Introduction — Comparison of international Montreal Process

indicators with those used in SOFR 2003 and SOFR 2008

In reporting on the state of its forests, Australia uses the
criteria developed by the international-level Montreal
Process Working Group on Criteria and Indicators for the
Conservation and Sustainable Management of Temperate
and Boreal Forests. It has adapted the indicators to better
suit reporting on the country’s unique forests. In SOFR
2003, 74 indicators were devised and used as the basis

of reporting (SOFR 1998 did not use the criteria-and-

indicators approach). However, some of the indicators

proved difficult to measure and some were repetitive.

The national-level Montreal Process Implementation
Group for Australia, which comprises representatives of the

Australian Government and state and territory governments,
reviewed the list of indicators in 2005 with the aim of
eliminating duplication, ambiguity and gaps; as a result of
that review, the list of indicators was reduced to 44. The

final list of indicators underpins Australia’s 2008 State of the
Forests Report. The three sets of indicators are presented in

Table Al.

Table Al: Comparison of indicators: Montreal Process, SOFR 2003, SOFR 2008

No. in 1996
and/or 2003

International-level Montreal Process
set of indicators (published 1996)

Criterion 1 — Conservation of biological diversity

1.1
1.1a

1.1b

1.1¢

1.1e
1.2
1.2a

1.2¢

Ecosystem diversity

Extent of area by forest type relative to
total forest area

Extent of area by forest type and by age
class or successional stage

Extent of area by forest type in protected
area categories as defined by IUCN or
other classification systems

Extent of areas by forest type in protected
areas defined by age class or successional
stage

Fragmentation of forest types
Species diversity

The number of forest-dependent species

The status (threatened, rare, vulnerable,
endangered or extinct) of forest-
dependent species at risk of not
maintaining viable breeding populations,
as determined by legislation or scientific
assessment

Indicators used in Australia’s
SOFR 2003

Ecosystem diversity

Extent of area by forest type
and tenure

Area of forest type by growth
stage distribution by tenure

Combined with 1.1a

Combined with 1.1b

Fragmentation of forest types
Species diversity

A list of forest-dwelling species

Same as international

Population levels of
representative species from
diverse habitats monitored
across their range (moved
from 1.3b)

No. in
2008

1.1c

1.1d
1.2
1.2a

1.2c NEW

Indicators used in Australia’s
SOFR 2008

Ecosystem diversity

Area of forest by forest type
and tenure

Area of forest by growth stage

Area of forest in protected
area categories

Combined with 1.1b

Fragmentation of forest cover
Species diversity

Forest dwelling species for
which ecological information
is available

The status of forest dwelling
species at risk of not
maintaining viable breeding
populations, as determined
by legislation or scientific
assessment

Representative species from a
range of habitats monitored
at scales relevant to regional
forest management
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Table Al: Comparison of indicators: Montreal Process, SOFR 2003, SOFR 2008 continued

No. in 1996
and/or 2003

1.3

1.3a

1.3b

1.3¢

International-level Montreal Process
set of indicators (published 1996)

Genetic diversity

Number of forest-dependent species that
occupy a small portion of their former
range

Population levels of representative species

from diverse habitats monitored across
their range

No. in
2008

Indicators used in Australia’s
SOFR 2003

Genetic diversity 1.3

Amount of genetic variation 1.3a NEW
within and between
populations of representative

forest-dwelling species

Included in 1.2c

Extent of native forest and 1.3b NEW
plantations of indigenous

species which have genetic

resource conservation plans

prepared and implemented

Criterion 2 — Maintenance of productive capacity of forest ecosystems

2.1a

2.1b

2.1c

2.1d

2.1e

2.1f

2.1g

2.1h

Area of forest land and net area of forest
land available for timber production

Total growing stock of both
merchantable and non-merchantable tree
species on forest land available for timber
production

The area and growing stock of
plantations of native and exotic species

Annual removal of wood products
compared to the volume determined to
be sustainable

Annual removal of non-timber forest
products (e.g. fur bearers, berries,
mushrooms, game), compared to the
level determined to be sustainable

Same as international 2.1a

Same as international

The area, age class and future 2.1b
yields of plantations of native

and exotic species

Same as international 2.1¢c

Annual removal of non- 2.1d
timber forest products (e.g.

berries, mushrooms, game,

honey, wildflowers, tree ferns,

possums), compared to the

sustainable level

Area and per cent of 2.1e
plantation established meeting
effective stocking one year

after planting

Area and per cent of harvested
area of native forest effectively
regenerated

Extent of exotic plantations
managed according to
documented procedures
or management plans to
maintain genetic resources

Criterion 3 — Maintenance of ecosystem health and vitality

3.1a

Area and per cent of forest affected by
processes or agents beyond the range of
historic variation

Australia’s State of the Forests Report 2008

Area and per cent of forest 3.1a
affected by processes or
agents that may change

ecosystem health and vitality

Indicators used in Australia’s
SOFR 2008

Genetic diversity

Forest associated species at
risk from isolation and the
loss of genetic variation, and
conservation efforts for those
species

Native forest and plantations
of indigenous timber species
which have genetic resource
conservation mechanisms in
place

Native forest available for
wood production, area
harvested, and growing stock
of merchantable and non-
merchantable tree species

Combinedin 2.1a

Age class and growing stock
of plantations

Annual removal of wood
products compared to the
volume determined to

be sustainable for native
forests, and future yields for
plantations

Annual removal of non-wood
forest products compared to
the level determined to be
sustainable

The area of native forest
harvested and the proportion
of that effectively regenerated,
and the area of plantation
harvested and the proportion
of that effectively re-
established

Combined in Indicator 2.1e

Not included in new
indicator set

Scale and impact of agents
and processes affecting forest
health and vitality



Table Al: Comparison of indicators: Montreal Process, SOFR 2003, SOFR 2008 continued

No. in 1996
and/or 2003

3.1b

3.1c

International-level Montreal Process
set of indicators (published 1996)

Area and per cent of forest land
subjected to levels of specific air
pollutants (e.g. sulfates, nitrate, ozone)
or ultraviolet B that may cause negative
impacts on the forest ecosystem

Area and percentage of forest land

with diminished biological components
indicative of changes in fundamental
ecological processes (e.g. soil nutrient
cycling, seed dispersion, pollination)
and/or ecological continuity (monitoring
of functionally important species such as
fungi, arboreal epiphytes, nematodes,
beetles, wasps, etc)

No. in
2008

Indicators used in Australia’s
SOFR 2003

Area and per cent of forest
land subjected to levels of
specific air pollutants (e.g.
sulfates, nitrate, ozone) or
ultraviolet B that may cause
negative impacts on forest
ecosystem health and vitality

Area and percentage of
forest land with diminished or
improved biological, physical
and chemical components
indicative of changes in
fundamental ecological
processes

3.1b NEW

Criterion 4 — Conservation and maintenance of soil and water resources

4.1a

4.1b

4.1c

4.1d

4.1e

Area and per cent of forest land
(including plantation) with significant soil
erosion

Area and per cent of forest land
(including plantations) managed primarily
for protective functions (e.g. watersheds,
flood protection, avalanche protection,
riparian zones)

Per cent of stream kilometres in forested
catchments in which stream flow and
timing has significantly deviated from the
historic range of variation

Area and per cent of forest land with
significantly diminished soil organic
matter and/or changes in other soil
chemical properties

Area and per cent of forest land with
significant compaction or change in soil
physical properties resulting from human
activities

(Interim indicator) Area

and per cent of forest land
systematically assessed for soil
erosion hazard, and for which
site-varying scientifically based
measures to protect soil and
water values are implemented

4.1a NEW

Same as international

4.1b NEW

Same as international

4.1c NEW

(Interim indicator) The total
quantity of organic carbon

in the forest floor (< 25 mm
diameter components) and the
surface 30 cm of soil

4.1d NEW

(Interim indicator) Proportion
of harvested forest area with
significant change in bulk
density of any horizon of the
surface (0-30 cm) soil

4.1e NEW

Indicators used in Australia’s
SOFR 2008

Not included in new
indicator set

Not included in new
indicator set

Area of forest burnt by
planned and unplanned fire

Not included in new
indicator set

Area of forest land managed
primarily for protective
functions

Not included in new
indicator set

Management of the risk of soil
erosion in forests

Not included in new
indicator set

Management of the risks
to soil physical properties in
forests

Not included in new
indicator set

Management of the risks to
water quantity from forests

Not included in new
indicator set

Management of the risks to
water quality in forests
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Table Al: Comparison of indicators: Montreal Process, SOFR 2003, SOFR 2008 continued

No. in 1996
and/or 2003

4.1f

419

4.1h

International-level Montreal Process
set of indicators (published 1996)

Per cent of water bodies in forest areas
(e.g. stream kilometres, lake hectares)
with significant variance of biological
diversity from the historic range of
variability

Per cent of water bodies in forest

areas (e.g. stream kilometres, lake
hectares) with significant variation from
the historic range of variability in pH,
dissolved oxygen, levels of chemicals

(electrical conductivity), sedimentation or

temperature change

Area and per cent of forest land
experiencing an accumulation of
persistent toxic substances

Indicators used in Australia’s
SOFR 2003

Same as international

Same as international

Same as international

Criterion 5 — Maintenance of forest contribution to global carbon cycles

5.1a

5.1c

Total forest ecosystem biomass and

carbon pool, and if appropriate, by forest

type, age class, and successional stages

Contribution of forest ecosystems to the

total global carbon budget, including
absorption and release of carbon

(standing biomass, coarse woody debris,

peat and soil carbon)

Contribution of forest products to the
global carbon budget

Same as international

Same as international

Same as international

No. in
2008

5.1a NEW

Indicators used in Australia’s
SOFR 2008

Not included in new
indicator set

Not included in new
indicator set

Not included in new
indicator set

Contribution of forest
ecosystems and forest
industries to the global
greenhouse gas balance

Considered in new
Indicator 5.1a

Considered in new
Indicator 5.1a

Criterion 6 — Maintenance and enhancement of long term multiple socioeconomic benefits to meet the needs of societies

6.1
6.1a

6.1b

6.1c

6.1d

6.1e
6.1f

6.2
6.2a

6.2b

6.2C

Production and consumption

Value and volume of wood and wood
products production, including value
added through downstream processing

Value and quantities of production of
non-wood forest products

Supply and consumption of wood and
wood products, including consumption
per capita

Value of wood and non-wood products
production as percentage of GDP

Degree of recycling of forest products

Supply and consumption/use of non-
wood products

Recreation and tourism

Area and per cent of forest land
managed for general recreation and
tourism, in relation to the total area of
forest land

Number and type of facilities available
for general recreation and tourism, in
relation to population and forest area

Number of visitor days attributed to
recreation and tourism, in relation to
population and forest area
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Production and consumption

Same as international

Same as international

Same as international

Value of wood and non-
wood products production as
percentage of regional value
of production

Same as international

Same as international

Recreation and tourism

Area and per cent of forest
land available for general
recreation and tourism

Number, range and use of
recreation/tourism activities
available in a given region

Number of visits per annum

6.1
6.1a

6.1b

6.1c NEW

6.1d NEW

6.1e

6.3
6.3a

6.3b

Production and consumption

Value and volume of wood
and wood products

Values, quantities and use of
non-wood forest products

Value of forest-based services

Production, consumption and
trade of wood, wood products
and non-wood products

Same as 2003
Combined in Indicator 6.1d

Recreation and tourism

Area of forest available for
public recreation/tourism

Range and use of recreation/
tourism activities available

Combined in new Indicator
6.3b



Table Al: Comparison of indicators: Montreal Process, SOFR 2003, SOFR 2008 continued

No. in 1996
and/or 2003

6.2d

6.3
6.3a

6.3b

6.3c

6.3d

6.4

6.4a

6.4b

6.5

6.5a

6.5b

6.5¢

International-level Montreal Process
set of indicators (published 1996)

Investment in the forest sector

Value of investment, including investment
in forest growing, forest health and
management, planted forests, wood
processing, recreation and tourism

Level of expenditure on research and
development, and education

Extension and use of new and improved
technologies

Rates of return on investment

Cultural, social and spiritual needs and
values

Area and per cent of forest land
managed in relation to the total area
of forest land to protect the range of
cultural, social and spiritual needs and
values

Non-consumptive use forest values

Employment and community needs

Direct and indirect employment in
the forest sector and forest sector
employment as a proportion of total
employment

Average wage rates and injury rates in
major employment categories within the
forest sector

Viability and adaptability to changing
social and economic conditions, of
forest-dependent communities, including
Indigenous communities

Indicators used in Australia’s
SOFR 2003

Proportion of forest sites
available for recreation and
tourism which are impacted
unacceptably by visitors

Investment in the forest sector

Same as international

Same as international

Same as international

Same as international

Cultural, social and spiritual
needs and values

(i) Area and per cent of forest
land in defined tenures,
management regimes and
zonings which are formally
managed in a manner which
protects Indigenous peoples’
cultural, social, religious and
spiritual values, including non-
consumptive appreciation of
country

(i) Proportion of places of
non-Indigenous cultural value
in forests formally managed to
protect those values

(iii) Extent to which the
management framework
maintains and enhances
Indigenous values including
customary, traditional and
native title use by Indigenous
peoples and for Indigenous
participation in forest
management (not reported)

Same as international

Employment and community
needs

Same as international

Same as international

(i) Viability and adaptability to
changing social and economic
conditions, of forest-
dependent communities

No. in
2008

6.2
6.2.a

6.2b NEW

6.4

6.4a

6.4b

6.4c NEW

6.4d

6.5

6.5a

6.5b

6.5¢

Indicators used in Australia’s
SOFR 2008

Not included in new
indicator set

Investment in the forest sector

Investment and expenditure
in forest management

Investment in research,
development, extension and
the use of new and improved
technologies

Combined in new
Indicator 6.2b

Not included in new
indicator set

Cultural, social and spiritual
needs and values

Area of forest to which
Indigenous people have use
and rights that protect their
special values and which are
recognised through formal
and informal management
regimes

Registered places of non-
Indigenous cultural value
in forests that are formally
managed to protect those
values

The extent to which
Indigenous values are
protected, maintained and
enhanced through Indigenous
participation in forest
management

The importance of forests to
people

Employment and community
needs

Direct and indirect
employment in the forest
sector

Wage rates and injury rates
within the forest sector

Resilience of forest-dependent
communities to changing
social and economic
conditions
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Table Al: Comparison of indicators: Montreal Process, SOFR 2003, SOFR 2008 continued

No. in 1996
and/or 2003

6.5d

International-level Montreal Process
set of indicators (published 1996)

Area and per cent of forest land used for
subsistence purposes

Indicators used in Australia’s
SOFR 2003

(i) Viability and adaptability of
forest-dependent Indigenous
communities

Area of land available and
accessible for Indigenous
people to exercise their
inherent rights to meet
subsistence or individual and
family cultural and spiritual
needs

No. in
2008

6.5d

Indicators used in Australia’s
SOFR 2008

Resilience of forest-dependent
Indigenous communities to
changing social and economic
conditions

Combined into new
Indicator 6.4c

Criterion 7 — Legal, institutional and economic framework for forest conservation and sustainable management

7.1

7.1a

7.1c

7.1d

7.1e

7.2

Extent to which the legal framework
(laws, regulations, guidelines) supports
the conservation and sustainable
management of forests, including the
extent to which it:

Clarifies property rights, provides for
appropriate land tenure arrangements,
recognises customary and traditional
rights of Indigenous people and provides
means of resolving property disputes by
due process

Provides for periodic forest-related
planning, assessment, and policy review
that recognises the range of forest
values, including coordination with
relevant sectors

Provides opportunities for public
participation in public policy and decision
making related to forests and public
access to information

Encourages best practice codes for forest
management

Provides for the management of forests
to conserve special environmental,
cultural, social and/or scientific values

Extent to which the institutional
framework supports the conservation
and sustainable management of forests,
including the capacity to:
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Provides mechanisms to clarify
property rights and establish
appropriate land tenure
arrangements that recognise
traditional management
practices and self-
management as well as the
existence of native title and
the customary and traditional
rights of Indigenous peoples

Same as international

Same as international

Encourages the development
and application of best
practice codes for forest
management

Provides for the management
of environmental, cultural,
social and/or scientific values
in forests and ensures the
participation of Indigenous
peoples in all aspects of forest
planning and management
processes

7.7a NEW

7.1b NEW

Extent to which the legal
framework supports the
conservation and sustainable
management of forests

Combined in new
Indicator 7.1a

As above

As above

As above

As above

Extent to which the
institutional framework
supports the conservation and
sustainable management of
forests



Table Al: Comparison of indicators: Montreal Process, SOFR 2003, SOFR 2008 continued

No. in 1996
and/or 2003

7.2a

7.2e
7.3

7.3a

7.3b

7.4

7.4a

7.4b

7.4c

7.5

International-level Montreal Process
set of indicators (published 1996)

Provide for public involvement activities
and public education, awareness and
extension programmes and make
available forest-related information

Undertake and implement periodic
forest-related planning, assessment, and
policy review including cross-sectoral
planning and coordination

Develop and maintain human resource
skills across relevant disciplines

Develop and maintain efficient physical
infrastructure to facilitate the supply of
forest products and services and support
forest management

Enforce laws, regulation and guidelines

Extent to which the economic
framework (economic policies and
measures) supports the conservation
and sustainable management of forests
through:

Investment and taxation policies and a
regulatory environment which recognise
the long-term nature of investments and
permit the flow of capital in and out of
the forest sector in response to market
signals, non-market economic valuations,
and public policy decisions in order to
meet long-term demands for forest
products and services

Nondiscriminatory trade policies for
forest products

Capacity to measure and monitor
changes in the conservation and
sustainable management of forests,
including:

Availability and extent of up-to-date data,
statistics and other information important
to measuring or describing indicators
associated with Criteria 1-7

Scope, frequency and statistical reliability
of forest inventories, assessments,
monitoring and other relevant
information

Compatibility with other countries in
measuring, monitoring and reporting on
indicators

Capacity to conduct and apply research
and development aimed at improving
forest management and delivery of forest
goods and services

Indicators used in Australia’s
SOFR 2003

Same as international

Same as international

Same as international

Same as international

Same as international

Same as international

Same as international

Same as international

Same as international

Same as international

7.17¢ NEW

No. in Indicators used in Australia’s
2008 SOFR 2008

Combined in new
Indicator 7.1b

As above

As above

As above

As above

Extent to which the economic
framework supports the
conservation and sustainable
management of forests

Combined in new
Indicator 7.1c¢

As above

7.1d NEW = Capacity to measure and

monitor changes in the
conservation and sustainable
management of forests

Combined in new
Indicator 7.1d

As above

As above
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Table Al: Comparison of indicators: Montreal Process, SOFR 2003, SOFR 2008 continued

No. in 1996 International-level Montreal Process Indicators used in Australia’s No. in Indicators used in Australia’s
and/or 2003 set of indicators (published 1996) SOFR 2003 2008 SOFR 2008

7.1e NEW Capacity to conduct and apply
research and development
aimed at improving forest
management and delivery of
forest goods and services

7.5a Development of scientific understanding = Same as international Combined in new
of forest ecosystem characteristics and Indicator 7.1e
functions

7.5b Development of methodologies to Same as international As above

measure and integrate environmental
and social costs and benefits into
markets and public policies, and to
reflect forest-related resource depletion
or replenishment in national accounting
systems

7.5¢ New technologies and the capacity to Same as international As above
assess the socio-economic consequences
associated with the introduction of new
technologies

7.5d Enhancement of ability to predict impacts = Same as international As above
of human intervention on forests
7.5e Ability to predict impacts on forests of Same as international As above
possible climate change
7.5 Per cent of native forests and Not included in new
plantations that are formally indicator set

supported by silvicultural and
utilisation research support
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Indicator 1.1d — Fragmentation metrics

Table B1: Fragmentation metrics for Tasmanian bioregions, all forest types combined, by tenure, 1972 to 2002

Bioregion

Forests in nature conservation reserves?

Tasmanian
Central
Highlands

King

Tasmanian
Northern Slopes

Tasmanian
South East

Tasmanian
Southern Ranges

Tasmanian West

Number of
patches?

Decreased 3%
1972-92, then
increased 2% to
2002

Decreased 10%
1972-92, then
increased 6% to
2002

Decreased 2%
1972-92, then
increased 2% to
2002

Decreased 10%
1972-98, then
increased 1% to
2002

Decreased 6%
1972-92, then
increased 1% to
2002

Decreased 3%
1972-92, then
increased 6% to
2002

Multiple-use public forests

Ben Lomond

Tasmanian
Central
Highlands

Flinders

King

Tasmanian
Northern Slopes

Tasmanian
Northern
Midlands

Decreased 2%

Decreased 4%

Decreased 5%

Decreased 16%

Decreased 5%

Increased 3%

Mean patch size

Increased 4%
1972-92, then
decreased 4% to
2002

Increased 20%
1972-92, then
about the same
to 2002

Increased 4%
1972-98, then
decreased 2% to
2002

Increased 14%
1972-98, then
decreased 2% to
2002

Increased 15%
1972-92, then
decreased 2% to
2002

Increased 4%
1972-92, then
decreased 6% to
2002

Increased 5%

Increased 8%

Increased 7%

Increased 32%

Increased 11%

Decreased 1%

Mean nearest
neighbour

Increased 4%

to 1992, then
decreased 4% to
2002

Increased 21%
to 1992, then
decreased 11%
to 2002

Fluctuated within
a 5% range
1972-2002

Increased 60%
to 1998, then
decreased 1% to
2002

Increased 25%
to 1998, then
decreased 1% to
2002

Increased 3%

to 1992, then
decreased 7% to
2002

Fluctuated within
a 1% range

Fluctuated within
a 3% range

Increased 6%

Increased 3%

Increased 3%

Increased 4%

Patch density

Decreased 4%
1972-92, then
increased 4% to
2002

Decreased 17%
1992-2002

Decreased 4%
1972-98, then
increased 2% to
2002

Decreased 11%
1972-2002

Decreased 7%
1972-92, then
increased 2% to
2002

Decreased 4%
1972-92, then
increased 7% to
2002

Decreased 5%

Decreased 8%

Decreased 7%

Fluctuating
within a 7%
range

Decreased 10%

Increased 1%

Edge density

Fluctuated within
a 2% range

Fluctuated within
a 4% range

Fluctuated within
a 1% range
1972-2002

Decreased 6%
1972-92, then
increased 1% to
2002

Decreased 5%
1972-92, then
increased 1% to
2002

Decreased 1%
1972-92, then
increased 4% to
2002

Fluctuated within
a 3% range

Fluctuated within
a 3% range

Decreased 7%

Decreased 16%

Decreased 7%

Fluctuating
within a 2%
range

Fragmentation:
overall synthesis
by bioregion

Decreasing
fragmentation
1972-92, then
increasing to 2002

Large decrease

in fragmentation
1972-92, then
increasing to 2002

Decreasing
fragmentation
1972 to 1992-98,
then increasing to
2002

Large decrease

in fragmentation
1972 to 1992-98,
then increasing to
2002

Large decrease

in fragmentation
1972 t01992-98,
then increasing to
2002

Decreasing
fragmentation
1972-92, then
increasing to 2002

Decreasing
fragmentation

Decreasing
fragmentation
1992-2002

Decreasing
fragmentation

Decreasing
fragmentation

Decreasing
fragmentation

Increasing
fragmentation
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Table B1: Fragmentation metrics for Tasmanian bioregions, all forest types combined, by tenure, 1972 to 2002 continued

Bioregion

Tasmanian
South East

Tasmanian
Southern Ranges

Tasmanian West

Private forests

Ben Lomond

Tasmanian
Central
Highlands

Flinders

King

Tasmanian
Northern Slopes

Tasmanian
Northern
Midlands

Tasmanian
South East

Tasmanian
Southern Ranges

Tasmanian West

Number of
patches?

Decreased 10%

Increased 1%
1972-92, then
decreased 5% to
2002

Increased 1%
1972-80, then
decreased 8% to
2002

Fluctuated within
a 2% range

Fluctuated within
a 1% range

No change
1972-80, then
increased 6% to
2002

Decreased 1%
1972-80, then
increased 8% to
2002

Decreased 4%
1972-80, then
increased 9% to
2002

Fluctuated within
a 5% range

Decreased 5%
1972-92, then
increased 2% to
2002

Fluctuated within
a 2% range

Increased 4%
1972-92, then
decreased 7% to
2002.

Mean patch size

Increased 10%

Decreased 3%
1972-92, then
increased 8% to
2002

Decreased 2%
1972-80, then
increased 13%
to 2002

Decreased 9%

Fluctuating
withina 1%
range

Fluctuating
within a 2%
range

Decreased 6%
1972-92, then
increased 5% to
2002

Decreased 5%
1972-92, then
increased 13%
to 2002

Fluctuated within
a 1% range

Increased 10%
1972-92, then
decreased 1% to
2002

Decreased 5%
1972-92, then
increased 3% to
2002

Decreased 3%
1972-92, then
increased 9% to
2002

Mean nearest
neighbour

Increased 10%

Decreased 7%
1972-1998, then
increased 3% to
2002

Increased 5%

Fluctuated within
a 1% range

Fluctuated within
a 2% range

Increased 1%
1972-92, then
decreased 5% to
2002

Decreased 7%

Increased 3%
1972-80, then
decreased 8% to
2002

Fluctuated within
a 7% range

Fluctuated within
a 2% range

Fluctuated within
a 2% range

Decreased 13%
1972-92, then
increased 7% to
2002

a See Table 17 in Indicator 1.1d for meanings of column headings.

Patch density

Decreased 13%

Increased 3%
1972-92, then
decreased 8% to
2002

Increased 2%
1972-1980, then
decreased 13%
to 2002

Decreased 8%

Fluctuated within
a 1% range

Fluctuated within
a 2% range

Fluctuated within
a 3% range

Fluctuated within
a 7% range

Fluctuated within
a 2% range

Fluctuated within
a 6% range

Fluctuated within
a 4% range

Fluctuated within
a 6% range

Edge density

Decreased 9%

Fluctuated within
a 2% range

Increased 2%
1972-80, then
decreased 7% to
2002

Decreased 6%

Fluctuated within
a 3% range

Fluctuated within
a <1% range

Fluctuated within
a 1% range

Fluctuated within
a 4% range

Decreased 4%

Decreased 6%
1972-92, then
increased 1% to
2002

Fluctuated within
a 3% range

Fluctuated within
a 1% range

Fragmentation:
overall synthesis
by bioregion

Greatly decreasing
fragmentation

Increasing
fragmentation
1972 to 1992-98,
then decreasing to
2002

Increasing
fragmentation
1972-1980, then
decreasing greatly
to 2002

Fragmentation
fluctuating

Fragmentation
fluctuating

Fragmentation
fluctuating

Fragmentation
fluctuating

Fragmentation
fluctuating

Fragmentation
fluctuating

Fragmentation
fluctuating

Fragmentation
fluctuating

Fragmentation
fluctuating

b There was insufficient area of nature conservation reserves in Ben Lomond, Flinders and Tasmanian Northern Midlands bioregions for
meaningful analysis.
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Table B2: Fragmentation metrics for Queensland bioregions, all forest types combined, by tenure, 1972 to 2002

Bioregion

Number of patches?

Forests in nature conservation reserves

Banana-Auburn
Ranges

Barakula

Burnett—Curtis
Coastal Lowlands

Burnett—Curtis Hills
and Ranges

Carnarvon Ranges

Inglewood
Sandstones

Southeast Hills
and Ranges

Woorabinda

Decreased 29%

Decreased 6%
1972-92, then
constant to 2002

Decreased 45%
Decreased 35%
Fluctuated within

a 6% range

Decreased 56%

Increased 6%

Decreased 19%

Multiple-use public forests

Banana-Auburn
Ranges

Barakula

Burnett—Curtis
Coastal Lowlands

Burnett—Curtis Hills
and Ranges

Carnarvon Ranges

Inglewood
Sandstones

Southeast Hills and
Ranges

Woorabinda

Fluctuated within a
6% range

Increased 3%
1972-80, then
decreased 8% to
1998, then constant
to 2002

Decreased 22%
1972-98, then
increased 1% to
2002

Fluctuated within
a 5% range

Decreased 30%

Increased 26%
1972-98, then
increased 2% to
2002

Fluctuated within
a 5% range

Fluctuated within
a 12% range

Mean patch size

Increased 47 %

Increased 8%
1972-92, then
constant to 2002

Increased 105%

Increased 76%

Fluctuated within
a 7% range

Increased 132%

Decreased 10%
1972-92, then
constant to 2002

Increased 29%
1972-98, then
decreased 1% to
2002

Fluctuated within
a 8% range

Decreased 2%
1972-80, then
increased 8% to
2002

Increased 48%
1972-98, then
decreased 1% to
2002

Increased 15%
1972-98, then
decreased 1% to
2002

Increased 48%

Increased 38%
1972-98, then
decreased 2% to
2002

Fluctuated within
a4% range

Increased 28%
1972-92, then
decreased to 2002

Mean nearest
neighbour

Increased 53% to
1998, then constant
to 2002

Increased 13% to
1992, then constant
to 2002

Increased 96%

Increased 94% to

Fluctuated within
a 37% range

Extremely large
increase

Decreased 27 %
1972-98, then
constant to 2002

Increased 25%
1972-98, then
decreased 2%to
2002

Increased 22%
1972-80, then
decreased 19% to
2002

Decreased 1%
1972-80, then
increased 10% to
2002

Increased 18%
1972-98, then
decreased 1% to
2002

Increased 15%
1972-98, then
decreased 1% to
2002

Decreased 14%
1972-92, then
increased 40% to
2002

Increased 32%
1972-98, then
decreased 10% to
2002

Decreased 7%
1972-92, then
increased 1% to
2002

Fluctuated within
a 7% range

Patch density

Fluctuated within
a 30% range

Fluctuated within
a 13% range

Decreased 53%
Decreased 43%
Fluctuated within

a 7% range

Decreased 56%
1972-99, then
constant to 2002

Fluctuated within
a 6% range

No data

Fluctuated within
a 7% range

Fluctuated within
a 13% range

Decreased 32%

Fluctuated within
a 12% range

Decreased 33%

Decreased 29%
1972-98, then
constant to 2002

Fluctuated within
a 5% range

No data

Edge density

Fluctuated within
a 4% range

Fluctuated within
a 6% range

Decreased 37%
Decreased 35%
Fluctuated within

a 12% range

Fluctuated within
a 7% range

Fluctuated within

a 4% range

Fluctuated within
a 6% range

Fluctuated within
a 5% range

Decreased 10%

Decreased 24%

Decreased 14%

Fluctuated within
a 9% range

Decreased 11%

Decreased 6%

Decreased 28%
1972-80, then
fluctuated within
a 3% range
1980-2002

Fragmentation:
overall synthesis
by bioregion

Large decrease in
fragmentation

Decrease in
fragmentation

Decrease in
fragmentation

Large decrease in
fragmentation

Fragmentation
fluctuating

Large decrease
fragmentation
1972-92, then
increasing to 2002

Decrease in
fragmentation

Large decrease in
fragmentation

Fragmentation
fluctuating

Decreasing
fragmentation

Decreasing
fragmentation

Fluctuating
fragmentation

Large decrease in
fragmentation

Increase in
fragmentation

Fluctuating
fragmentation

Fluctuated
fragmentation
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Bioregion
Private forests

Banana-Auburn
Ranges

Barakula

Burnett—Curtis
Coastal Lowlands

Burnett—Curtis Hills
and Ranges

Inglewood
Sandstones

Southeast Hills and
Ranges

Woorabinda

Number of patches?

Fluctuated within
a 9% range

Fluctuated within
a 5% range

Fluctuated within
a 5% range

Decreased 18%

Fluctuated within
a 14% range

Fluctuated within
a 5% range

Decreased 21%
1972-92, then
increased 5% to
2002

Australia’s State of the Forests Report 2008

Mean patch size

Fluctuated within
a 12% range

Fluctuated within
a 8% range

Fluctuated within
a 10% range

Increased 41%

Fluctuated within
a 20% range

Fluctuated within
a 7% range

Increased 49%
1972-92, then
decreased 5% to
2002

a See Table 17 in Indicator 1.1d for meanings of column headings.

Mean nearest
neighbour

Fluctuated within
a 5% range

Fluctuated within
a 6% range

Increased 4%
1972-92, then
decreased 5% to
2002

Increased 11%

Fluctuated within
a 8% range

Fluctuated within
a 4% range

Fluctuated within
a 12% range

Patch density

Fluctuated within
a 10% range

Fluctuated within
a 7% range

Fluctuated within
a 4% range

Decreased 29%

Decreased 23%
1972-80, then
fluctuated within a
4% range to 2002

Fluctuated within
a 7% range

No data

Edge density

Fluctuated within
arange of 7%

Fluctuated within
a 8% range

Decreased 8%

Decreased 21%

Decreased 4%

Decreased 11%
1972-80, then
fluctuated within a
1% range to 2002

Decreased 30%
1972-80, then
fluctuated within a
2% range to 2002

Table B2: Fragmentation metrics for Queensland bioregions, all forest types combined, by tenure, 1972 to 2002 continued

Fragmentation:
overall synthesis
by bioregion

Fragmentation
fluctuating

Fragmentation
fluctuating

Fragmentation
fluctuating

Fragmentation
decreasing

Fragmentation
fluctuating

Fragmentation
fluctuating

Fragmentation
increasing



Indicator 1.3a — Forest associated species at risk from isolation and

the loss of genetic variation, and conservation efforts for those species

Table C1: Examples of forest-associated tree species for which genetic data are available

Species

Eucalyptus kochii

E. loxophleba

E. marginata

E. occidentalis

E. angustissma
subsp.
angustissma

E. diversicolor

E. gompho-
cephala

Acacia saligna

E. grandis

Common name

Qil mallee

York gum

Jarrah

Yate

Narrow-leaved
mallee

Karri

Tuart

Orange wattle

Flooded gum

Genetic marker

RFLPs (nuclear)

RFLPs
(chloroplast DNA)

RFLPs, isozymes

Chloroplast DNA

RFLPs (nuclear)

RFLPs (nuclear and
chloroplast DNA)

Isozymes

Isozymes

RFLPs (nuclear)

Chloroplast DNA

Publications

Byrne M (1999). High genetic identities between three oil mallee taxa,
Eucalyptus kochii, subsp. plenissima and E. horistes, based on nuclear RFLP
analysis. Heredlity 82:205-211.

Hines B and Byrne M (2001). Genetic differentiation between mallee and
tree forms in the Eucalyptus loxophleba complex. Heredity 87:566-572.

Byrne M and Hines B (2004). Phylogeographical analysis of cpDNA variation
in Eucalyptus loxophleba (Myrtaceae). Australian Journal of Botany
52:459-470.

Millar M, Byrne M, Coates D, Stukely M and McComb J (2000). Mating
system studies in jarrah, Eucalyptus marginata (Myrtaceae). Australian
Journal of Botany 48:475-479.

Wheeler MA, Byrne M and McComb JA (2003). Little genetic differentiation
within the dominant forest tree, Eucalyptus marginata (Myrtaceae) of South-
Western Australia. Silvae Genetica 52:5-6.

Wheeler M and Byrne M (2006). Congruence between phylogeographic
patterns in cpDNA variation in Eucalyptus marginata (Myrtaceae) and
geomorphology of the Darling Plateau, south-west of Western Australia.
Australian Journal of Botany 54:17-26.

Elliott C and Byrne M (2003). Genetic diversity within and between natural
populations of Eucalyptus occidentalis (Myrtaceae). Silvae Genetica 52:3-4.

Elliot CP and Byrne M (2004). Phylogenetics and the conservation of
rare taxa in the Eucalyptus angustissima complex in Western Australia.
Conservation Genetics 5:39-47.

Coates D and Sokolowski R (1989). Geographic patterns of genetic diversity
in karri (Eucalyptus diversicolor F. Muell.). Australian Journal of Botany
37:145-156.

Coates D, Keighery G and Broadhurst L (2002). Genetic and morphological
variation, and the mating system in tuart. In: Tuart (Eucalyptus
gomphocephala) and Tuart Communities. Wildflower Society of Western
Australia, Perth Branch, Nedlands, 89-107.

George N, Byrne M, Maslin B and Yan G (2006). Genetic differentiation
among morphological variants of Acacia saligna (Mimosaceae). Tree Genetics
and Genomes 2:109-119.

Jones M, Shepherd M, Henry R and Delves A (2006). Chloroplast DNA
variation and population structure in the widespread forest tree, Eucalyptus
grandis. Conservation Genetics 7(5):691-703.

Table C2: Examples of forest-associated fauna species for which genetic data are available

Species

Setonix brachyurus

Phascogale
tapoatafa

Common name

Quokka

Brush-tailed
phascogale

Genetic marker

Allozymes,
mtDNA

mtDNA

Publications

Sinclair E (2001). Phylogeograhpic variation in the quokka, Setonix
brachyurus (Marsupialia: Macropodidae): implications for conservation.
Animal Conservation 4:325-333.

Spencer P, Rhind S and Eldridge M (2001). Phylogeographic structure
within Phascogale (Marsupialia: Dasyuridae) based on partial cytochrome
b sequence. Australian Journal of Zoology 49:369-377.
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Mammals
Native
Dingo (Canis familiaris dingo)
Kangaroo (Macropus spp.)
Native rat
Pademelon (Thylogale spp.)
Possum
Wallaby (several species)
Exotic
European red fox (Canis vulpes)
Feral cat (Felis cattus)
Feral deer (several species)
Feral dog (Canis familiaris)
Feral donkey (Equus asinus)
Feral goat (Capra hircus)
Feral horse (Equus caballus)
Hare (Lepus capensis)
House mouse (Mus musculus)
Pig (Sus scrofa)
Rabbit (Oryctolagus cuniculus)
Rat, exotic (some Rattus spp.)
Amphibians
Exotic
Cane toad (Bufo marinus)
Birds
Native
Cockatoo (Cacatua spp.)
Parrot
Exotic
Blackbird (Turdus merula)

Common myna
(Acridotheres tristis)

Starlings/sparrows (Sturnus
vulgaris/Passer domesticus)

Source: State and territory agencies

ACT

MUF

Y5
Y4
YO
Y3

Y5
Y2
Y3
Y3
Y5
Y5
Y3

Y5
Y4

Y4

¢ Plantation only; Y2 for native MUF.
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NCR

NSW
MUF  NCRe

Y4 N-
Y3 N-
N- N-
Y1 N-
Y4 N-
Y3 N-
Y4 Y-
Y4 Y-
Y2 Y-
Y4 Y-
Y1 N-
Y3 Y-
Y3 Y-
Y1

Y3

Y5 Y-
Y5 Y-
Y2

Y2 Y-
Y2 N-
N- N-
N- N-
N- N-
N- N-

MUF

Y1
Y3
Y3

Y1
Y3

Y1
Y4
Y1
Y3
Y4
Y1
Y4

Y3
Y5
Y3
Y3

Y5

NT

NCR

Y1
Y3
Y3

Y3
Y3

Y1
Y4
YO
Y3
Y4
Y1
Y4

Y1
Y5
Y2
Y3

Y4

YO
YO

MUF

Y3
Y3
Y3
Y3
Y3
Y3

Y5
Y5
Y2
Y3
Y1
Y5
Y1
Y3
Y3
Y4
Y3
Y1

Y5

Y1

Y4

Qld

NCR

Y3
N3
Y3
Y3
Y3
Y3

Y5
Y5
Y2
Y3
YO
Y4
Y4
Y1
Y3
Y4
Y3
Y1

Y4

NO
NO

NO

MUF

NO
Y4
Y1
NO
Y1
Y1

Y3
Y1
Y4
N1
NO
N1
N1
Y5
Y1
N1
Y1
N1

NO

NO

NO

NO
NO

NO

SA

NCR

NO

Y1
NO
Y1
Y1

Y5
Y3
Y4
N1
NO
Y2
N1

Y3
N1
Y4
Y1

NO

NO

NO

NO
NO

NO

Tas.

MUF

NO
N1
N3
Y5
Y5
Y5

Y2
Y3
Y2
N1
NO
Y1
NO
N1
N1
NO
Y4
N1

NO

N3

N3

N1
NO

N3

NCR

NO
Y4
N3
Y4
Y4
Y4

Y2
Y3
Y1
N1
NO
Y2
NO
N1
Y3
N2
Y2
Y3

NO

N3

N3

Y1
NO

Y2

Vic.

MUF

Y1
Y3
Y3
YO
Y3
Y3

Y4
Y3
Y4
Y3
YO
Y1
Y1
Y1
Y1
Y1
Y3
Y1

YO

Y3

Y3

Y1
NO

YO

NCR

Table D1: Impact of various vertebrates on ecosystem health and vitality in forest areas, by jurisdiction and tenure

WA
MUF

Y40
Y5¢

Impact scores: O = reported present but not problematic; 1 = occurs but restricted distribution, has little impact; 2 = restricted distribution and adverse impact;
3 = widespread distribution but having minimal impacts; 4 = widespread distribution and having adverse impacts locally; 5 = very widespread and having
widespread adverse impact; - = not scored; blank = no data

a NSW only rated top-five threats in NCRs.
b Plantation only.

Impacts of animals, plant pests and pathogens on ecosystem health

NCR

MUF = multiple-use public forest; N = not considered to be a problem; N- = not rated; NCR = public nature conservation reserve; Y = considered to be a problem
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Table D4: Impact of various pathogens on ecosystem health and vitality in forest areas, by jurisdiction and tenure

ACT NSW NT Qld SA Tas. Vic. WA

MUF  NCR MUF NCR MUF NCR MUF NCR MUF NCR MUF NCR MUF NCR PTN/ NCR
Pathogens MUFa
Armillaria spp. Y1 Y1 Y1 Y3 N3 Y4 Y1/Y4 Y4
Aulographina eucalypti YO Y4
Cyclaneusma minus Y3 N- Y3/ Y4 NO N1/NO NO

Y4

Dothistroma septospora Y4 N- Y2 NO N1/NO  NO
Kirramyces eucalypti Y4 Y4
Mlycosphaerella spp. Y3 Y3 Y4 Y4 N3 Y3 Y2/Y1 Y1
Phelinus noxius Y4 NO NO N- N-
Phytophthora cinnamomi N1 Y- Y1 N- Y2 Y2 Y2 Y4 Y1/Y5 Y5
Pilidiella (formerly YO Y4
known as Coniella) spp.
Quambalaria corycup NO NO YON4 Y4
Quambalaria pitereka Y5 Y5
Rigidoporus vinctus Y4 N- N-
Sphaeropsis sapinea Y4 Y3 Y3/ Y3 NO Y1/Y0 NO
(formerly known as Y4
Diplodia pinea)

MUF = multiple-use public forest; N = is not considered to be a problem; NCR = public nature conservation reserve; Y = is considered to be a problem

Impact scores: O = Reported present but not problematic; 1 = occurs but restricted distribution, has little impact; 2 = restricted distribution and adverse impact;
3 = widespread distribution but having minimal impacts; 4 = widespread distribution and having adverse impacts locally; 5 = very widespread and having
widespread adverse impact; - = not scored; blank = no data

a Plantations/MUF.
Source: State and territory agencies
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State and territory legislation related to the harvesting

of non-wood forest products

New South Wales
The New South Wales National Parks and Wildlife Act

1974 protects all native fauna (mammals, birds, reptiles and
amphibians) and flora. The protection of fauna is extended
by the Act to the protection of threatened interstate fauna.
It is an offence to harm any protected fauna or flora without
a licence or, in the case of fauna, without consent of the
owners of private or Indigenous land. Under the Forestry
Acr 1916, Forests NSW (formerly the Forestry Commission
of New South Wales) can legally issue licences to take
protected fauna, with the exception of endangered fauna.
Forests NSW may not license the removal of protected
native plants unless it is satisfied that they would otherwise
be destroyed by lawful forestry activities under the Forestry
Act. An exception to this is in certain protected areas such
as wildlife refuges, in which Forests NSW can authorise
harvests. Animals not native to Australia fall under the
control of the Non-Indigenous Animals Act 1987 but also
need a permit to be imported, kept, moved, transported or
liberated without a permit (Bates 2002).

The Threatened Species Conservation Act 1995 provides

for the conservation of threatened species, populations

and ecological communities of animals and plants. The

Act sets out a number of specific objects relating to the
conservation of biological diversity and the promotion

of ecologically sustainable development, including the
amendment of other Acts to provide for the facilitation of
the appropriate assessment, management and regulation

of actions that may damage critical or other habitat or
otherwise significantly affect threatened species, populations
and ecological communities. This includes the insertion

of offences into the National Parks and Wildlife Act 1974
relating to harming (of listed threatened species, populations
and ecological communities (animals)) and picking (of listed
threatened species, populations and ecological communities
(plants)), buying, selling or possessing threatened species

or populations (animals or plants) and damaging of

critical and other habitat. Part 2A of the Threatened Species
Conservation Act 1995 establishes the Biodiversity Banking
and Offsets Scheme. The scheme enables the establishment
of biodiversity banking sites, the creation of biodiversity
credits, the trading of biodiversity credits, and the use
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of credits to offset development otherwise impacting on
biodiversity values.

The Environmental Planning and Assessment Act 1979
also has provisions relevant to the harvesting of non-wood
forest products. The clearing of remnant native vegetation
or protected regrowth for tourism (and other purposes)
requires approval under the Native Vegetation Acr 2003
unless the clearing is a permitted activity.

Queensland

Queensland’s Nature Conservation Act 1992 provides for
the ecologically sustainable use of protected animals, and
adopts an ecosystem approach. It envisages a protective
framework that specifically allows the ecologically
sustainable use, including commercial use, of protected
wildlife. Commercial activities within areas managed by
Queensland Parks and Wildlife Service operate through a
licensing system that controls the taking, keeping and use
of protected wildlife in protected areas under section 63 of
the Nature Conservation (Protected Areas Management)
Regulation 1996, in state forest under section 27 of the
Forestry Regulation 1988, and in recreation areas under
section 26 of the Recreational Areas Management Acr 1988
(commercial tour operators and commercial filming and
photography) (EPA Qld 2007). A conservation plan subject
to public consultation is needed for any proposed take of
wildlife species that have a higher conservation status than
‘common’.

Northern Territory

Regulations under the Zerritory Parks and Wildlife
Conservation Act 2001 manage the use of native flora

and fauna through a permit system. A permit to ‘take or
interfere with wildlife’ is issued to people wishing to take
native flora or fauna from the wild. The Department of
Natural Resources, Environment and the Arts regulates this
permit system; if the integrity of a species is starting to be
compromised by commercial use, the department develops a
management plan for that species. Such management plans
are in place for cycads, crocodiles, magpie geese and the red-
tailed black cockatoo.



In 1994, the Northern Territory Government adopted a set
of guiding principles for advancing nature conservation and
environmental protection in its Conservation Strategy for the
Northern Territory. The strategy recognised that Territorians
use and value wild plants, animals and ecosystems in a
variety of ways. However, the goals set out in the strategy
did not provide clear guidelines and direction about the
sustainable use of wildlife; instead, guidelines and objectives
were established in A Strategy for Conservation through
Sustainable Use of Wildlife in the Northern lerritory of
Australia. That strategy encourages the sustainable use

of wildlife for commercial purposes where landholders

are the beneficiaries, and encourages the development of
management plans.

Western Australia

Under Western Australia’s Conservation and Land
Management Act 1984, the Department of Environment
and Conservation (formerly known as the Department

of Conservation and Land Management, or CALM) is
responsible for administering the Wildlife Conservation Act
1950, which provides for the conservation and protection
of all native flora and fauna in Western Australia. The
department employs a system of licensing, area and species-
specific management, and monitoring. A management plan
for the commercial harvesting of protected flora in Western
Australia for 2003-08 was developed by CALM to satisfy
the requirements of the national Environment Protection
and Biodiversity Conservation Act 1999 (EPBC Act). In the
Wildlife Conservation Act, flora is defined as ‘any plant,
including any wildflower, palm, shrub, tree, fern, creeper or
vine which is either native to Western Australia or declared
to be flora under the Act and includes any part of flora

and the seeds and spores thereof’. This plan does not cover
species listed in the Convention on International Trade in
Endangered Species of Wild Fauna and Flora, Appendix I
or listed as threatened under the EPBC Act. A commercial
purposes licence is required for the commercial use of
protected species on Crown or private land. In the case

of Crown land, the proponent of a commercial purposes
licence must demonstrate that it has an area in which to
harvest the species as well as written permission from the
government agency that is managing that land (Nature
Base 2007).

South Australia
The South Australian National Parks and Wildlife Act

1972 provides the state’s legislative framework for the
conservation of wildlife in its natural environment. This
framework allows the Department for Environment

and Heritage to monitor, prevent and control the illegal
exploitation of protected wildlife and regulate legal activities
such as hunting. Protected animals include only indigenous
and migratory birds, mammals and reptiles. The department
administers a permit system, under which a permit is
needed to take any protected species, except where the

Minister for Environment and Heritage declares otherwise,
based on a threat to crops or property. The Minister may
also declare an open hunting season for protected animals of
specified species, except those listed as endangered. Flora is
also protected under the National Parks and Wildlife Act; a
permit is needed to take native plants on any reserved land,
including forest reserves or other Crown land, as well as
certain native plants on private land (Bates 2002).

Tasmania

Wildlife in Tasmania is protected by the Wildlife
Regulations 1999. “Wildlife’ is defined as all living creatures
except stock, dogs, cats, farmed animals and fish. Open
season may be declared by the responsible minister for
particular species of wildlife, such as wallabies, possums,
deer, wild duck and mutton-birds (Bates 2002). The Tree
Fern Management Plan was formulated and additions made
to Tasmania’s Forest Practices Act 1985 to improve the
sustainability of the tree-fern harvesting industry.

Victoria

In Victoria, wildlife (defined as vertebrate species indigenous
to Australia, some non-native game species and terrestrial
invertebrate animals that are listed under the Flora and
Fauna Guarantee Act 1988) is protected under the Wildlife
Act 1975. Protected species can become locally unprotected
if they are causing damage to property or crops. The
responsible minister can issue a closure notice that prohibits
or regulates the taking, destroying or hunting of any

species of wildlife in any area (Bates 2002). A licence or
authorisation is needed to take, destroy or disturb wildlife
in a state wildlife reserve, with game reserves and wildlife
sanctuaries being exceptions. Flora is protected under the
Flora and Fauna Guarantee Act; it may include indigenous
and non-indigenous species. A permit is needed to take,
trade in, keep, move or possess protected fauna.
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