
 
  

Stories from the Spring 2007 Edition of Trunklines 
 
JOB ENHANCEMENT IS ON THE HORIZON  
 

The federal election weighs heavily on TCAs members shoulders with the recent announcement that it will be 
held on Saturday November 24th, 2007. 

TCA members are sending a clear and very precise message to both major parties that we will not tolerate any 
Political Party that would even consider a single lost job and not totally support job enhancement and further 
value adding of our natural resources. 

Thus far we have had several meetings with Ministers and local members and the message has been quite clear 
and that is that both John Howard and Kevin Rudd are currently leading parties that are supportive of timber 
people in timber communities right across Australia. 

I would be too optimistic to say that for the first time in my history we are looking like we have bi-partisan 
support.  We have several issues that are vital for us to get a secure outcome from, before we can go confidently 
to the polls on November 24th. 

We have long memories and the last election in 2004 still lingers. Back then, families on the mainland were 
concerned about their fellow workers and their families in Tasmania, and this year will be no different. 

How we vote in the Senate will be critical and I urge everyone to seriously look into all their options.  TCA has 
been busy conducting forest tours for candidates in an effort to ensure that they are all fully aware of the need 
for triple bottom line consideration. That is, that they take into consideration the social implications that our 
forests and forest products have on our communities and the jobs and security they offer. They should also 
consider the sustainable active management of forests. The wealth that is also created by our companies and 
State agencies is paramount to us all.  

Contact your local member.  Let him or her know exactly how you feel and how the timber industry affects you 
and your family. Remember our elected members of Parliament are there to support you and rely on you to keep 
them informed on how their policy decisions affect you and your communities. 

We have a national trade deficit in our forest and wood products of almost $2 billion and that’s a lot of debt.  
Any Government that leads Australia has a responsibility to encourage industry growth that will help alleviate 
that debt. By helping ease that debt we can deliver good solid job and skills that we desperately need, especially 
in Tasmania. 

Take the Pulp Mills in Tasmania and the Green Triangle for instance. These mills will value add our resources 
and provide sustainable employment opportunities for our communities, here and now.   

I urge each and everyone to vote for a strong Australian Government that will help deliver jobs, value 
added natural resources and enhance the active management of our forests!  

Jill Lewis CEO 



NATIONAL POLICY FORUM – 2008  

We know that you have all been waiting with baited breath for announcements about next years National 
Conference, so here they are! 

We live in changing times and earlier this year the TCA State Managers, the TCA Board  and myself together, 
decided that we really needed to get together some National Policy positions for TCA on a range of broad issues 
such as Carbon, Plantations, Water, Fire and many other associated and subordinate issues. 

We want to involve as many of our members as possible in formulating these policy positions. 

We are aware that formulating policy might not interest all members who would attend a National Conference. 

A decision was made that the 2008 National Conference would take the form of a National Policy Forum where 
TCA would, for the first time, develop policy positions on a range of issues important to and affecting our 
communities. 

This is considered by the TCA Board, myself and the State Managers to be an important initiative as it will 
make it clear to all of our members, Governments and others exactly where TCA sits on a wide range of issues. 

The Policy Forum, which will be run every second year.  

The next National Conference will be bigger and better than ever and held in 2009 at an exciting venue. 

Exact details of the National Policy Forum have not been decided, but it will be in May or June next year so as 
not the clash with the AusTimber Exposition. The venue is yet to be decided but we are considering Melbourne, 
Tasmania or Brisbane. 

The National Policy Forum will be a major undertaking with each State invited to send along at least 5 
delegates, and when you add TCA State Managers and Board Members, the total will still total close to 50 
people. 

In the lead up to the National Policy Forum, State Managers will be contacting all Branches to discuss issues on 
which members think it would be a good idea for TCA to have a published policy position and for suggestions 
as to what that policy should be. 

It is anticipated that the forum will be a one day event followed by a dinner and possibly a wind up the 
following morning. Given the limited time we will be happy if we can get 10 policies agreed to at the inaugural 
National Policy Forum in 2008. 

REDGUM REBELLION  

On 19th of July 2007 the Victorian Environment Assessment Council released their Draft Proposals Paper.  It 
was launched in Echuca, the heart of the Redgum country which was appropriate as VEAC proposals are set to 
tear the heart of the communities along the Murray River. 

To give you an idea on how devastating this report is VEAC states in their Draft Proposals Paper 

"Most of the benefits from the proposed recommendations result from non-use values for environmental 
protection, which are heavily dependent on adequate environmental water. These benefits would accrue mostly 
to people outside the Investigation area, especially in Melbourne, while the costs of the proposed 
recommendations would be largely borne ... in the areas near where public land timber harvesting and grazing 
are focused.  

At an individual level there are also a range of potential impacts of the loss of employment for individuals and 
their families including poverty and financial hardship, reduced future work opportunities, reduced 
participation in mainstream community life, strains in family relationships, and intergenerational welfare 
dependency." 



Add to this around 80 direct jobs in the timber industry, a reduction of over 60% of state forest available for 
resource and the scenarios above are a real possibility. 

TCA Redgum branches swung into action and have been 
driving many of the anti VEAC protest rallies and meetings 
that have occurred since July.  The assistance and support of 
other affected groups has ensured that at nearly every VEAC 
consultation meeting there have been crowds of 200+ to voice 
their disapproval of VEAC. 

These protests have been extremely effective and have drawn 
media attention to the inequities in VEACs proposals. Tactics 
used have ranged from sit ins to silent protests all of which 
have made the VEAC councillors fully aware of the 

community resentment.  The rally at Kerang 26th September attracted around 500 people to protest outside of 
the State Governments Community Cabinet being held in the town. 

With community outrage growing and the noise reverberating all the way into Melbourne, the opportunity to 
start pursuing the matter at a political level appeared with politicians very keen to discuss the issues. TCA has 
met with members of the Nationals and Liberal parties as well as advisors and ministers of the government 
departments that will play a part in the VEAC process. Barrie Dexter’s expertise has ensured that they are fully 
aware of the scientific flaws as well as the errors in socio economic modelling. 

The great work done by all in raising awareness of VEACs flawed proposals resulted in TCA being given the 
opportunity to meet with the Premier, the Honourable John Brumby in Kerang to discuss the implications of 
VEAC recommendations.   

Scott Gentle, TCA state manger and Faye Ashwin, Redgum branch 
secretary along with Rod Drew of Field and Game Australia presented the 
case for not only their specific issues but also gave voice to the greater 
community.  It was heartening to know that the Premier was fully aware 
of the VEAC process and made reference that VEAC water 
recommendations, currently on the table, would not be accepted. 

The next step in this long fight will be to make sure submissions are sent 
to VEAC and to continue generating media over the issue.  There will 
need to be continued pressure on politicians to make sure they don’t accept the recommendations as a given. It 
is a long road ahead but one that TCA will follow to bring about the change necessary for Redgum communities 
to survive. 

PRIVATE NATIVE FORESTRY REGULATION NSW  

On the 1st August 2007 the NSW Government introduced a package of regulation under the Native Vegetation 
Act 2003 to “streamline and simplify the regulation of private native forestry operations” in NSW. 

Current private native forestry operations cross the entire State of NSW which had existing approvals under 
either the Soil Conservation Act 1938 or the Native Vegetation Conservation Act 1997, are, if they currently 
have an expiry date permitted to continue until the current expiry date, after which they will need approval 
under the new regulation to continue. 

Operations which have approval under either of the above acts but which do not have an expiry date will be 
issued with a 12 month termination notice on the 30th of September 2007 meaning that they are permitted to 
continue until the 1st of October 2008 after which they will require approval under the new regulation to 
continue. 

For all other private native forestry operations which up until now did not require an approval under the 
previous arrangements the Department of Environment and Climate Change must be notified of the existence of 



the operation by the 31st August, 2007 and a Property Vegetation Plan prepared to cover the operation according 
to the schedule below depending on where in the State of NSW the operation is located. 

1st November 2007, if the operation is located in the North Coast and Northern Tableland Forests. 

1st December 2007, if the operation is located in the South Coast and Southern Tableland Forests. 

1st January 2008, if the operation is located in the River Red Gum Forests. 

1st February 2008, if the operation is located in the Cypress and Western Hardwood forests. 

For exact determinations of which location your operation falls into contact your departmental officer if 
uncertain.  The new regulation requires that a Property Vegetation Plan (PVP) must be prepared for each 
operation, each operation on a separate title requires a separate PVP. 

The PVP will identify for each property the area under application for private native forestry operations and 
which parts of those areas are permitted to be harvested and which are not permitted to be harvested. 

Within the areas that are permitted to be harvested, harvesting must occur in accordance with the appropriate 
Private Native Forestry Code of Practice depending on which of the 4 forest type areas listed above the within 
which the operation occurs.  

Areas excluded from harvesting include areas of rainforest, areas of old growth forest, riparian zones and steep 
country. Protocols have been developed to define each of the above by forest type and to provide for applicants 
to query the classification of their lands as any of the above. 

For instance in a most likely case if your PVP application comes back with an area excluded from harvesting on 
the grounds that it is considered to be old growth as the applicant you can query this classification through the 
“old growth protocol” which provides that if you demonstrate the existence of stumps, tracks or disturbance 
from pervious operations, this classification can be revised. 

Similar protocols exist also for the other so called “hard exclusions” mentioned above. 

Within your PVP application area once the hard exclusion areas have been identified and excluded the 
remaining area is your net potentially harvestable area within which harvesting must be conducted according to 
the relevant code. 

The Codes provide for a range of other or additional restrictions on harvesting activities such as buffers on some 
of the hard exclusion zones, and basal area thresholds beyond which harvesting cannot occur. These are the 
Code restrictions or (soft exclusions).  They also provide for the exclusion of harvesting from any Ecologically 
Endangered Communities (EEC’S) within the net harvestable area.  

As you can see there is plenty of opportunity for aspects beyond the “hard exclusions” to impact on and reduce 
the net area on which operations can occur.  

There is however something of a safety net, the so called 10% rule. Although we are yet to see the 10% rule 
protocol drafted, the 10% rule provides that if the code restrictions further reduce the net harvestable area by 
more than 10%, application can be made to have the impacts of the application of the code modified. 

It is still not clear how modification to the impacts of the application of the code will be achieved but it is 
understood at this time that these mechanisms will include, ecological harvesting permitted within EEC’s where 
harvesting is not identified an a threatening process to the particular EEC, modifications to basal area 
requirements and modifications to activities permitted within buffers. 

For detail of the NSW PNF regulation go to www.environment.nsw.gov.au/pnf  



PLANTATIONS AND PENOLA PULP MILL IN STATE GOVERNMEN T HANDS 

Potential infrastructure, employment and export opportunities flowing on from the proposed Penola pulp mill 
are at risk if the South Australian Government does not rethink its proposed water allocation plan for the south 
east region of South Australia.  

Allan Hansard from Tree Plantations Australia, a leading forest industry association which is representing 
bluegum plantation growers all around Australia, says the proposed water allocation plan will impose variable 
water allocations, meaning the value placed on water resources will change in the future.   

And as forestry is a long-term investment, the uncertainty this policy 
could cause for future investment means the local plantation industry 
cannot guarantee the wood supply for the significant Penola pulp mill 
project. 

“The $1.5 billion Penola pulp mill and the required infrastructure are 
under a serious threat, unless the State Government steps in and fixes the 
proposed water allocation plan,” says Allan Hansard. 

The project means not only jobs at the new mill, but also in supporting 
infrastructure.  

“The new road and rail infrastructure between the Penola pulp mill and the Port of Adelaide alone will see up to 
100 new jobs. New transport options will be created, offering the southeast region cheaper access to local export 
facilities. Local importers and exporters will benefit from more competitive access to the port and greater 
market opportunities in north Asia,” said Mr Hansard. 

Key benefits from pulp mill infrastructure:  

·  1350 construction jobs, 120 operations jobs and an estimated 700 indirect jobs  

·  Up to 100 new jobs in road and rail transport, stevedoring, logistics and administration.  

·  Additional shipping services to Adelaide and improved access to north Asian markets for local 
exporters and importers.  

·  Improvements to the Port of Adelaide, including channel deepening, reducing local exporter’s 
current reliance on Victorian port facilities.  

·  Port of Adelaide container throughput to increase by 23 percent.  

“South Australia cannot afford to lose any value adding opportunity. But we are beginning to think the South 
Australian Government is not serious about value-adding,” said Mr Hansard. 

However, there is more than just jobs and infrastructure at stake. The South Australian Government’s approach 
to water policy will also cost South Australia’s greenhouse gas emissions targets. 

“The State Government appears to have overlooked the implications of its water allocation policy,” said Mr 
Hansard. 

“The SA Government’s water allocation plan will see thousands of hectares of trees not replanted. The 
uncertainty created by the plan will see at least 8,000 hectares of bluegum trees not replanted and thousands of 
tonnes of carbon offsets lost each year,” he said.  

“It is obvious that the Government is not fair dinkum about addressing climate change when it is supporting 
water policies that will promote deforestation. Meanwhile, the high emitting irrigators of the South East region 
will receive an emissions ‘free ride’, care of the South Australian tax payers,” he said.  

 



 

THIRD PARTY INSURANCE FOR THE SENATE  

All the opinion polls focus on who is to win Government, i.e. the House of Representatives.  It is shaping up as 
a titanic struggle as the ALP must win 16 seats to get a majority. With the ALP and the Liberal /National 
Coalition being supportive of sustainable forestry and the current policy initiatives, it is the Senate that can hurt 
timber dependent communities. 

The current make up of the Senate is ALP 27, Country Labor Party 1, Democrats 4, Family First 1, Greens 4, 
Country Liberal Party 1, Nationals 5, Liberals 33 

Thus the coalition has a majority 39 seats of the 76 Senators. 

For this election there will be six senators elected for each state and two each for the territories.  The major 
parties should win one seat in each territory. In the States the ALP and Coalition should win 5 seats between 
them, and the sixth likely to be decided from the minor parties based on excess preferences from the ALP and 
Coalition. 

This could mean neither of the major parties will have a majority in the new senate and will have to rely on a 
third party, thus recognizing the need to take out third party insurance. 

The reason a minor third party is virtually guaranteed the sixth Senate seat is to do with the quota and preference 
system. For a half Senate election one Senate seat requires 14.5% of the vote, two Senate seats 29% of the vote, 
three senate seats 43.5% of the vote, and so on.   

Based on a Newspoll taken on the weekend 31 August - 2 September the Coaliton would get 37%, the ALP 
51%, the Greens 3% and others 9%.  If this held for each state this would mean the Coalition would get two 
Senators and a surplus of 8%, and the ALP 3 senators and a surplus of 7.5%.  As the major parties do not 
preference each other then it means a minor is likely to get a seat depending on who gets the preference first. 

With above the line voting accounting for about 98% of the Senate voting, each party’s ticket instructions are 
vital.   

There are many minor parties and independents but which of these support the industry?  We know that the 
Greens definitely don’t and for them to receive any preferences from either major party would be a massive 
blow to timber communities throughout  Australia.  

New kids on the block, Family First definitely support the values of a 
sustainable timber industry.  TCA hosted Senator Steve Fielding and 
Tasmanian candidate Jacquie Petrusma (in 2004 stood against Christine 
Milne and only missed out by 326 votes) to the Styx valley.  

Family First “believes it is possible to strike a balance between caring for our 
environment and ensuring we have a sustainable environment as well as 
protecting jobs and vital industries such as forestry which sustains so many 
families and communities.” 

This sounds a lot better than the greens political party that who wants the balance of power and a Senator 
elected in each State (maybe two in Tasmania). The Greens want to force an end to timber harvesting in native 
forests and to stop the investment in plantations and down stream processing, regardless of the social economic 
or environmental costs. 

Please take the opportunity prior to the election to let the major parties know who to give their preference to for 
the benefit of your local community. 

Alan Ashbarry – TCA Research Manager 

 



 

TCA ATTENDS AUSTRALIAN ENVIRONMENT FOUNDATION CONFE RENCE 2007 

Once again this year a sizable contingent of TCA members and staff made the effort to attend the AEF Annual 
Conference, held this year in Melbourne. It pretty much goes without saying that they were not disappointed 
with the AEF delivering another outstanding and rewarding conference. 

The conference was opened by AEF Chairman and TV presenter and personality Don Bourke who apart from 
welcoming those present also expressed his disappointment at the notable lack of attendance by any of the 
members or representatives of any of the green or conservation groups. 

It was my interpretation that clearly these groups would prefer to continue to do their dirty business at the 
Government level where they can coerce un or at best ill informed politicians with alarmist rhetoric and threats 
rather than discuss the issues with informed experts and true conservationists, and its really not that surprising 
why not, its because their objectives are really not environmental at all but are actually entirely political. 

Anyway back to the conference, once again the AEF was able to attract the highest caliber of speaker to its 
conference and those attending were treated to a smorgasbord of “state of the science” presentations over a wide 
range of subjects. 

For this delegate at least the morning session on Saturday could not have 
played of more effectively if it had have been planned to play out that 
why. The first two speakers Dr Chris de Freitas and Professor Bob Carter 
both delivered devastating exposé’s on the fraud which is the carbon 
calamity that the greens and other vested interests would have us believe 
is the cause of global warming. 

For anyone who has heard either Dr. Freitas or Professor Carter present 
before you would not be surprised to hear that although each approached 
the subject from different angles each delivered riveting, convincing and 

entertaining presentations which could only leave any reasoning person with a high level of doubt about the 
causes of global warming and the degree to which it is caused or even influenced by mankind as well as what if 
anything mankind could or should be attempting to do about it.  

Dr. Ziggy Switkowski followed with an address that should not have left a single delegate surprised when on 
Sunday the Prime Minister announced the so called “Sydney declaration” on aspirational carbon targets for the 
APEC countries. 

After presenting a balanced, almost detached explanation of the worlds future energy options and the role for 
nuclear, Dr Switkowski went on to warn delegates that irrespective of whether or not you believed that the 
previous presentations did or did not make any sort of case for or against emissions trading it was going to be 
introduced regardless. 

Dr. Switkowski’s presentation certainly induced much vigorous discussion for the duration of the conference 
particularly on Sunday morning when the “Sydney declaration” made the press. 

Moving off carbon, the early afternoon session on Saturday turned to water with George Warn and Gary 
Featherston on the subjects of irrigation and water management and the role of forest management in water 
management. 

After afternoon tea Professor Rick Roush presented a truly enlightening session on GM (genetically modified) 
foods. Once again this delegate found himself gaining a much deeper insight into the state of the debate for and 
against GM food stuffs and just how much is at stake in the debate in terms of our ability to feed the worlds ever 
growing population and to be able to do so without creating an ever more serious impact on the environment. 

 

 



 

Calton Frame then delivered delegates a comprehensive and well constructed presentation of the “process to 
date” that has been the application by Gunns Ltd to gain approval to construct the proposed Bell Bay pulp mill. 

Calton’s presentation covered the approvals processes, State and Federal required to gain approval for the mill 
as well as aspects of the proposal relevant to the approvals such as the location, environmental precautions and 
resourcing and also the social and economic impacts and benefits. 

Certainly by the completion of Carton’s presentation this delegate and I am sure many others found themselves 
pondering that if this project does not get approved it will be only due to some political perversion of the 
approvals processes and an utter disgrace. 

Delegates were treated to highly entertaining talks at dinner on Saturday night by Professor Aynsley Kellow and 
on Sunday morning by Dr. Grahame Webb. Dr. Webb spoke on a subject of particular pertinence to TCA 
members, conservation through sustainable use a subject close to our hearts indeed. 

It was great to catch up with all the TCA staff and members present, around 12 at a rough count, I am sure that 
all found it extremely rewarding. As well the opportunities for TCA staff and members to network with each 
other and national and internationally recognized experts were outstanding. 

LEARN A LESSON FROM WA  

With the next Federal election racing towards us as quickly as Christmas, and with as much anticipation as 
when opening our presents, we can but plead that our Federal politicians have learnt at least one lesson from 
WA. 

During every election campaign the intensity of threats to our timber communities elevates, as we move head on 
into a barrage of media hype and green scare mongering about the sad state of affairs of our forest 
environments.   The Greens say and do anything to gather just one more preference vote, just one more chance 
to completely demolish the world’s most sustainable and environmentally friendly industry. 

Now we all know that this year (mmm as with the last federal election) all eyes are on Tasmania and the 
proposed new pulp mill, and we just hope that the lesson they can take from WA is, “if you give & give till 
there’s nothing else to give, the Greens will continue their accusations about bad governing, destructive forest 
management, loss of biodiversity and of course the most recent scare mongering campaign, that forestry in 
Australia is causing bloody global warming”. 

Back in 2001 WA saw a 60% reduction in its available timber-harvesting yield, for no reason at all other than 
political pressure by the greens, and still 6 years down the track, we endure a never-ending torrent of 
nonsensical yah, yah from the Greens about the massive destruction and mismanagement of our Western 
Australian forests. 

Please let this be a lesson.  To appease the Greens is impossibility in its own right and any mere mortal simply 
does not have the ability to achieve this.  They’re like white ants eating wood; there is never enough to 
conciliate their appetite. 

They will continue devour to the point of total destruction, till there is nothing left but dust, for reason no other 
than their narcissistic attitude of self-importance and self gain. 

 

 

 

 


