TreeSmart

The past 12 months have seen massive chandiesandouk

political perceptions of climate change iraABgarélig wit Despite not having ratified the Kyoto Prototaiet2a07
the visit of Al Gore in October 2006, and fylldveeetlease | Aysiralia has been relatively active in the nusvelof

of the Stern Review in the UK, and the worsttarbagdl | voluntary offset schemes (suthea$ma)t and in planning
been experienced in Australia for many yearandublér} | for the introduction of an Emissions Trading Scheme
political perceptions of the reality of clinege tlae

changed 180 degrees.
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In 2006, when the Howard Government appearedtedinte
in Climate Change or an Emissions Trading Sehstiatest
The 2007 Federal Elections saw the environmgimageld | banded together to develop guidelines for & Braigsians
change in particular, being one of the top wmsues Trading Scheme (NETS) based on a cap-and-&addngyst

consideration. The Howard Government, afteransanf|ye 2007, when climate change was becoming a ntore sensi

denial, finally accepted that climate changs,veasl jeined political issue, the Howard Government lauraliedr sk

the Labor Party and the Greens in committiog.to act Group to investigate the issue of a Trading Sufdme.
2007, the Task Group reported back to the Rstere Who

The election of the Rudd Labor Government bigmi$ieant in turn adopted the principles in the repgri2d0Julor th
changes in direction. One of the first acts Réddhe | creation of an Australian Emissions Trading(8&Tsihe

Government was to ratify the Kyoto Protocohawne
substantial Ministerial presence at the Balti@gmubich
finally succeeded in developing a “road maypkfaction.
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By the time the Prime Minister's Task Grouateds tbee
NETS team had been working on the issue fomovehd,2
and had held many public consultation meelinigsy(ioice
The next few years will see the start of a neweeea, | On forestry issues in December ZB86Emarsubmitted a
massive changes in this field of global challléake piace, | discussion of the issues raised during this pvrkte
TreeSmart Australia proud to play a small part in thi$ neWETS téam. The Task Group adopted many of iihéhieleas

era, and welcomes you along for the ride. NETS- gmdglmes, -but made some important gololitinal
especially in relation to the coverage of thel-tape

scheme. Whereas the NETS scheme concentrated on
stationary energy production (which account$o fof |40
I Australian greenhouse emissions), the AETS sthedad| e

Inside This Issue coverage to all sectors of the economy exceiptir&gaitd
Forestry (for the moment). This means thatr&gand|t
Start of a New Era Forestry do not yet need to account for theiissioms, but

. . . can generate offsets that they can sell torine sectors.
Australian Emissions Trading Schemes 9 y

The Role of Offsets — the MAORI Model A cap-and-trade scheme is where “covered
parties” have a cap imposed on their total
emissions, which if exceeded must be offset by

Corporate Offsetting — the I-view Example buying carbon credits from other parties.

Typical Farm Forestry Plantations

About TreeSmart Australia The Task Group proposed that AETS come im@@drte i

and in September 2007, a Discussion Paper s fiipa
The purpose of the TreeSmart Newsletter is to keep comment on transitional arrangements for theseagang
TreeSmart subscribers and farm foresters aware of some early action between 2007 and 2011.
recent developments in carbon offsetting in Australia.

continued on page 4
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While TreeSmart Australiaffers carbon offsets for the Offset

transport sector, it must be realised thabréfsely one part

of an overall greenhouse emissions managenegyt stra
TreeSmarhas developed and works within the MAORI Mod

Carbon Neutrality, which is composed of figetioagor
Measure

Avoid

Offset

Reduce

Ilterate

Measure

The first step in going Carbon Neutrsldadorgor at least
estimate) the emissions associated with spigitifs.da the
context of transport, this is a relatively-Biraigid task for
land-based transport, since greenhouse emissityn<En

are directly related to fuel consumption, antethadg exist
for modelling and measuring fuel consumptiandfizesdd

transport. For air transport, the position istenaocclear,

While other models of Carbon Neutrality temdfsetpog at

%re end of the chain of activities, the MAORLUIOskts

f

?F]e centre of activities, for two main reasons.

Firstly, as noted by Stern, there is a neecetbatenaction
with respect to reductions in greenhouse enmssians
atmosphere. While the long-term aim mightrbimate er
change the activities which give rise to thensméssih
changes typically take a considerable period (d.gim
changing over the fleet to low emission vedhiales atileast
10-20 years), and we simply can't wait thaddosgntething
about reducing atmospheric\@8ile waiting for the long-term
changes to occur, we need to make immediatsedducti
atmospheric @®oth for our current activities and also for past
activities which have contributec en@$3ions.

Secondly, having offset the emissions that aaiydiee
avoided this year provides a metric and are itcentiveed

to the next steps in the MAORI process (Reddcing an
Iterating), as will be described below.

Reduce

Having removed the polluting activities thatsibarbeea
avoided, and then offset the emissions thatasiyndie

since C®is not the only (or the major) greenhouse emissé%ided this year, the next step is to SRetitcethe

from air transport. At high altitudes, othemenjés@n water
vapour) are significant contributors to greesth@ssens,
with the result that total greenhouse emissiabsuare-3

emissions that are not easily avoided and ttadiensaymne
time to completely remove. This process mayetakgesas
to completely implement. Examples of such dmamges (

times greater than the €@issions, although debate perSiSt?ﬁousehold context) might include reducing the ofumbe

as to the best value of this factor to apply.

Avoid

Having identified the greenhouse emissionabgtribuan
individual, a household or an organization athbes some
activities that result in emissions that avelyetssy to
Avoid These activities are often referred to asnfjmg-ha
fruit”. Examples of such activities in theafqregesenal travel
might include walking to the local shops insteathaf
combining activities on one round-trip rathenattiag
separate trips, and car-pooling for trips vehereathkiiable
alternative.

However, the number of such activities whemnswéssi
easily be Avoided is likely to be relativelgumben and the
total emissions avoidable is likely to beyelatalel While
short-term avoidance is important, these actiohadaieve
the required Greenhouse Gas emissions reduittens\wn,

and other options must be considered.

vehicles in the household, changing those tehioles
emission vehicles, and changing residential todagian a
position to make better use of public trangpead.d¢one of
these changes will occur overnight, and yet e meake
immediate changes in atmospheritv@Qare to stave off the
inevitable global warming consequences. Thi©Oftsethy
come before Reductions in the MAORI model. &/&akeed
short-term action while we start implementiomy-tieenl
actions.

Iterate

The final step in the MAORI modétemte by going back
around and doing it all again next year. Y oemexpeyear
1 may show a few more emissions that can Pe/@dsitly

In year 2, you will still need to Offset wieatgroulieen able
to Avoid or Reduce, but the amount of Offsets iregaar 2
should be less than what was required in yéeed.the

true test of the success of the MAORI modé¢hésafiaets

should reduce yégryear until they reach a minievem
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Many people ask us what we mean by a “farmi forBsghfferent style of farm forestry plantatiostaktished in
plantation. In many people’s minds, the woatiotplannearby Taggerty over several years from 1997 200Gug
conjures up images either of native forestsvali-tofwiall When the property was bought in the mid-90sa faings
carpets” of monoculture trees in massive pantatiber of barren piece of farmland as shown below.

these images are relevant to farm forestrpmantati 199

A farm forestry plantation involves the establishnae
relatively small plantation (5-100 hectares)cdisapasverall
farm management plan. In many cases, thesenplartati
integrated with other agricultural or hortiaottvitas, with
grazing or other plantings interwoven with gshe-aree
forestry plantations can be in the form of wsiueltetbelts,
alley plantings or contour plantings. In additiotber [
production, the plantation may be establishadyfathar
purposes such as salinity control, erosionocdritehergy
outcomes. These days, however, carbon sequestfatmst
always a major consideration in the establisShendatno
forestry plantation.

Ten years on, the transformation is remarkstisieyraabove

Because a typical farm forestry plantatioivétyrshagll, it is . . :
u yp! vy P loivetyrefagll, it i in a picture taken from exactly the same plak@9as A wide

very difficult for farm foresters to enter oitedie carbon variety of different treelots covering over 25 haeh

market, be_cause the costs of entry prove tgdrebamier. It established, some commercial, some for expexi y
was for this reason theteSmartvas formed, to act as asome biodiversity plantinas and even Someseiokis.oAn
carbon pooler, linking the farm foresters (wdxiesete yp 9 =D

o | . example of one of the plantations, inteBrabiitgnswvith
emissions) with the transport sector (which sptb@uce . P : P . . E.
emissions) various acacias and other native plantings) isedoow

TreeSmart works with newly established plaaratiarith

plantations that have been established ovet tha pears
with a view to eventually selling the carb@edpessgered in
those trees.

An example of a newly established plantatiomibedba.
This plantation of about 25 ha was plantecnith &6 on
a 40 ha property in Thornton in north-east Viedrizes are
planted on the contour, with all remnant tigestaizied and
with the creek bed being protected and revegttatative
species.

Farm forestry plantations can cover a wide optigagfwith
each design attempting to satisfy multiple Asitdréanature

of farm life continues to change, there will aber gre
opportunities for integrating trees into treeltardsoape, with

a resultant increase in environmental benefits.

Farm forestry plantations can be in the fordiai$woo
shelterbelts, alley plantings or contour plemtings.
addition to timber production, the plantatien may b
established for many other purposes suchyas salinit

control, erosion control or bioenergy outcdmeth ,ebu
keen eye also on the potential for carbon demuestra




continued from page 1

Given the change in Federal government in JatésA@Ily
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that the NETS and AETS proposals will be mtrged, wi$ |

possible earlier starting date of 2010.
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TreeSmarhas always been different from other foresdtry-base

offset schemes, in the#eSmarhas always argued that
carbon that continues to be sequestered irrdituioes pftef
harvest should be counted as permanently seoeerttens
NETS and AETS have recognised this positiomn &s gte
following quote from the PM’s Task Group Report.

“Current methodologies in international emissions
accounting assume that all carbon within a tree is
emitted upon harvest. However, carbon remains
locked in the timber until it decays. Australia
should make it a priority to explore and
demonstrate more rigorous methodologies for
plantation offsets, which take into account the
carbon contained in harvested wood products.”

(Report of the PM’s Task Group on Emissions Trading)

Thus while th&eeSmartposition is currently outside
conventional Kyoto framework on this pokalyitésbe wel
positioned for when the post-Kyoto frameweatogtises

the carbon sequestered in harvested wood pasdircts,

indicated in the outputs of several UN Worlgag Grou

The next few years will see significant chahgesoiitical
and economic environment in which carbon effsatied/
The introduction of AETS in Australia will demahne for

carbon credits (offsets) rise dramatically, aralia’Aus

ratification of the Kyoto Protocol and its atitigapon in
the development of the post-Kyoto framework thid
international demand for Australian offsetsedse.in

TreeSmartooks forward to being part of this process.

the The Directors of TreeSmart (Dr. Tony Richard3nnRatad

Seethaler) also run a transport consultancg,blisesban
Transport Institute (www.tuti.com.au). In thesspusiey
design, conduct and analyse many large scalaueban
surveys in Australia and New Zealand for puplivaaed
sector clients.

For several years, they have worked in cotiabihatiview
Pty Ltd, a large market research organisatioovities the
field expertise for the conduct of large-segie surv

A necessary component of running field sune¢yieid staff
must drive to and from their survey areas, io ootheluct
interviews or deliver questionnaires. Being rraationd
operation, |-view management also travel intmstate
overseas relatively frequently to work on projects.

I-view senior management, however, are wellfahare o
environmental consequences of their operatioss, &nd

the 2006, Kylie Brosnan (Director of Marketingigh#me Bffice)

approached TreeSmart with a view to offsgtérgnalisions
from their field staff travel and their manatjghtenfThey
have repeated this initiative again in 2007.

In 2007, I-view field staff drove over 1 toiffietrds on field
work duties, while about 600,000 kms were traaiedll
these emissions were 100% offset by TreeSntatdlfoost
of about $6000.

l-view Pty Ltd is a good example of a socially and
environmentally responsible corporation asspuoisgbitity

for their own emissions, and taking pro-activia actvance

of the introduction of emissions trading schimstslia.




