forest 

estate. 

The extent of forest communities as mapped in 1996 is the benchmark for reporting on the 

permanent native forest estate. Until 2007, FPA annual reports used the 1996 figures as identified in 

the Tasmanian RFA (1997) and associated documents. The 1996 mapping was reassessed during 

preparation of the State of the forests Tasmania 2002 report. For most communities, differences 

between the 1997 and 2002 figures are minor, with the most substantial differences being an 

increase in the mapped extent of some rainforest communities in the 2002 assessment. The revised 

(2002) figures are used in this annual report. 

From 1997 to 2006, suitable areas of private land that contain forest communities with a priority for 

conservation, or other values specified in the RFA, were referred to the Private Forest Reserves 

Program, DPIPWE, so that this program could assess and, if appropriate, negotiate conservation 

options with the landowner. The Private Forest Reserves Program was replaced by the Australian 

Government’s Forest Conservation Fund from 2006 to 2009. No dedicated forest reserve programs 

currently exist. However, persons who have an application for an FPP refused or amended because 

of threatened native vegetation may apply for compensation under the Nature Conservation Act.  

2 The permanent native forest estate figures  

The tables below provide the bioregional extent and conversion of forest communities to 30 June 

2016. Figures given for the 1996 RFA forest community extent (in hectares) are based on the State of 

the forests Tasmania 2002 report revision of the 1996 RFA mapping data. Care is needed in 

interpreting the data, for the following reasons: 

 The figures relate to planned operations, not all of which will have been completed in the 

reporting period. 

 Areas of forest communities given in FPPs are generally gross areas that may not exclude 

reserves such as streamside reserves or additional areas excluded due to operational 

constraints. The figures relating to the conversion of native forest are therefore likely to be 

overestimates for some communities. 

http://www.fpa.tas.gov.au/__data/assets/pdf_file/0004/110398/State_of_the_forests_2002_report.pdf
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 Conversion of threatened forest communities was permitted under the 1997 Permanent 

Native Forest Estate Policy. The FPA imposed a moratorium on further conversion of 

threatened communities in 2002, pending a review by the government of its Permanent 

Native Forest Estate Policy. The moratoriums were supported by bilateral agreements 

(signed in May 2003 and May 2005) between the Australian and Tasmanian governments. 

Under the revised Permanent Native Forest Estate Policy (2007), the FPA was given 

discretionary power to allow conversion of threatened communities in exceptional 

circumstances, where the conversion will not substantially detract from the conservation of 

that forest community or conservation values within the immediate area. Such clearance, in 

many cases, has been accompanied by reservation (offsets) of other areas of equal or 

greater conservation value. 

 The proportions of forest communities converted are based on the area of each community 

as mapped in 1996 (from RFA mapping and revised State of the forests Tasmania 2002 

report mapping, as discussed above). The mapping of forest communities is also subject to 

other reviews (e.g. through mapping undertaken by DPIPWE and the Sustainability indicators 

report 2007). Such revisions have provided more accurate information on the extent and 

distribution of forest communities, and have assisted the FPA to supply advice for 

operations affecting threatened forest communities or other communities approaching 

regional thresholds. Some figures given in previous annual reports have been revised in the 

light of more accurate information. 

 In the 200506 reporting period, the Tasmanian and Australian governments approved the 

reclassification of the RFA community ‘Inland E. amygdalina forest’, following a review of 

this community by the Scientific Advisory Committee to the Private Forest Reserves Program 

(CARSAG). This community has been replaced by:  

o ‘Inland E. amygdalina – E. viminalis – E. pauciflora forests and woodlands on 

Cainozoic deposits’ 

o ‘E. amygdalina forest on mudstone’. 

Conversion figures for these communities are given separately in the tables below for 

this reporting period (2015–16) and the total conversion since the reclassification 

(i.e. 1996–15) is also given.  

 The analyses do not include figures for clearing not associated with harvesting, which was 

conducted before such clearing became subject to regulation in 2002, under the Forest 

Practices Act. A negligible amount of such clearing would have occurred in more commercial 

forest types, but may have been significant in some drier forests and woodlands with low 

timber quality. 
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Appendix 4 Monitoring of the maintenance of the permanent native  

forest estate (continued) 

Woolnorth Bioregion as at 30 June 2016 

No. RFA forest community 1996 RFA 

area (ha) 

(2002 

dataset)  

2015–16 

decrease 

(ha) 

Total 

decrease 

1996–2016 

(ha) 

% total 

decrease 

from 1996 

RFA area 

(2002 

dataset)  

1 Coastal E. amygdalina forest 24 646.0   987.9 4.0 

2 E. amygdalina forest on dolerite 18 134.0   2347.6 12.9 

3 Inland E. amygdalina forest 902.0   121.6 13.5 

4* E. amygdalina forest on sandstone 330.0   16.5 5.0 

5 Allocasuarina verticillata forest 177.0   9.9 5.6 

6* E. brookeriana wet forest 4439.0 1.4 272.3 6.1 

7 Acacia melanoxylon forest on flats 7987.0 1.3 631.9 7.9 

8 Acacia melanoxylon forest on rises 7852.0 23.0 268.8 3.4 

9* Banksia serrata woodland 156.0   0.0 0.0 

10 E. coccifera dry forest 41.0   1.0 2.4 

12 Dry E. delegatensis forest 3892.0   52.0 1.3 

13 E. viminalis / E. ovata / E. amygdalina / 

E. obliqua damp sclerophyll forest 

29 915.0 2.3 1872.0 6.3 

14 Tall E. delegatensis forest 14 552.0 1.0 2325.7 16.0 

16* E. viminalis and/or E. globulus coastal forest 10.0   1.4 14.0 

19* King Island E. globulus / E. brookeriana / 

E. viminalis forest 

2411.0   9.0 0.4 

20 Leptospermum sp. / Melaleuca squarrosa 

swamp forest 

7304.0   1803.8 24.7 

21 Callidendrous and thamnic rainforest on fertile 

sites 

28 659.0   4555.8 15.9 

22 Thamnic rainforest on less fertile sites 25 623.0   253.0 1.0 

23* Melaleuca ericifolia coastal swamp forest 198.0   114.9 58.1 

25 Dry E. nitida forest 14 012.0   1846.7 13.2 

27* Notelaea ligustrina and/or Pomaderris apetala 42.0   3.0 7.1 
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No. RFA forest community 1996 RFA 

area (ha) 

(2002 

dataset)  

2015–16 

decrease 

(ha) 

Total 

decrease 

1996–2016 

(ha) 

% total 

decrease 

from 1996 

RFA area 

(2002 

dataset)  

closed forest 

28 Tall E. nitida forest 2932.0   648.6 22.1 

29 Dry E. obliqua forest 29 106.0 2.8 4575.5 15.7 

30 Tall E. obliqua forest 124 714.0 17.3 19542.9 15.7 

31* Shrubby E. ovata – E. viminalis forest 2979.0 1.5 81.9 2.7 

34 E. pauciflora forest on Jurassic dolerite -   0.3 & 

36 E. pauciflora forest on sediments -   3.4 & 

37 E. regnans forest 2632.0   926.3 35.2 

39 E. rodwayi forest 104.0   3.0 2.9 

41 Acacia dealbata forest 16 450.0   736.8 4.5 

43 E. subcrenulata forest 125.0   0.0 0.0 

47 E. viminalis grassy forest/woodland 2905.0   66.0 2.3 

49* E. viminalis wet forest 2610.0   294.6 11.3 

50* King Billy Pine Forest 0.0   0.0 0.0 

64* Inland E.amygdalina – E. viminalis – 

E. pauciflora on Cainozoic deposits 

-   0.0 & 

65 E. amygdalina forest on mudstone -   68.0 & 

  TOTAL 375 839.0 50.6 44433.3 11.8 

1. Only forest communities that occur within each IBRA region are shown. 

2. Results are estimates, based on RFA mapping and area data provided in forest practices plans. The area shown as a decrease is likely to 

be an over-estimate as it is generally based on gross area, which excludes informal reserves such as streamside reserves. Note that these 

figures only take into account areas that have been cleared and converted as a result of activities covered by the Forest Practices Act 1985 

and areas approved for conversion by a Dam Works Permit issued under the Water Management Act 1999.  

3. * Indicates a threatened native vegetation community (rare, vulnerable or endangered).  

4.  During 2005–06, Inland E. amygdalina was separated into ‘Inland E. amygdalina – E. viminalis – E. pauciflora on Cainozoic deposits’ 

and ‘E. amygdalina forest on mudstone’, with only the former being considered a threatened forest community.  

5. Anomalies in mapping (shown with an ampersand (&)) are subject to further field verification. Area data may be modified as mapping is 

refined. 
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Appendix 4 Monitoring of the maintenance of the permanent native  

forest estate (continued) 

Ben Lomond Bioregion as at 30 June 2016 

No. RFA forest community 1996 RFA 

area (ha) 

(2002 

dataset)  

2015–16 

decrease^ 

(ha) 

Total 

decrease 

1996–2016^ 

(ha) 

% total 

decrease 

from 1996 

RFA Area 

(2002 

dataset)  

1 Coastal E. amygdalina forest 133 418.0 59.7 8287.2 6.2 

2 E. amygdalina forest on dolerite 42 456.0 29.0 1805.2 4.3 

3 Inland E. amygdalina forest 4567.0   1187.0 26.0 

4* E. amygdalina forest on sandstone 1024.0   207.5 20.3 

5 Allocasuarina verticillata forest 303.0 0.8 1.0 0.3 

6* E. brookeriana wet forest 0.0   2.3 & 

7 Acacia melanoxylon forest on flats 259.0 0.3 19.6 7.6 

8 Acacia melanoxylon forest on rises 75.0   38.0 50.7 

10 E. coccifera dry forest 28.0   0.0 0.0 

12 Dry E. delegatensis forest 29 876.0 0.8 1757.3 5.9 

13 

E. viminalis / E. ovata / E. amygdalina / 

E. obliqua damp sclerophyll forest 
2091.0 

 1.6 903.3 43.1 

14 Tall E. delegatensis forest 47 552.0 3.0 3047.3 6.4 

20 

Leptospermum sp. / Melaleuca squarrosa 

swamp forest 
41.0 

  12.8 31.2 

21 

Callidendrous and thamnic rainforest on fertile 

sites 
25 085.0 

  376.3 1.5 

23* Melaleuca ericifolia coastal swamp forest 400.0   10.0 2.5 

27* 

Notelaea ligustrina and/or Pomaderris apetala 

closed forest 
20.0 

  0.0 0.0 

29 Dry E. obliqua forest 29 573.0 20.8 10098.4 34.1 

30 Tall E. obliqua forest 53 509.0 13.0 7020.8 13.1 

31* Shrubby E.ovata / E. viminalis forest 428.0   580.4 135.6 

36 E. pauciflora forest on sediments 1851.0   0.0 0.0 

37 E. regnans forest 27 517.0 7.0 9161.1 33.3 

39 E. rodwayi forest 39.0   77.0 197.4 

40 E. sieberi forest on granite 16 866.0   223.7 1.3 

41 Acacia dealbata forest 21 434.0 29.1 1515.1 7.1 
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No. RFA forest community 1996 RFA 

area (ha) 

(2002 

dataset)  

2015–16 

decrease^ 

(ha) 

Total 

decrease 

1996–2016^ 

(ha) 

% total 

decrease 

from 1996 

RFA Area 

(2002 

dataset)  

42 E. sieberi forest on other substrates 43 278.0   256.7 0.6 

47 E. viminalis grassy forest/woodland 18 872.0 29.5 142.6 0.8 

49* E. viminalis wet forest 92.0   51.7 56.2 

64* 

Inland E.amygdalina / E.viminalis / E.pauciflora 

on Cainozoic deposits 
- 

  10.4 & 

65 E. amygdalina forest on mudstone -   204.4 & 

 
TOTAL 

500 654.0 194.6 46993.9 9.4 

1. Only forest communities that occur within each IBRA region are shown. 

2. Results are estimates, based on RFA mapping and area data provided in forest practices plans. The area shown as a decrease is likely to 

be an over-estimate as it is generally based on gross area, which excludes informal reserves such as streamside reserves. Note that these 

figures only take into account areas that have been cleared and converted as a result of activities covered by the Forest Practices Act 1985 

and areas approved for conversion by a Dam Works Permit issued under the Water Management Act 1999.  

3. * Indicates a threatened native vegetation community (rare, vulnerable or endangered).  

4.  During 2005–06, Inland E. amygdalina was separated into ‘Inland E. amygdalina – E. viminalis – E. pauciflora on Cainozoic deposits’ 

and ‘E. amygdalina forest on mudstone’, with only the former being considered a threatened forest community.  

5. Anomalies in mapping (shown with an ampersand (&)) are subject to further field verification. Area data may be modified as mapping is 

refined. 
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Appendix 4 Monitoring of the maintenance of the permanent native  

forest estate (continued) 

Midlands Bioregion as at 30 June 2016 

No. RFA forest community 1996 RFA 

area (ha) 

(2002 

dataset)  

2015–16 

decrease^ 

(ha) 

Total 

decrease 

1996–2016^ 

(ha) 

% total 

decrease from 

1996 RFA Area 

(2002 dataset) 

1 Coastal E. amygdalina dry sclerophyll forest 3250.0   5.0 0.2 

2 E. amygdalina forest on dolerite 41 279.0 3.3 1107.0 2.7 

3 Inland E. amygdalina forest 19 734.0   661.6 3.4 

4* E. amygdalina forest on sandstone 3935.0 1.8 74.6 1.9 

5 Allocasuarina verticillata forest 269.0   7.5 2.8 

12 Dry E. delegatensis forest 9642.0   1584.2 16.4 

13 

E. viminalis / E. ovata / E. amygdalina / 

E. obliqua damp sclerophyll forest 
7608.0   731.5 9.6 

14 Tall E. delegatensis forest 3812.0   297.5 7.8 

16* 

E. viminalis and/or E. globulus coastal shrubby 

forest 
70.0   2.0 2.9 

17* Grassy E. globulus forest 2805.0   172.5 6.1 

21 

Callidendrous and thamnic rainforest on fertile 

soils 
108.0   0.0 0.0 

22 Thamnic rainforest on less fertile soils 113.0   0.0 0.0 

24* E. morrisbyi forest  22.0   0.0 0.0 

25 Dry E. nitida forest  7.0   0.0 0.0 

27* 

Notelaea ligustrina and/or Pomaderris apetala 

closed forest  
28.0   8.0 28.6 

29 Dry E. obliqua forest 13 599.0 0.8 1699.6 12.5 

30 Tall E. obliqua forest 8315.0   494.5 5.9 

31* Shrubby E. ovata/E. viminalis forest 2656.0   39.0 1.5 

32 

E. pulchella / E. globulus / E. viminalis grassy 

shrubby forest 
28 223.0   595.5 2.1 

34 E. pauciflora forest on Jurassic dolerite 450.0   69.0 15.3 

36 E. pauciflora forest on sediments 1290.0   0.0 0.0 

37 E. regnans forest 996.0   84.2 8.5 

38* E. risdonii forest 375.0   2.0 0.5 

39 E. rodwayi forest 113.0   22.0 19.5 

41 Acacia dealbata forest 1911.0   106.9 5.6 

43 E. subcrenulata forest 10.0   0.0 0.0 

46* Inland E. tenuiramis forest 33 913.0   5.6 0.0 



Forest Practices Authority Annual Report 2015–16 

     Page 106 of 130    D16/225617 

No. RFA forest community 1996 RFA 

area (ha) 

(2002 

dataset)  

2015–16 

decrease^ 

(ha) 

Total 

decrease 

1996–2016^ 

(ha) 

% total 

decrease from 

1996 RFA Area 

(2002 dataset) 

47 E. viminalis grassy forest/woodland 60 259.0   436.2 0.7 

49* E. viminalis wet forest 61.0   9.5 15.6 

64* 
Inland E.amygdalina – E. viminalis – 

E. pauciflora on Cainozoic deposits 
-   0.0 & 

65 E. amygdalina forest on mudstone -   309.5 & 

  TOTAL 244 853.0 5.9 8523.6 3.5 

1. Only forest communities that occur within each IBRA region are shown. 

2. Results are estimates, based on RFA mapping and area data provided in forest practices plans. The area shown as a decrease is likely to 

be an over-estimate as it is generally based on gross area, which excludes informal reserves such as streamside reserves. Note that these 

figures only take into account areas that have been cleared and converted as a result of activities covered by the Forest Practices Act 1985 

and areas approved for conversion by a Dam Works Permit issued under the Water Management Act 1999.  

3. * Indicates a threatened native vegetation community (rare, vulnerable or endangered).  

4.  During 2005–06, Inland E. amygdalina was separated into ‘Inland E. amygdalina – E. viminalis – E. pauciflora on Cainozoic deposits’ 

and ‘E. amygdalina forest on mudstone’, with only the former being considered a threatened forest community.  

5. Anomalies in mapping (shown with an ampersand (&)) are subject to further field verification. Area data may be modified as mapping is 

refined. 
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Appendix 4 Monitoring of the maintenance of the permanent native  

forest estate (continued) 

Freycinet Bioregion as at 30 June 2016 

No. RFA forest community 1996 RFA 

area (ha) 

(2002 

dataset)  2015–16 

decrease^ 

(ha) 

Total 

decrease 

1996–2016^ 

(ha) 

% total 

decrease 

from 1996 

RFA Area 

(2002 

dataset)  

1 Coastal E. amygdalina forest 28 574.0 1.3 85.0 0.3 

2 E. amygdalina forest on dolerite 70 401.0 52.0 1,821.1 2.6 

3 Inland E. amygdalina forest 568.0   154.0 27.1 

4* E. amygdalina forest on sandstone 24 012.0   314.9 1.3 

5 Allocasuarina verticillata forest 391.0   0.0 0.0 

6* E. brookeriana wet forest 19.0   1.2 6.3 

10 E. coccifera dry forest 82.0   1.0 1.2 

11* Callitris rhomboidea forest 606.0   0.0 0.0 

12 Dry E. delegatensis forest 66 809.0 3.0 2,003.3 3.0 

13 

E. viminalis / E. ovata / E. amygdalina / 

E. obliqua damp sclerophyll forest 
0.0   230.0 & 

14 Tall E. delegatensis forest 21 263.0   262.1 1.2 

16* 

E. viminalis and/or E. globulus coastal shrubby 

forest 
977.0   0.0 0.0 

17* Grassy E. globulus forest 10 842.0   352.8 3.3 

20 

Leptospermum species / Melaleuca squarrosa 

swamp forest 
81.0   7.0 8.6 

21 

Callidendrous and thamnic rainforest on fertile 

sites 
627.0   0.0 0.0 

27* 

Notelaea ligustrina and/or Pomaderris apetala 

closed forest 
21.0   0.0 0.0 

29 Dry E. obliqua forest 30 256.0 18.5 2,455.9 8.1 

30 Tall E. obliqua forest 30 511.0   1,494.0 4.9 

31* Shrubby E. ovata / E. viminalis forest 719.0 2.0 6.9 1.0 

32 

E. pulchella / E. globulus / E. viminalis grassy 

shrubby forest 
110 203.0   1,165.9 1.1 

34 E. pauciflora forest on Jurassic dolerite 1274.0   3.5 0.3 

36 E. pauciflora forest on sediments 47.0   0.0 0.0 

37 E. regnans forest 3280.0   804.6 24.5 

39 E. rodwayi forest 2149.0   2.5 0.1 
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No. RFA forest community 1996 RFA 

area (ha) 

(2002 

dataset)  2015–16 

decrease^ 

(ha) 

Total 

decrease 

1996–2016^ 

(ha) 

% total 

decrease 

from 1996 

RFA Area 

(2002 

dataset)  

40 E. sieberi forest on granite 829.0   0.0 0.0 

41 Acacia dealbata forest 2079.0   171.0 8.2 

42 E. sieberi forest on other substrates 2986.0   0.0 0.0 

44 E. tenuiramis forest on granite 2983.0   4.3 0.1 

45 E. tenuiramis forest on dolerite 7514.0   45.3 0.6 

46* Inland E. tenuiramis forest 2301.0   4.9 0.2 

47 E. viminalis grassy forest/woodland 20 908.0 26.0 264.0 1.3 

49* E. viminalis wet forest 815.0   0.0 0.0 

64* 
Inland E.amygdalina – E. viminalis – 

E. pauciflora on Cainozoic deposits 
-   0.0 & 

65 E.amygdalina forest on mudstone -   21.1 & 

  TOTAL 444 127.0 102.8 11,676.2 2.6 

1. Only forest communities that occur within each IBRA region are shown. 

2. Results are estimates, based on RFA mapping and area data provided in forest practices plans. The area shown as a decrease is likely to 

be an over-estimate as it is generally based on gross area, which excludes informal reserves such as streamside reserves. Note that these 

figures only take into account areas that have been cleared and converted as a result of activities covered by the Forest Practices Act 1985 

and areas approved for conversion by a Dam Works Permit issued under the Water Management Act 1999.  

3. * Indicates a threatened native vegetation community (rare, vulnerable or endangered).  

4.  During 2005–06, Inland E. amygdalina was separated into ‘Inland E. amygdalina – E. viminalis – E. pauciflora on Cainozoic deposits’ 

and ‘E. amygdalina forest on mudstone’, with only the former being considered a threatened forest community.  

5. Anomalies in mapping (shown with an ampersand (&)) are subject to further field verification. Area data may be modified as mapping is 

refined. 
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Appendix 4 Monitoring of the maintenance of the permanent native  

forest estate (continued) 

Central Highlands Bioregion as at 30 June 2016 

No. RFA forest community 1996 RFA 

area (ha) 

(2002 

dataset)  2015–16 

decrease^ 

(ha) 

Total 

decrease 

1996–2016^ 

(ha) 

% total 

decrease 

from 1996 

RFA Area 

(2002 

dataset)  

1 Coastal E. amygdalina dry sclerophyll forest 276.0   0.0 0.0 

2 E. amygdalina forest on dolerite 5986.0   1494.1 25.0 

4* E. amygdalina forest on sandstone 49.0   15.0 30.6 

6* E. brookeriana wet forest 6.0   0.0 0.0 

8 Acacia melanoxylon forest on rises 151.0   18.7 12.4 

10 E. coccifera dry forest 49 927.0   23.5 0.0 

12 Dry E. delegatensis forest 165 758.0 27.1 9337.7 5.6 

13 

E. viminalis / E. ovata / E. amygdalina / 

E. obliqua damp sclerophyll forest 
1093.0   107.9 9.9 

14 Tall E. delegatensis forest 152 381.0   6658.5 4.4 

15* King Billy pine – deciduous beech forest 176.0   0.0 0.0 

20 

Leptospermum sp. / Melaleuca squarrosa 

swamp forest 
388.0   0.8 0.2 

21 

Callidendrous and thamnic rainforest on 

fertile sites 
24 755.0   2207.4 8.9 

22 Thamnic rainforest on less fertile sites 53 914.0   137.3 0.3 

25 Dry E. nitida forest 5501.0   4.0 0.1 

28 Tall E. nitida forest 1815.0   0.0 0.0 

29 Dry E. obliqua forest 6626.0   1875.9 28.3 

30 Tall E. obliqua forest 14 125.0   1164.5 8.2 

31* Shrubby E. ovata / E. viminalis forest 104.0   3.0 2.9 

32 

E. pulchella / E. globulus / E. viminalis grassy 

shrubby forest 
1750.0   51.0 2.9 

33* Pencil pine – deciduous beech forest 176.0   0.0 0.0 

34 E. pauciflora forest on Jurassic dolerite 17 079.0   435.8 2.6 

35* Pencil pine forest 314.0   0.0 0.0 

36 E. pauciflora forest on sediments 13 026.0   64.7 0.5 

37 E. regnans forest 7843.0   736.3 9.4 

39 E. rodwayi forest 6272.0 38.4 938.8 15.0 

41 Acacia dealbata forest 7275.0   326.7 4.5 
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No. RFA forest community 1996 RFA 

area (ha) 

(2002 

dataset)  2015–16 

decrease^ 

(ha) 

Total 

decrease 

1996–2016^ 

(ha) 

% total 

decrease 

from 1996 

RFA Area 

(2002 

dataset)  

43 E. subcrenulata forest 3610.0   3.9 0.1 

45 E. tenuiramis forest on dolerite 8.0   24.7 308.8 

46* Inland E. tenuiramis forest 17 489.0   27.9 0.2 

47 E. viminalis grassy forest / woodland 10 141.0 40.0 260.3 2.6 

49* E. viminalis wet forest 593.0   0.0 0.0 

50* King Billy pine forest 3568.0   0.0 0.0 

64* 
Inland E.amygdalina – E. viminalis – 

E. pauciflora on Cainozoic deposits 
-   0.0 & 

65 E.amygdalina forest on mudstone -   25.0 & 

  TOTAL 572 175.0 105.5 25922.4 4.5 

1. Only forest communities that occur within each IBRA region are shown. 

2. Results are estimates, based on RFA mapping and area data provided in forest practices plans. The area shown as a decrease is likely to 

be an over-estimate as it is generally based on gross area, which excludes informal reserves such as streamside reserves. Note that these 

figures only take into account areas that have been cleared and converted as a result of activities covered by the Forest Practices Act 1985 

and areas approved for conversion by a Dam Works Permit issued under the Water Management Act 1999.  

3. * Indicates a threatened native vegetation community (rare, vulnerable or endangered).  

4.  During 2005–06, Inland E. amygdalina was separated into ‘Inland E. amygdalina – E. viminalis – E. pauciflora on Cainozoic deposits’ 

and ‘E. amygdalina forest on mudstone’, with only the former being considered a threatened forest community.  

5. Anomalies in mapping (shown with an ampersand (&)) are subject to further field verification. Area data may be modified as mapping is 

refined. 
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Appendix 4 Monitoring of the maintenance of the permanent native  

forest estate (continued)  

West and South-west Bioregion as at 30 June 2016 

No. RFA forest community 1996 RFA 

area (ha) 

(2002 

dataset)  

2015–16 

decrease 

(ha) 

Total 

decrease 

1996–2015 

(ha) 

% total 

decrease 

from 1996 

RFA area 

(2002 

dataset)  

2 E. amygdalina  forest on dolerite 0.0  2.0 & 

6* E. brookeriana wet forest 75.0  0.0 0.0 

7 Acacia melanoxylon forest on flats 744.0  0.0 0.0 

8 Acacia melanoxylon forest on rises 5074.0  290.0 5.7 

10 E. coccifera dry forest 600.0  0.0 0.0 

12 Dry E. delegatensis forest 6148.0  28.0 0.5 

13 

E. viminalis / E. ovata / E. amygdalina / 

E. obliqua damp sclerophyll forest 
0.0 

 3.0 & 

14 Tall E. delegatensis forest 21 408.0  104.0 0.5 

15* King Billy pine – deciduous beech forest 622.0  0.0 0.0 

16* 

E. viminalis and/or E. globulus coastal shrubby 

forest 
99.0 

 0.0 0.0 

18 Huon pine forest 8503.0  0.0 0.0 

20 

Leptospermum sp. / Melaleuca squarrosa 

swamp forest 
9309.0 

 431.5 4.6 

21 

Callidendrous and thamnic rainforest on fertile 

sites 
106 311.0 

 321.6 0.3 

22 Thamnic rainforest on less fertile sites 275 451.0  20.2 0.0 

25 Dry E. nitida forest 136 768.0  72.0 0.1 

27* 

Notelaea ligustrina and/or Pomaderris apetala 

closed forest 
95.0 

 0.0 0.0 

28 Tall E. nitida forest 67 174.0  326.5 0.5 

29 Dry E. obliqua forest 24 924.0  249.0 1.0 

30 Tall E. obliqua forest 83 500.0  2432.9 2.9 
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No. RFA forest community 1996 RFA 

area (ha) 

(2002 

dataset)  

2015–16 

decrease 

(ha) 

Total 

decrease 

1996–2015 

(ha) 

% total 

decrease 

from 1996 

RFA area 

(2002 

dataset)  

37 E. regnans forest 12 588.0   1398.1 11.1 

41 Acacia dealbata forest 499.0   1.8 0.4 

43 E. subcrenulata forest 2253.0   0.0 0.0 

50* King Billy pine forest 13 907.0   0.0 0.0 

 
TOTAL 

776 052.0 0.0 5681.2 0.7 

1. Only forest communities that occur within each IBRA region are shown. 

2. Results are estimates, based on RFA mapping and area data provided in forest practices plans. The area shown as a decrease is likely to 

be an over-estimate as it is generally based on gross area, which excludes informal reserves such as streamside reserves. Note that these 

figures only take into account areas that have been cleared and converted as a result of activities covered by the Forest Practices Act 1985 

and areas approved for conversion by a Dam Works Permit issued under the Water Management Act 1999.  

3. * Indicates a threatened native vegetation community (rare, vulnerable or endangered).  

4. Anomalies in mapping (shown with an ampersand (&)) are subject to further field verification. Area data may be modified as mapping is 

refined. 
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Appendix 4 Monitoring of the maintenance of the permanent native  

forest estate (continued) 

D’Entrecasteaux Bioregion as at 30 June 2016 

No. RFA forest community 1996 RFA 

area (ha) 

(2002 

dataset)  2015–16 

decrease^ 

(ha) 

Total 

decrease 

1996–2016^ 

(ha) 

% total 

decrease 

from 1996 

RFA Area 

(2002 

dataset)  

1 Coastal E. amygdalina forest 61.0   0.3 0.5 

2 E. amygdalina forest on dolerite 219.0   4.3 2.0 

4* E. amygdalina forest on sandstone 798.0   6.0 0.8 

10 E. coccifera dry forest 3952.0   2.0 0.1 

12 Dry E. delegatensis forest 7996.0   100.6 1.3 

14 Tall E. delegatensis forest 24 803.0 24.2 648.7 2.6 

15* King Billy pine – deciduous beech forest 6.0   0.0 0.0 

17* Grassy E. globulus forest 596.0   61.0 10.2 

18 Huon Pine forest 9.0   0.0 0.0 

20 

Leptospermum sp. / Melaleuca squarrosa 

swamp forest 
1244.0   10.8 0.9 

21 

Callidendrous and thamnic rainforest on fertile 

sites 
6889.0   14.7 0.2 

22 Thamnic rainforest on less fertile sites 22 944.0   3.4 0.0 

25 Dry E. nitida forest 3031.0   28.1 0.9 

27* 

Notelaea ligustrina and/or Pomaderris apetala 

closed forest 
54.0   0.0 0.0 

28 Tall E. nitida forest 2402.0   18.9 0.8 

29 Dry E. obliqua forest 29 486.0   1050.4 3.6 

30 Tall E. obliqua forest 111 866.0 12.2 7870.9 7.0 

31* Shrubby E. ovata / E. viminalis forest 222.0   1.2 0.5 

32 

E. pulchella / E. globulus / E. viminalis grassy 

shrubby forest 
10 905.0   60.4 0.6 

35* Pencil pine forest 11.0   0.0 0.0 

37 E. regnans forest 21 388.0 26.0 3832.5 17.9 

41 Acacia dealbata forest 3890.0   142.0 3.7 

43 E. subcrenulata forest 4238.0   7.9 0.2 

45 E. tenuiramis forest on dolerite 766.0   0.0 0.0 
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No. RFA forest community 1996 RFA 

area (ha) 

(2002 

dataset)  2015–16 

decrease^ 

(ha) 

Total 

decrease 

1996–2016^ 

(ha) 

% total 

decrease 

from 1996 

RFA Area 

(2002 

dataset)  

46* Inland E. tenuiramis forest 1042.0   7.2 0.7 

47 E. viminalis grassy forest/woodland 194.0   0.0 0.0 

50* King Billy pine forest 2581.0   0.0 0.0 

65 E. amygdalina forest on mudstone -   5.0 & 

  TOTAL 261 593.0 62.4 13876.1 5.3 

1. Only forest communities that occur within each IBRA region are shown. 

2. Results are estimates, based on RFA mapping and area data provided in forest practices plans. The area shown as a decrease is likely to 

be an over-estimate as it is generally based on gross area, which excludes informal reserves such as streamside reserves. Note that these 

figures only take into account areas that have been cleared and converted as a result of activities covered by the Forest Practices Act 1985 

and areas approved for conversion by a Dam Works Permit issued under the Water Management Act 1999.  

3. * Indicates a threatened native vegetation community (rare, vulnerable or endangered).  

4.  During 2005–06, Inland E. amygdalina was separated into ‘Inland E. amygdalina – E. viminalis – E. pauciflora on Cainozoic deposits’ 

and ‘E. amygdalina forest on mudstone’, with only the former being considered a threatened forest community.  

5. Anomalies in mapping (shown with an ampersand (&)) are subject to further field verification. Area data may be modified as mapping is 

refined. 
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Appendix 4 Monitoring of the maintenance of the permanent native  

forest estate (continued) 

Furneaux Bioregion as at 30 June 2016 

No. RFA forest community 1996 RFA 

area (ha) 

(2002 

dataset)  

2015–16 

decrease^ 

(ha) 

Total 

decrease 

1996–2016^ 

(ha) 

% total 

decrease 

from 1996 

RFA Area 

(2002 

dataset)  

5 Allocasuarina verticillata forest 142.0  0 0.0 

11* Callitris rhomboidea forest 120.0  0 0.0 

20 Leptospermum sp. / Melaleuca squarrosa swamp 

forest 285.0 

 0 0.0 

23* Melaleuca ericifolia coastal swamp forest 11.0 1.7 1.7 0.0 

26 Furneaux E. nitida forest 29 712.0  63 0.2 

48* Furneaux E. viminalis forest 135.0  0 0.0 

 TOTAL 30 405.0 1.7 64.7 0.2 

 

State totals as at 30 June 2016 1 

Bioregion and state 

totals 

1996 RFA area 

(ha) (2002 

dataset) 2015–16^ 

decrease (ha) 
Total decrease 

1996–2016^ (ha) 

% total decrease 

from 1996 RFA Area 

(2002 dataset)  

Area remaining 

before 

threshold is 

reached (ha) 

Woolnorth 375 839 50.6 44,433.3 11.8 

3,113.6 

Ben Lomond 500 654 194.6 46993.9 9.4 

Midlands 244 853 5.9 8,523.6 3.5 

Freycinet 444 127 102.8 11,676.2 2.6 

Central Highlands 572 175 105.5 25,922.4 4.5 

West and South-west 776 052 0.0 5,681.2 0.7 

D’Entrecasteaux 261 593 62.4 13,876.1 5.3 

Furneaux 30 405 1.7 64.7 0.2 

State total 3 205 698 523.5 157,171.3 4.9 

1 This table includes the area cleared as a result of dam works permits issued under the Water Management Act 1999 
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Appendix 5  

Procedures for the management of threatened 

species under the forest practices system:  

report on implementation during 2015–16 

Summary 

 The Agreed procedures are the mechanism by which the requirements for the management 
of threatened species under the Threatened Species Protection Act 1995 are delivered 
through the Tasmanian forest practices system. Clause 9 of the Agreed procedures requires 
an annual report of implementation of the Agreed procedures. This report covers the 2015–
16 period. 

 DPIPWE submitted eight draft listing statements to the Threatened Species Scientific 
Advisory Committee (SAC) in 2015–16. Locality data and species management advice 
delivered via the Natural Values Atlas and the Threatened Species Link were maintained.  

 The FPA and DPIPWE collaborated on the completion of three Technical Notes designed to 
clarify habitat descriptions for threatened species and the management recommendations 
delivered by the 2014 Threatened Fauna Adviser. 

 FPA staff and consultants continued to work on the TPA in 2015–16. Updated habitat 
descriptions for all threatened flora species were released on the FPA website in June 2016. 

 The FPA ran field days on the identification and management of habitat for the masked owl 
and workshops on ‘risk assessments’ for threatened species. 

 The FPA and DPIPWE maintained existing planning tools, including minor updates to clarify 
habitat descriptions and range boundaries. 

 The FPA provided advice on management actions for threatened species for 135 
notifications of proposed FPPs in 2015–16. The majority of advice requests were for the 
management of habitat for the grey goshawk, wedge-tailed eagle, spotted-tailed quoll, 
Tasmanian devil, masked owl, eastern quoll and eastern barred bandicoot. A third related to 
clearance and conversion proposals, mainly for agricultural developments. 

 Four proposed FPPs for clearance and conversion operations were formally referred to the 
Policy and Conservation Advice Branch, DPIPWE in 2015–16. 

 Of the 32 investigations that were completed by the FPA compliance program in 2015–16, 
three related to a threatened species. 

 A report on compliance with strategic management recommendations for threatened fauna 
species on a PTPZL block in the north-west of Tasmania, Christmas Hills forest block, was 
provided by Forestry Tasmania, Forest Management Services, Conservation Branch (Forestry 
Tasmania, 2016).  

 DPIPWE and the FPA have been involved in 14 research and ‘effectiveness’ monitoring 
projects (including student projects) in 2015–16 that relate to threatened species 
management (e.g. wedge-tailed eagle nest management, use of plantations by Tasmanian 
devils and spotted-tailed quolls, threatened butterflies, swift parrots) in areas covered by 
the forest practices system. These studies provide information that can be used to assess the 
effectiveness of the threatened species management recommendations. The reports and 
publications from these studies are available via the FPA website.  

 Staff from the TSS and broader DPIPWE also undertook ‘trend monitoring’ of habitat and/or 
populations for the following RFA priority species in 2015–16: Tasmanian devil, orange-
bellied parrot and a number of threatened flora species. TSS staff also volunteered spare 
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time to carry out or assist other organisations (e.g. NRM groups) with monitoring of over 70 
species (19 nationally listed, 69 state listed). 

 

Background 

The Agreed procedures for the management of threatened species under the forest practices system 
(‘Agreed procedures’) are the mechanism by which the requirements for the management of 
threatened species under the Threatened Species Protection Act 1995 and the Forest Practices Code 
are delivered through the Tasmanian forest practices system (Section D3.3 of the Forest Practices 
Code). These Agreed procedures were introduced in 2000 and incorporated into the Forest Practices 
Code (2000). They were revised by DPIPWE and the FPA in 2010 and again in 2014 to be consistent 
with changes to legislation and policy. 

Clause 9 of the Agreed procedures requires an annual report of implementation of the Agreed 
procedures. Previous reports cover the 2011–12, 2012–13, 2013–14 and 2014–15 financial years. 
This document provides a summary of the activities that relate to each clause in Part A of the Agreed 
procedures for 2015–16. It contributes to meeting recommendation 16 of the second five-yearly 
review of progress with implementation of the Tasmanian Regional Forest Agreement (RFA). 

 

DPIPWE and FPA staff discuss threatened species management issues on a field visit with FPO Terry 
Ware (Photo: Sarah Munks) 

  

http://www.fpa.tas.gov.au/__data/assets/pdf_file/0009/110151/FPA_and_DPIPWE_agreed_procedures_2014.pdf
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Report on implementation 

(A) Roles and responsibilities 

1 Joint roles and responsibilities of the FPA and DPIPWE 

a. The Forest Practices Authority (FPA) and the Department of Primary Industries, Parks, Water and 
Environment (DPIPWE) will cooperate on the development of procedures, tools, objectives, 
endorsed management prescriptions and training for the management of threatened species 
within forests and/or threatened non-forest vegetation types at both the strategic (landscape) 
level and at the operational (forest practices plan) level. 

 Transition to the revised versions of the main planning tools (Threatened Fauna Adviser 
(TFA) and Biodiversity Values Database (BVD) released in March 2014 ended on 30/6/14. 
These revised versions were used consistently by planners developing forest practices plans 
during 2015–16.  

 FPA Biodiversity Program staff and staff from the Threatened Species Section (TSS) of 
DPIPWE continued to collaborate on the clarification of the recommended actions delivered 
through the TFA in response to feedback from planners.  

 The project steering committee established in 2014–15, for the ongoing maintenance of 
shared planning tools used in the management of threatened species in areas covered by 
the forest practices system, met at bi-monthly intervals throughout 2015–16. Topics relating 
to the revision of range boundaries and habitat descriptions for threatened species delivered 
through the Natural Values Atlas and the FPA’s Biodiversity Values Database (BVD) were 
discussed throughout the year as well as proposed minor modifications to the pathways and 
management recommendations.  

 Species range boundaries and habitat descriptions delivered through the BVD continued to 
be updated by the FPA, as advised by DPIPWE, as new information became available. Any 
updates made were recorded in an FPA database for compliance purposes. Edits were made 
to habitat descriptions or range boundaries for the tussock skink, masked owl, forty-spotted 
pardalote, Weldborough forest weevil, Tasmanian devil, striped marsh frog, Ptunarra brown 
butterfly, Miena jewel beetle, glossy grass skink, dwarf galaxiid and the burrowing crayfish. 

Threatened flora habitat descriptions were developed by the FPA, with input from DPIPWE, 
and added to the BVD in 2015–16. 

 Any feedback or suggestions for improvements received by planners in relation to the TFA 
were considered by the project steering committee, to ensure that any proposed changes 
were justified and consistent with the procedures agreed between DPIPWE and the FPA. 
Updates were recorded in an FPA database for compliance purposes. Minor modifications to 
decision pathways and recommended actions were made for eagles, giant freshwater 
crayfish, glossy grass skink, grey goshawk, southern sandstone cave cricket, spotted-tailed 
quoll, Tasmanian devil and tussock skink. 

 The ‘absent’ nest data (216 nests) on the Natural Values Atlas (NVA) was found to be 
incorrect, potentially misleading planners, in 2015–16.  The information available for 176 
nests has now been reviewed by FPA and DPIPWE specialists and their status confirmed as 
either ‘absent’ or ‘present’. The remaining 40 will be reviewed in 2016–17. NVA rules for 
entering absent nest data have been developed by NVA staff, with input from FPA and 
Forestry Tasmania specialists.    

 The FPA sought formal advice from the Conservation Assessment Section of DPIPWE 
throughout the year on four FPPs that were likely to lead to the certification of an FPP where 
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the proposed management approach (duty of care threshold under the Code and any 
negotiated voluntary contribution) was not consistent with the DPIPWE/FPA-endorsed 
recommended actions for a particular species, delivered through the TFA 2014. All were 
proposals to clear and convert threatened vegetation communities and threatened fauna 
potential habitat or known localities for agricultural (or other) development on private land. 
The species of concern included the masked owl, grey goshawk, threatened orchid species, 
wedge-tailed eagle and central north burrowing crayfish.  

 FPA staff continued work on the development of a Threatened Plant Adviser (TPA) in 2015–
16, with the project team working on updating threatened flora habitat descriptions, survey 
guidelines and developing draft management recommendations for threatened flora 
species. Updated habitat descriptions for all threatened flora species were released on the 
FPA website in June 2016 (see Appendix 1 in annual report), and the aim is to complete a 
draft TPA in 2016–17. The project is governed by an FPA and DPIPWE project steering 
committee and the information produced by the project team will be reviewed by a 
Scientific Reference Group and a Stakeholder Reference Group in 2016–17. 

b. The FPA and the DPIPWE will liaise on any cases that may lead to applications under Part 5 
(Conservation Covenants) of the Nature Conservation Act 2002 relating to the refusal or 
amendment of applications for FPPs for the purpose of protecting a threatened species. Where 
such cases proceed to a tribunal, the FPA and DPIPWE will cooperate in providing evidence to the 
tribunal. 

 The FPA and DPIPWE liaised on four cases in 2015–16, involving clearance and conversion of 
both threatened species known localities and habitat, and threatened vegetation 
communities. In the first two cases, the Secretary of DPIPWE advised that the proposed duty 
of care threshold and the landowners’ voluntary contribution were considered to be making 
a reasonable contribution to the conservation of the species (and threatened vegetation 
community) in the context of the broader management framework of the species and 
consistent with the objectives of the Threatened Species Protection Act 1995 and the Nature 
Conservation Act 2002. In the third case, the Secretary of DPIPWE advised that the proposed 
duty of care threshold was insufficient and recommended a suitable offset be put forward 
by the landowner to reduce the impact of the proposed development on the threatened 
species and threatened vegetation community. In the fourth case, the Secretary of DPIPWE 
advised that the proposed duty of care threshold was insufficient and supported the FPA’s 
recommendation for further retention to reduce the impacts of the proposed development 
on the threatened species and threatened vegetation community.  

There were no tribunal cases in 2015–16. 
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2 Primary roles and responsibilities of DPIPWE  

a. Developing strategic plans and other strategic instruments for the management of threatened 
species as prescribed in legislation, plans and policies for which the department is responsible. 

 The Threatened Species Section (TSS) submitted eight draft listing statements to the 
Threatened Species Scientific Advisory Committee (SAC) in 2015–16: two fauna and six flora 
species: Platycercus caledonicus subsp. brownii (King Island green rosella), Astacopsis gouldi 
(giant freshwater crayfish), Callitris oblonga (South Esk pine), Doodia aspera (prickly 
raspfern), Prasophyllum apoxychilum (tapered leek-orchid), Prasophyllum secutum (northern 
leek-orchid), Pterostylis squamata (ruddy greenhood), and Ranunculus diminutus (brackish 
buttercup). 

 Updates were made by DPIPWE to the Threatened Species Link and the Natural Values Atlas. 

 Threatened species showing a decline in status in 2015–16 consisted of 10 new flora species, 
of which two were added to align with listings under Commonwealth legislation, three were 
newly described taxa, and five were components of previously listed taxa that had been 
taxonomically reviewed and determined to be separate taxa. The remaining four that 
showed a decline in status were three flora taxa (one of which was a component of a listed 
taxon) and one fauna species, a spider.  

 Threatened species that demonstrated an improved status in 2015–16 were all flora species: 
one was due to new survey data; 11 were delisted; one was determined to be an 
introduction; two taxa were merged into non-threatened taxa; and two were parent taxa 
where the split components were assessed separately. 

 The draft Tasmanian Threatened Orchid Recovery Plan which was drafted in 2014 
underwent further revision in 2015–16 and is currently with the Commonwealth for 
adoption under the Environment Protection and Biodiversity Conservation Act 1999. 

 Both TSS and the FPA had input into the drafting of a revised National Recovery Plan for the 
giant freshwater crayfish. The new plan is expected to be finalised and adopted in 2017. 

b. Coordinating and participating in research and monitoring of the impacts of land use activities and 
other factors on the maintenance of habitat and populations of threatened species. 

 Staff from the TSS and broader DPIPWE undertook habitat and/or population monitoring for 
the following RFA priority species in 2014–15: Tasmanian devil, orange-bellied parrot and a 
number of threatened flora species. TSS staff also volunteered spare time to carry out or 
assist with monitoring of Miena jewel beetle, swift parrot and additional threatened flora 
species with the assistance of the Wildcare group Threatened Plants Tasmania. This work, 
which also involved collaboration with the Royal Tasmanian Botanical Gardens and the three 
regional NRM organisations, contributed directly to monitoring and/or surveying of over 70 
species (19 nationally listed, 69 state listed).(See also 3.(g) within this appendix).  
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3 Primary roles and responsibilities of the FPA  

a. Organising and coordinating training in threatened species and the use of the planning tools for 
FPOs and others involved in the FPP planning process. 

 Training undertaken by FPA staff relating to threatened species management in areas 
covered by the forest practices system included: 

 Biodiversity staff ran two field days on the threatened masked owl on 9 and 10 
December 2015. One was held in the north of the state and another in the south. The 
course involved presentations and a fieldtrip by owl researcher Mick Todd and FPA staff. 
The field days were primarily designed for Forest Practices Officers and other forest 
planners involved in coupe surveys and the implementation of management 
prescriptions for masked owls. Information provided covered the ecology and 
conservation requirements of the species and training in the use of the FPA’s mature 
habitat availability map and the masked owl technical note during planning, field 
identification of potential habitat and implementation of the management approach. 
There were 52 participants. As well as FPOs and forest planners, there were also 
participants from ecological consultancy companies, the Tasmanian Fire Service and 
DPIPWE.   

 A third masked owl field day was held in March 2016 in the south of the state for NGOs 
and consultants. The course involved presentations and a fieldtrip by owl researcher Phil 
Bell and FPA staff. The aim of the field day was to provide information on the ecology 
and conservation requirements of the species and to raise awareness of the 
management approach delivered through the procedures agreed with DPIPWE. There 
were 30 participants. 

 

 
Masked owl spotted by FPO Chris Bond (Photo Chris Bond) 

 

 Many of the management recommendations delivered through the TFA refer the planner to 
technical notes for further guidance or information. See 
http://www.fpa.tas.gov.au/fpa_services/planning_assistance/advisory_planning_tools/faun
a_technical_notes 

The FPA, with review by TSS, continued developing technical notes for threatened species 
management in 2015–16. Technical notes on identifying habitat for threatened frogs and 
masked owls were endorsed and made available to planners via the FPA website. A draft 
technical note on management of rocky outcrops for threatened flora was updated and is 
now ready for comment from stakeholders. 

 The FPA raptor specialist participated in Forestry Tasmania’s eagle nest management 
coordinators meeting to discuss issues with changes to the management recommendations 
that have arisen over the past year. 

http://www.fpa.tas.gov.au/fpa_services/planning_assistance/advisory_planning_tools/fauna_technical_notes
http://www.fpa.tas.gov.au/fpa_services/planning_assistance/advisory_planning_tools/fauna_technical_notes
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 Four workshops on biodiversity evaluations as ‘risk assessments’ were run for planners 
working for Forico, Timberlands and Forestry Tasmania’s Northern and Southern Districts. 
The aim of each workshop was to run through the process recommended when assessing 
the risk of a forest practice on a biodiversity value (including threatened species) and to 
achieve some consistency when documenting reasons for a particular management 
prescription. These workshops were also a good opportunity to discuss any other issues that 
planners had encountered with the Forest Practices Code provisions for Biodiversity.   

 

A draft technical note on management of rocky outcrops for threatened flora was completed in 2015–
16 (Photo: A Chuter)  

b. Assessing notifications lodged as part of the FPP planning process as required to ensure that the 
planned operations are in accordance with the requirements of the Forest Practices Code and 
associated planning procedures. 

 135 requests were received for advice on biodiversity issues from FPOs and other forest 
planners as part of the FPP development process between 1 July 2015 and 30 June 2016.  

 Of these, 61 were for operations on PTPZL, with the remainder a mix of private operations. 
The data in the notification database indicates that field assessments were undertaken for 
about 45 per cent of notifications. However, this is an underestimate because some involved 
multiple visits and in some cases any pre-plan visits were not recorded. 

 The FPA compliance program assessed 59 FPPs covering the full range of forest operations in 
2015–16 as part of the annual compliance (monitoring and assessment program) audit. The 
results of this assessment are in Appendix 3 of the FPA annual report. 

 The Section Head of TSS, DPIPWE, was notified of any threatened-species-related 
compliance investigations throughout 2015–16. 

 A total of 32 compliance investigations into alleged breaches of the Forest Practices Act 1985 
or an FPP were completed by the FPA compliance program in 2015–16. Of the 32 
investigations that were completed, three related to threatened species. Two of these 
investigations related to the discovery of eagle nests during the course of harvesting 
operations; however, neither were deemed to be a breach of the Forest Practices Act 1985 
(correct operational planning procedures were followed). The third investigation relating to 
threatened species involved the harvesting of timber within an eagle breeding exclusion 
period contrary to an FPP. This investigation determined that a breach of the Act had 
occurred and resulted in a $6000 fine being issued to Forestry Tasmania. 
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c. Developing and providing site-specific management advice for FPPs where the planned operations 
are not covered by endorsed management prescriptions. This may involve consultation with relevant 
specialists within DPIPWE and other organisations where specific expertise is required. 

 As indicated in (b) FPA Biodiversity Program staff processed 135 requests for advice on 
biodiversity issues from FPOs and other forest planners as part of the FPP development 
process between 1 July 2015 and 30 June 2016. DPIPWE and Inland Fisheries Service 
specialists, specialists from universities and independent specialists were consulted when 
species-specific expertise was required. 

 Tables 1 and 2 provide the number of requests for advice for individual threatened flora and 
fauna species, respectively. The total number of species requests recorded (228) is higher 
than the number received in 2014–15 (151). A large proportion of biodiversity evaluations, 
conducted by forest planners as part of the development of an FPP, still result in 
notifications to FPA ecologists. This is in part because of the ongoing need for interpretation 
of habitat and the management recommendations delivered by the revised TFA (released in 
June 2014) and the listing of the eastern quoll. However, this was also because of the 
increase in FPPs for non-forestry operations (e.g. agricultural development and a few 
relating to subdivisions) which require specialist advice.  

 The highest number of requests for advice (>10) were for management issues relating to the 
grey goshawk, wedge-tailed eagle, spotted-tailed quoll, Tasmanian devil, eastern barred 
bandicoot and masked owl. There were also a significant number of requests for advice on 
the eastern quoll, although this is because the eastern quoll was recently listed on the 
Environment Protection and Biodiversity Conservation Act 1999 and an agreed 
recommended action for this species is not currently delivered through the TFA. 

 Requests for advice on the swift parrot have declined significantly over the past two years. 
There were only seven requests for advice on this species in 2015–16. As reported in the 
Procedures for the management of threatened species under the forest practices system:  
report on implementation during 2014–15 the reasons for this are not clear but may be due 
to the lack of forestry activity on PTPZL, within the breeding range of this species, while 
Forestry Tasmania continues to work with DPIPWE and ANU scientists on a strategic plan for 
this species. The number of requests for advice for the giant freshwater crayfish also 
decreased in 2015–16. This may have been a result of the training day for FPOs and other 
planners on management of habitat for this species carried out in March 2015.  

 88 out of the 135 (65%) requests for advice were for native forest operations, the majority 
being for clearance and conversion operations (35, 26%) and clearfall, burn and sow (24, 
17%). The clearance and conversion operations were on private land and most were for 
agricultural developments. A large number of the requests were also for hardwood 
plantation operations (27%) and the remaining were for softwood operations (8%) (Table 3). 
This indicates that the main need for advice from the FPA specialists is for operations 
involving native forest but that the need for specialist advice for operations in plantations 
has increased.  
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Table 1. Number of requests for advice for threatened flora species (note that 111 of the 
notifications had no data (not entered by FPOs)) 

Flora Notifications 

Acacia pataczekii – Wally’s wattle 1 

Acacia siculiformis – dagger wattle 1 

Aphelia pumilio – dwarf fanwort 1 

Arthropodium strictum – chocolate lily 4 

Austrostipa nodosa – knotty speargrass 1 

Bossiaea obcordata – spiny bossia 2 

Brunonia australis – blue pincushion 1 

Caladenia patersonii – patersons spider-orchid 1 

Calocephalus lacteus – milky beautyheads 1 

Chorizandra enodis – black bristlesedge 2 

Colobanthus curtisiae – grassland cupflower 1 

Diuris lanceolata – large golden moths 1 

Epilobium pallidiflorum – showy willowherb 1 

Epilobium willisii – carpet willowherb 1 

Eucalyptus perriniana – spinning gum 1 

Glycine latrobeana – clover glycine 1 

Hovea tasmanica – rockfield purplepea 1 

Hypoxis vaginata – sheathing yellowstar 1 

Monotoca submutica var. autumnalis – roundleaf 
broomheath 

1 

Pilularia novae-hollandiae – austral pillwort 1 

Pimelea flava subsp. flava – yellow riceflower 1 

Prasophyllum secutum – northern leek-orchid 1 

Rhodanthe anthemoides – chamomile sunray 1 

Schoenus brevifolius – zigzag bogsedge 1 

Scleranthus fasciculatus – spreading knawel 1 

Siloxerus multiflorus – small wrinklewort 1 

Spyridium vexilliferum var. vexilliferum – helicopter bush 1 

Stylidium beaugleholei – fan triggerplant 1 

Teucrium corymbosum – forest germander 1 

Thismia rodwayi – fairy lanterns 1 

Triptilodiscus pygmaeus – dwarf sunray 1 

Xanthorrhoea bracteata – shiny grasstree 3 
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Table 2. Number of requests for advice for threatened fauna species (note that 50 
notifications had no data entered) 

Fauna Notifications 

Accipiter novaehollandiae – grey goshawk 17 

Alcedo azurea diemenensis – azure kingfisher 1 

Aquila audax fleayi – wedge-tailed eagle 22 

Astacopsis gouldi – giant freshwater crayfish 8 

Beddomeia briansmithi – hydrobiid snail (Fern Creek) 1 

Beddomeia camensis –  hydrobiid snail (Cam River) 1 

Beddomeia fallax – hydrobiid snail (Heathcote Creek) 1 

Beddomeia fromensis – hydrobiid snail (Frome River) 1 

Beddomeia hermansi – hydrobiid snail (Viking Creek) 1 
Beddomeia lodderae – hydrobiid snail (Upper Castra 
Rivulet) 1 

Beddomeia minima – hydrobiid snail (Scottsdale) 1 

Beddomeia topsiae – hydrobiid snail (Williamson Creek) 3 

Beddomeia turnerae – hydrobiid snail (Minnow River) 2 

Cave-dwelling invertebrates (multiple species) 1 

Charopidae Skemps – Skemps snail 1 

Dasyurotaenia robusta - tapeworm (Tasmanian Devil) 1 

Dasyurus maculatus maculatus – spotted-tail quoll 26 

Dasyurus viverrinus – eastern quoll 18 

Engaeus granulatus – central north burrowing crayfish 1 

Engaeus orramakunna – Mt Arthur burrowing crayfish 3 

Engaeus yabbimunna – burrowing crayfish (Burnie) 1 

Galaxias fontanus – swan galaxias 5 

Galaxiella pusilla - dwarf galaxiid 6 

Haliaeetus leucogaster – white-bellied sea-eagle 7 

Hickmanoxyomma cavaticum – cave harvestman 1 

Caddisflies (various) 2 

Lathamus discolor – swift parrot 7 

Limnodynastes peroni – striped marsh frog 2 

Lissotes menalcas – Mt Mangana stag beetle 2 

Litoria raniformis – green and golden frog 4 

Oreisplanus munionga larana –Marrawah skipper 3 

Oreixenica ptunarra – ptunarra brown butterfly 2 

Oxyethira mienica – caddis fly (Ouse River) 1 

Perameles gunnii gunnii – eastern-barred bandicoot 10 

Prototroctes maraena – Australian grayling 6 

Pseudemoia pagenstecheri – tussock skink 2 

Pseudemoia rawlinsoni – glossy grass skink 1 

Pseudomys novaehollandiae – New Holland mouse 1 

Sarcophilus harrisii – Tasmanian devil 14 

Tasmaphena lamproides – keeled snail 1 

Tyto novaehollandiae castanops – masked owl 10 



Forest Practices Authority Annual Report 2015–16 

     Page 126 of 130    D16/225617 

Table 3. Number of requests for advice by operation type 

Cleared 
land 

Salvage-fire killed, lake, dam, other 1 

Native 
forest 

Advance growth retention 2 

Aggregated retention 2 

Clearfall followed by hardwood plantation 1 

Clearfall followed by softwood plantation 1 

Clearfall followed by sowing of native seed 24 

Clearfall to remain cleared 35 

Overstorey removal 3 

Partial harvesting 1 

Potential sawlog retention 1 

Seed tree retention 8 

Selective logging 2 

Shelterwood – first cut 2 

Shelterwood – second cut 5 

Plantation: 
hardwood 

Clearfall followed by hardwood plantation 14 

Clearfall to remain cleared 13 

Site preparation & planting with eucalypts 3 

Site preparation & planting with pines 1 

Thinning 5 

Plantation: 
softwood 

Clearfall followed by softwood plantation 7 

Thinning 4 
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d. Ensuring that provisions within FPPs make an effective contribution to the management of 
threatened species in accordance with the duty of care requirements of the Forest Practices Code. 

 In 2015–16 the FPA formally advised the Policy and Conservation Advice Branch, DPIPWE of 
four FPPs (on private land) because the duty of care thresholds, and any voluntary 
contribution negotiated, was not considered to fully meet the desired conservation 
outcomes for the species within the area covered by the FPP (see also 1. b above).   

e. Monitoring and reporting on the standard of compliance with, and the effectiveness of, the 
endorsed or site-specific management prescriptions contained within FPPs. 

 The FPA compliance program assessed 59 FPPs covering the full range of forest operations in 
2015–16 as part of the annual compliance audit. This was slightly higher than last year. The 
results of this assessment are in Appendix 3.  

 A report on compliance with strategic management recommendations for threatened fauna 
species on PTPZL, Christmas Hills forest block, in the north-west of Tasmania was provided 
by Forestry Tasmania, Forest Management Services, Conservation Branch (Forestry 
Tasmania, 2016). The strategic recommendations for threatened fauna outlined in the Forest 
Practices Code applicable to Christmas Hills forest block have largely been met to date. This 
has been achieved directly through implementing the strategic recommendations of a 
species strategic plan, as in the case of keeled snail, and indirectly, through implementing 
the multiple Code provisions (wildlife habitat strips, coupe dispersal wildlife habitat clumps, 
widened streamside reserves) and voluntary contributions. Collectively, this has resulted in 
the maintenance of a large area of well-connected potential habitat for general biodiversity, 
and multiple threatened fauna species.  

f. Undertaking investigations and taking any enforcement action that is necessary to achieve 
compliance with the prescriptions contained within FPPs, in conjunction with DPIPWE where relevant. 

 The Section Head, TSS, DPIPWE was notified of any threatened-species-related compliance 
investigations throughout 2015–16. 

 The Section Head, TSS, DPIPWE was notified of any threatened-species-related compliance 
investigations throughout 2015–16. A total of 32 compliance investigations into alleged 
breaches of the Forest Practices Act 1985 or an FPP were completed by the FPA compliance 
program in 2015–16. Of the 32 investigations that were completed, three related to 
threatened species. Two of these investigations related to the discovery of eagle nests 
during the course of harvesting operations; however, neither were deemed to be a breach 
of the Forest Practices Act 1985 (correct operational planning procedures were followed). 
The third investigation relating to threatened species involved the harvesting of timber 
within an eagle breeding exclusion period contrary to an FPP. This investigation determined 
that a breach of the Act had occurred and resulted in a $6000 fine being issued to Forestry 
Tasmania. 

g. Collaborating with DPIPWE on, and participating in, research and monitoring priorities relating to 
threatened species management under the forest practices system. 

 The FPA’s Biodiversity Program staff contributed to 14 research and monitoring projects 
relating to threatened species management in 2015–16. These research projects were 
funded from a variety of external funding sources and involved collaboration with 
external researchers, students and institutions. Five of these projects involve 
collaboration with the TSS of DPIPWE. More details of these projects are available in 
section 2.1.4 and Table 2.1.2 in the body of the FPA’s annual report. 
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 Any new projects initiated by the FPA in 2015–16 were consistent with the priorities for 
effectiveness monitoring identified in the 2012 review (FPA 2012)3. Forest Practices 
Authority (2016) provides information on projects which contribute to our understanding 
of the effectiveness of actions recommended to mitigate impacts of forest practices on 
biodiversity values. $13 200 was received from external sources to support two new 
projects (Timberlands support for PhD eagle project by James Pay and Tasmanian Fire 
Service funding for project on threatened butterflies).  

 The FPA and TSS specialists continued to provide supervisory support to a number of 
higher degree students undertaking projects which contribute to our understanding of 
threatened species, including James Pay (eagle breeding behaviour, PhD), Andre Pracejus 
(giant freshwater crayfish and forestry, Honours), and Joanna Lyall (responses of native 
and introduced carnivores to habitat change and fragmentation in northern Tasmania, 
Masters). The FPA Research Biologist also contributed to the advertising of a new PhD 
research topic through ANU to start in 2016–17 on the conservation and landscape 
ecology of the Tasmanian masked owl. 

 A presentation on the research work undertaken by the FPA was given at the University 
of Tasmania by the Manager (Biodiversity). 

Publications related to threatened species 

FPA See Appendix 1 

DPIPWE 

 Callander, S, Gales, R, and Troy S 2015, Help save the orange-bellied parrot, Dept. of Primary 
Industries, Parks, Water and Environment, Hobart.  

 Callander, S, Gales, R and Troy S 2015, Help save the orange-bellied parrot postcard, Dept. of 
Primary Industries, Parks, Water and Environment, Hobart.  

 Cheng, Y, Fox, S, Pemberton, D, Hogg, C, Papenfuss, AT and Belov K 2015, The Tasmanian 
devil microbiome-implications for conservation and management,  Microbiome vol 3, p 76.  

 Cui, X, Wang, Y, Hua, B, Miller, W, Zhao, Y, Cui, H and Xiangang K 2016, Sex determination by 
SRY PCR and sequencing of Tasmanian devil facial tumour cell lines reveals non-allograft 
transmission, Biochemical and Biophysical Research Communications vol 474 no 1, pp 29–34.  

 Driessen, MM and Rose RK 2015, Isoodon obesulus (Peramelemorphia: Peramelidae), 
Mammalian Species vol 47 no 929, pp 112–23.  

 Ebner, BC, Morgan, DL, Kerezsy, A, Hardie, S, Beatty, SJ, Seymour, JE, Donaldson, JA, Linke, S, 
Peverell, S, Roberts, D, Espinoza, T, Marshall, N, Kroon, FJ, Burrows, DW and McAllister RRJ 
2016, Enhancing conservation of Australian freshwater ecosystems: identification of 
freshwater flagship fishes and relevant target audiences, Fish and Fisheries: 
doi:10.1111/faf.12161.  

 Hardie, SA and Chilcott MA 2016, Water levels in a highland lake control the quantity and 
quality of spawning habitat for a littoral-spawning galaxiid fish, Aquatic Conservation: 
Marine and Freshwater Ecosystems: doi: 10.1002/aqc.2630.  

                                                            
3 Forest Practices Authority 2012, Developing a framework for the conservation of habitat of RFA priority species – Developing a 

biodiversity effectiveness monitoring program for the forest practices system: identifying priority projects, report to the Federal 

Government and the Forest Practices Authority, 20 December 2012, Forest Practices Authority Scientific Report 17. 

 

https://microbiomejournal.biomedcentral.com/articles/10.1186/s40168-015-0143-0
https://microbiomejournal.biomedcentral.com/articles/10.1186/s40168-015-0143-0
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0006291X16305472
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0006291X16305472
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0006291X16305472
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mspecies/sev012
http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1111/faf.12161/full
http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1111/faf.12161/full
http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1002/aqc.2630/abstract
http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1002/aqc.2630/abstract
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 Hogg, CJ, Grueber, CE, Pemberton, D, Fox, S, Lee, AV, Ivy, JA and Belov K 2015, “Devil tools 

& tech”: a synergy of conservation research and management practice, Conservation 
Research and Management Practice: doi: 10.1111/conl.12221.  

 Hogg, CJ, Ivy, JA, Srb, C, Hockley, J, Lees, C, Hibbard, C and Jones M 2015, Influence of 
genetic provenance and birth origin on productivity of the Tasmanian devil insurance 
population, Conservation Genetics vol 16 no 6, pp 1465–73.  

 Lazenby, BT, Mooney, NJ and Dickman, CR 2015, Detecting species interactions using remote 
cameras: effects on small mammals of predators, conspecifics, and climate, Ecosphere 6 
vol 12 pp 1–18.  

 Peck, S, Corkrey, R, Hamede, R, Jones, M and Canfield P 2015, Hematologic and serum 
biochemical reference intervals for wild Tasmanian devils (Sarcophilus harrisii), Veterinary 
Clinical Pathology vol 4 no 4, pp 519–29.  

 Phalen, DN, Frimberger, AE, Peck, S, Pyecroft, S, Harmsen, C, Lola, S and Moore AS 2015, 
Doxorubicin and carboplatin trials in Tasmanian devils (Sarcophilus harrisii) with Tasmanian 
devil facial tumour disease, Veterinary Journal vol 206 no 3, pp 312–16.  

 Pye, RJ, Pemberton, D, Tovar, C, Tubio, JMC, Dun, KA, Fox, S, Darby, J, Hayes, D, Knowles, 
GW, Kreiss, A, Siddle, HVT, Swift, K, Lyons, AB, Murchison, EP and Woods, GM 2016, A 
second transmissible cancer in Tasmanian devils, Proceedings of the National Academy of 
Sciences of the United States of America vol 113 no 2, pp 374–79.  

 Tasmanian Department of Primary Industries, Parks, Water and Environment 2016, Draft 
Tasmanian cat management plan, Dept. of Primary Industries, Parks, Water and 
Environment, Hobart.  

 Tasmanian Department of Primary Industries, Parks, Water and Environment 2016, Save the 
Tasmanian devil program annual program report 2015, Dept. of Primary Industries, Parks, 
Water and Environment, Hobart.  

 Thalmann, S, Peck, S, Wise, P, Potts, JM, Clarke J and Richley J 2016, Translocation of a top-
order carnivore: tracking the initial survival, spatial movement, home-range establishment 
and habitat use of Tasmanian devils on Maria Island, Australian Mammalogy vol 38 no 1, 
pp 6879.  

 Troy, S and Gales R 2016, Tasmanian orange-bellied parrot program report on the 
Tasmanian wild population –16   Dept. of Primary Industries, Parks, Water and Environment, 
Hobart. 

 Ujvari, B, Hamede, R, Peck, S, Pemberton, D, Jones, M, Belov, K and Madsen T 2016, 
Immunoglubolin dynamics and cancer prevalence in Tasmanian devils (Sarcophilus harrisii), 
Scientific Reports vol 6 no 25093.  

 Wise, P, Lee, D, Peck, S, Clarke, J, Thalmann, S, Hockley, J, Schaap, D and Pemberton D 2016, 
The conservation introduction of Tasmanian devils to Maria Island National Park: a response 
to devil facial tumour disease (DFTD), In: Global Introduction Perspectives: 2016 (Ed. Pritpal 
S. Soorae), 5th ed. IUCN/SSC Re-introduction Specialist Group (RSG), Abu Dhabi.  

 Wood, J and Rudman T 2016, News from the Australian seedbank partnership: hanging out 
with King Billy: seed collecting in Tasmania's highlands, Australasian Plant Conservation, 
Bulletin of the Australian Network for Plant Conservation Inc vol 24 no 4, pp 29–30.  

 Wynwood, SJ, Burns, MA, Graham, GC, Weier, S., McKay, DB, Peck, S and Craig, SB 2016, 
Leptospirosis in Tasmanian devils (Sarcophilus harrisii) in Tasmania, 2008–2012   Journal of 
Wildlife Diseases vol 52 no 3, pp 636–641. 

http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1111/conl.12221/abstract
http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1111/conl.12221/abstract
http://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s10592-015-0754-9
http://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s10592-015-0754-9
http://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s10592-015-0754-9
http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1890/ES14-00522.1/full
http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1890/ES14-00522.1/full
http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1111/vcp.12304/abstract
http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1111/vcp.12304/abstract
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S1090023315004104
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S1090023315004104
http://www.pnas.org/content/113/2/374.full.pdf
http://www.pnas.org/content/113/2/374.full.pdf
https://stors.tas.gov.au/1505496
https://stors.tas.gov.au/1505496
http://www.tassiedevil.com.au/tasdevil.nsf/downloads/82C18864F5819337CA2576CB0011569B/$file/STDPAnnualReport2015WEB.pdf
http://www.tassiedevil.com.au/tasdevil.nsf/downloads/82C18864F5819337CA2576CB0011569B/$file/STDPAnnualReport2015WEB.pdf
http://www.publish.csiro.au/paper/AM15009.htm
http://www.publish.csiro.au/paper/AM15009.htm
http://www.publish.csiro.au/paper/AM15009.htm
http://www.nature.com/articles/srep25093
https://portals.iucn.org/library/node/45889
https://portals.iucn.org/library/node/45889
https://search.informit.com.au/documentSummary;dn=125454239707057;res=IELNZC
https://search.informit.com.au/documentSummary;dn=125454239707057;res=IELNZC
http://www.jwildlifedis.org/doi/abs/10.7589/2015-09-239
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Forestry Tasmania 

 Forestry Tasmania, 2016. Implementation of the strategic management recommendations of 
the Forest Practices Code in the Christmas Hills forest block between 2005 and 2016, report 
prepared for the Forest Practices Authority by Forest Management Services – Conservation, 
Forestry Tasmania – October 2016. 
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