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NATIVE FORESTS 
Motion 

Resumed from 7 May on the following motion moved by Hon Paul Llewellyn � 

That in light of the Forest Product Commission�s poor financial performance in the native forest sector; 
the failure of regulation and compliance of native forest logging; the impact of logging on the habitat of 
vulnerable species; the compelling evidence of native forest ecosystems at risk of irreparable damage; 
and the compounding impact of climate change, this house calls on the government to � 
(1) Set in place a full transition to plantation and farm forestry for the production of commodity 

timber products currently derived from native forests. 
(2) Immediately develop an exit strategy for the native forest commodity timber industry. 
(3) Put in place an independently refereed, scientifically based program to restore the ecological 

integrity of native forests which underpins the delivery of clean air, clean water, carbon 
sequestration, biodiversity and natural heritage values of the south west region. 

HON SALLY TALBOT (South West) [4.09 pm]: I had only a short time to contribute to this debate before we 
ran out of time last week, so I am pleased to continue my remarks today. In the short time I had last week, I 
began by pointing out that we cannot return within our lifetime, and probably within our children�s or 
grandchildren�s lifetime, to a point at which native forests can be restored to the condition they were in before 
logging first occurred. I told members about a description I had once heard of the original forests consisting of 
four trees an acre, and that those four trees would provide a complete canopy. We will never return to that time, 
but I am proud to be a member of the party that had the gumption and fortitude to put in place a policy that 
would effectively end the logging of old-growth forests.  

Last week I questioned whether the former Labor government�s policy went far enough, and I suggested that this 
question would remain unanswered for some time and probably would only be settled by history. I reminded 
honourable members that regardless of whether Labor went far enough with its policy to end logging in old-
growth forests, one thing was certain; namely, had there not been a change of government in 2001, the logging 
of native forests would have continued under a Liberal-National government. There is no question that the 
Liberal Party, at least, opposed the policy to end logging in old-growth forests with its members opposing that 
policy all the way to its implementation. They wanted to keep chopping down forests to make timber products of 
the kind that we now know we simply did not need to come from old-growth forests.  

In my contribution today, I want to look to at the history of the past few years. By way of setting the scene for 
some of my comments, I was travelling recently in the area around Pemberton, which is of course part of my 
electorate and that of Hon Paul Llewellyn and Hon Robyn McSweeney, the two previous contributors to this 
debate; I think we are indeed fortunate to represent the area that contains the state�s old-growth forests. In my 
travels, I took a side turn that I had never taken before and I saw a sign to something called �The 100 Year 
Forest�. I went along the road until I came to its end where there is, I must say, a very dilapidated information 
sign. I draw Hon Donna Faragher�s attention to that situation, and suggest she tell her officers that that 
information sign needs a bit of attention.  

Several members interjected. 

Hon SALLY TALBOT: The sign is a bit dilapidated; nevertheless, one can still determine from the sign the 
basis of the significance of �The 100 Year Forest� near Pemberton. According to the sign, the spot is significant 
because it is where Charles Lane Poole, Western Australia�s first Conservator of Forests at the beginning of the 
twentieth century, first saw signs of forest regeneration. The original, I think, karri forests in that area had been 
logged, and some 40 years after that logging, Charles Lane Poole saw how the forest had regenerated over four 
decades. That regeneration suggested to him the possibility of a carefully managed timber industry in which the 
forests could be preserved in some way.  

I want to share with members something about this man, who became the first Conservator of Forests, because I 
had no idea previously that he had played such a significant role in the history of our forest management. I knew 
the name Lane Poole only from the areas around Dwellingup that are named after him.  

Mr President, may I ask how long I have? 

The PRESIDENT: I understand that Hon Sally Talbot is the lead speaker for the opposition. 

Hon SALLY TALBOT: Yes; thank you, Mr President, for that clarification.  

The PRESIDENT: May I add that many members would appreciate it if Hon Sally Talbot did not use all her 
allocated time. 
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Hon SALLY TALBOT: I realise that, Mr President. I was just seeking clarification about the time. 

Charles Lane Poole drafted a new Forests Act for Western Australia in 1918, he reorganised the then Forestry 
Department, he introduced a forest management plan on the basis of getting sustainable forest yields and he 
promoted, for the first time in this state, the concept of forest conservation. Although the conservation debate has 
obviously moved on very significantly since that time, I find it interesting that Lane Poole parted company from 
the state government of the day because his professional mission in life became to save areas of the state from 
being turned over to agriculture, something from which he knew the forests would never recover. He argued that 
proper management would ensure a sustainable forest yield and preserve some of the natural � 

Hon Paul Llewellyn interjected. 

Hon SALLY TALBOT: I agree with Hon Paul Llewellyn about proper management. It is very interesting, and I 
got this information from that rather dilapidated information board at the site of �The 100 Year Forest�.  

As I said, Lane Poole fell out with the WA government in about 1921, at which point he resigned because the 
government of the day granted a large forest concession to a British company that I understand would have then 
cleared the land. Interestingly, in the 90 years of debate about how we manage forests, we have come a long 
way.  

However, I suggest the next most significant step after Lane Poole�s introduction of the concept of conserving 
our natural forest heritage was in 2001 when the then Premier of the state announced that Labor would keep its 
election promise to end logging in old-growth forests. I have quoted the words of Hon Dr Geoff Gallop to the 
house on a couple of occasions, and it seems to me that this is another very suitable occasion on which to do so 
again. Only a couple of days before 6 November 2001, the date of delivery of these words, the then Premier had, 
with the then Minister for the Environment and Heritage, Hon Dr Judy Edwards, announced that the government 
had effectively ended the logging of old-growth forests in Western Australia. In the other place the then Premier 
noted � 

After we were elected, we put 99 per cent of the old-growth forest into reserves, and imposed a 
moratorium on the remaining one per cent until we determined whether we could meet the contracts 
entered into by the previous Government. 

At that stage, in November 2001, the Premier announced � 

We now know that we can meet those contracts without logging any of that old-growth forest. 

That meant that � 

The entire 346 000 hectares of old-growth forest will go into reserves. 

That was the most significant step made in recent times to ensure that we would leave a natural forest 
environment for the appreciation of our children and grandchildren, and for the inheritors of their world.  

I will not take up much more time, but at this point I indicate that the opposition does not intend to support Hon 
Paul Llewellyn�s motion. We do that�and other speakers after me will probably go into details about different 
aspects of this motion�for two reason. The first is that it is our belief that the steps taken by the Labor Party 
when in government went a very long way to meeting the kinds of aspirations outlined in Hon Paul Llewellyn�s 
motion. If we look at the various elements of his motion, it is reasonable to point out that the way Labor set up 
the management of old-growth forests in 2001 essentially satisfies the points made in part (3) of Hon Paul 
Llewellyn�s motion which states � 

(3) Put in place an independently refereed, scientifically based program to restore the ecological 
integrity of native forests which underpins the delivery of clean air, clean water, carbon 
sequestration, biodiversity and natural heritage values of the south west region. 

Honourable members will recall that the policy mechanism for the management and protection of old-growth 
forest was vested in the Conservation Commission of Western Australia. Vesting that authority in the 
Conservation Commission meant that it was required to produce a mid-term audit, which was due to be 
presented at the end of last year. The Conservation Commission did indeed present that audit report.  

The first reason that the opposition will not be supporting Hon Paul Llewellyn�s motion is that we have already 
taken very significant steps to do exactly what he suggests in paragraph (3) of his motion. I will go into more 
detail about that.  

I refer to the mid-term report that the Conservation Commission produced at the end of last year, which is now 
open for public comment. The report is titled �Forest Management Plan 2004-2013�Mid-term audit of 
performance report� and it starts by acknowledging that in the first half of the operation of the forest 
management plan there have been some very positive outcomes. The examples that are quoted at the beginning 
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of the report include the creation of 30 national parks proposed under the protection of our old-growth forest 
policy; the opportunity, as was proposed in 2001, for the public to nominate areas for old-growth assessment; 
and the review of old-growth areas in the department�s corporate database. It also states that the Conservation 
Commission has developed and applied a consistent rule to areas of old-growth forest that have been assessed. 
Another area in which there have been positive outcomes, as acknowledged by the Conservation Commission, is 
the implementation of fauna habitat zones to maintain the fauna population. It notes that to date over 42 zones 
have been finalised. The Conservation Commission acknowledges that the process requires some refinement, but 
points out that there has been considerable effort by the Department of Environment and Conservation and 
community stakeholders, who have been actively involved in finalising those fauna habitat zones. The last point 
notes the generally positive outcomes for soil management.  

At page 5 of the mid-term report it states �  

The Conservation Commission�s purpose in framing the FMP�s proposed actions relating to soils was to 
protect soils from the damage that had previously occurred due to timber harvesting activities taking 
place under wet soil conditions.  

It is worth noting that some very significant steps have been made in the first half of the forest management 
plan�s operations. The FMP mid-term report is now open for public comment. Its focus is on auditing the 
performance of the forest management plan.  

The principles applying to the mid-term report are outlined at the beginning of the mid-term report as follows � 

� that the decision-making process should effectively integrate both long-term and short-term 
economic, environmental, social and equitable considerations �  

� that if there are threats of serious or irreversible environmental damage, the lack of full 
scientific certainty should not be used as a reason for postponing measures to prevent 
environmental degradation �  

� that the present generation should ensure that the health, diversity and productivity of the 
environment is maintained or enhanced for the benefit of future generations �  

� that the conservation of biological diversity and ecological integrity should be a fundamental 
consideration in decision-making; and  

� that improved valuation, pricing and incentive mechanisms should be promoted. 

In essence we have four statements of principle: the principle of sustainability; the precautionary principle, 
which is enshrined in the second principle; the intergenerational principle; and the principle pertaining to 
biodiversity and ecological integrity. I suggest that working under that set of principles effectively gives us a 
very solid framework for working through the second half of the FMP. Hopefully, in a few years we will reach 
the stage when the forest management plan has the full confidence of every member of this house and every 
member of this Parliament.  

The mid-term report goes into a number of different areas. I encourage every member of this house with an 
interest in seeing the FMP work as effectively as possible to take a very close interest in the sections under 
which the Conservation Commission has reported. They can be found under the following headings 
�Implementation of the FMP�; �Biological diversity�; �Productive capacity�; �Ecosystem health and vitality�; 
�Soil and water�; Global carbon cycles�; �Natural and cultural heritage�; �Socio-economic benefits�; and �Plan 
implementation�.  

I will spend a couple of minutes commenting on one or two of those sections. I will draw the attention of 
honourable members to the comments under the heading �Implementation of the FMP�. In particular, I draw the 
attention of government members to the comments under that heading to resources constraints. In government 
Labor was firmly of the view that a policy of this kind could not be introduced without adequate resourcing. 
Adequacy is always a concept that is open to interpretation and, with the benefit of hindsight, it is easy to look 
back and say that perhaps more resources could have been provided here and there. However the bar is set very 
high for this next term of government when the Liberal-National minority government is in charge of budgets for 
this area. I refer to the comments that have been made about the absolute necessity of not hampering the various 
subsections of the forest management plan being put into action by not providing adequate resources.  

The second point I draw to the attention of honourable members is the section at page 10 of the mid-term report 
headed, �Ecosystem health and vitality�. This is where the Conservation Commission draws attention to the 
array of threats to the forest extending from climate change, including declining rainfall, fire, dieback and 
species-specific issues. The report notes that these factors in combination pose a risk to the overall health and 
vitality of the forest. Again, it is a question of adequate resourcing.  
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I forecast that the issue of fire will be a topic of�I will not use the word �heated� debate lest I be accused of 
making a � 

Hon Kim Chance: An inflammatory remark.  

Hon SALLY TALBOT: Indeed, but one should not be flippant about these issues. We will be looking very 
closely at the results of the Victorian inquiry into the fires there earlier this year. We will be looking also at the 
Premier�s review of the adequacy of the practices and processes in Western Australia to prevent a similar tragedy 
befalling us in the west. A very important part of that consideration will have to be the enduring health and 
protection of our forests.  

I will make a couple of quick comments about two other sections of the mid-term report. First, I will refer to the 
socioeconomic benefits. I know that it has been the subject of some concern to my comrade Mick Murray, the 
member for Collie-Preston, that there is an extent to which community pursuits can be pursued while yet 
protecting forests. I note the Conservation Commission�s comments about recreation pursuits such as mountain-
bike riding, car rallies, motor cycling and four-wheel drive use on land within the FMP area. Again, I believe 
that that must be monitored very closely. We do not want to get to the stage at which anyone is precluded from 
using the forests, but, clearly, this problem about the sustainability of various activities and the ongoing 
wellbeing of the forests must be watched very closely. 

Finally, I will make a couple of comments about planned implementation. This is where we get on to the very 
serious questions which have been raised by the Conservation Commission and which I have absolutely no doubt 
will be taken up in great detail by some of the other stakeholders in this area, who will undoubtedly put in very 
detailed submissions in response to the Conservation Commission�s report. This is about what the Conservation 
Commission identifies as a common thread of the performance assessments, being �the difficulty in 
operationalising the requirements of the FMP�. There have been significant delays in the development and 
reporting of many of the key performance indicators for the forest management plan. I think it is fair to give 
members of the government opposite notice that we have high expectations that the remaining areas in which 
KPIs are yet to be finalised will be given a very high priority by the government. I note with wholehearted 
approval that the Conservation Commission has put dates on the finalisation of the remaining KPIs�some of 
them by 31 July 2009, and the remainder by 31 December 2009. I would expect that those dates will be the 
subject of some quite heated debate amongst other key stakeholders such as the Western Australian Forest 
Alliance and the Conservation Council of Western Australia when they make their responses to this report. 

I can only say that I agree with the Conservation Commission when it articulates its belief that it is not 
appropriate to simply extend the deadlines and wait for compliance to occur at some time in the future. Enough 
latitude has been extended to people who have been charged with completing this work. Enough benefit of the 
doubt has been extended to them. The deadlines that have been flagged in this interim report are the deadlines 
that we expect to be met. 

That leads me to the second reason why the Labor opposition will not support this motion moved by Hon Paul 
Llewellyn. As I said, the first reason is that we believe it is not necessary to move this motion in light of the 
measures that the Labor government put in place. The second thing is�I have made this point to Hon Paul 
Llewellyn in private conversations: why would we want to open up a reworking of the forest management plan 
under this Liberal-National government? The warning signs are out there very starkly for us to see. A 
management plan is in place. I believe it is our responsibility�this is a responsibility that I take very seriously, 
as shadow Minister for Environment�to hold the government to account in implementing this forest 
management plan. I do not want to see the productive work that Labor did in government taken to pieces or 
pulled apart by this government. I have yet to see any indication of a real commitment by this government to the 
values that Labor enshrined in the forest management plan. Until I see that, I would ask this government to do no 
work on the forest management plan that is not consonant with those values. 

I will mention two areas that relate specifically to forest management. We have seen already either the ball being 
dropped or very concerning signs about what we can expect from the Liberal-National minority government over 
the next few years regarding the management of forests and environmental conservation in general. The first is 
in relation to the community forest inspection program. I was very pleased with the response that the minister 
gave me last week to a question that I asked about the community forest inspection program. The minister 
indicated to me that the program would continue and that the key conservation groups in each area would still be 
invited to participate in those forest inspections. However, I understand from reports from groups in three forest 
regions�that is, Swan, south west and Warren�that we have fallen behind dramatically in keeping up that 
regime of forest inspections. Indeed, I understand that we may be as many as six or seven inspections behind 
what we should be up to at the moment. I understand that the routine was supposed to be roughly one inspection 
per region per year. Therefore, if my reports are correct and we are that far behind, I would be the first to 
concede that, clearly, the ball was dropped a little before September last year. 



Extract from Hansard 
[COUNCIL - Wednesday, 13 May 2009] 

 p3844b-3851a 
Hon Dr Sally Talbot; Hon Donna Faragher; Hon Kim Chance 

 [5] 

It is terribly important that we do not fall behind with these inspections. I understand that one of the reasons we 
might be falling behind is that this is one of the areas in which we are yet to finalise the protocols. The groups on 
the ground are telling me�bearing in mind that many of these people are volunteers�that they have done the 
work that was asked of them as far as their contributions to finalising these protocols are concerned. I ask the 
minister to find out, and perhaps report back to the house in the near future, what the hold-ups are in finalising 
these protocols for the community forest inspection program. If something that is going on in the department is 
holding this up, I would hope, because of the nature of the response to my question that the minister gave me last 
week, that the minister will be able to do something very effective to unblock this logjam. 

Hon Paul Llewellyn interjected. 

Hon SALLY TALBOT: I am sorry. It just shows how important forests are to our whole way of life. They 
inform our language on them at every turn. 

If there is a logjam in the department about finalising the protocols for the community forest inspection program, 
I hope that the minister will unblock that logjam as quickly as possible and reassure these key groups, such as the 
WA Forest Alliance, that the protocols will be finalised without any undue delay by the minister or the minister�s 
department. 

The second matter is something that I have raised in this house before; that is, under the Barnett government�s 
new funding proposals for the conservation sector, I believe�this belief is shared by key people in the sector�
that what we are essentially seeing is the �voluntarisation� of the conservation movement. In one sense, an 
element of that picks up on something that is terribly important, and that is the key role that volunteers play in 
the protection of the natural environment in Western Australia. I have referred several times in the past few years 
to the work done by the Peel Preservation Group in the Peel region. It has many notches in its belt in terms of 
victories, large and small, that it has achieved in environmental conservation, particularly in the Peel region. The 
comments that I will make now in no way detract from the work of volunteers statewide. We see them toad 
busting and working in programs to get the best environmental outcomes from significant developments such as 
the southern railway and the Perth-Bunbury highway. We see them in all sorts of areas statewide.  

Very significant moves have been made in Western Australia in the past decade or so to protect the environment. 
Those that come to mind include the policy of protecting old-growth forests, saving Ningaloo and many others 
that are too numerous to go into now. We could not have done those without the volunteers on the ground, but 
we also needed the science to go with it. I recently visited the University of Western Australia with the shadow 
cabinet. There is no doubt that superb work is being done by our academic institutions to provide us with some 
of the science to get proper levels of environmental protection in this state. There is no question in my mind that 
groups such as the Conservation Council must be adequately funded to ensure the ongoing integrity of the 
environmental and conservation protection movement in Western Australia. For some 19 years the Conservation 
Council has been in receipt of considerable funds. We would be the first to concede that it is never enough. It has 
received in the region of $80 000 a year for the past 19 years. That has enabled the Conservation Council to 
employ professional people to do scientific work and to carry out detailed on-the-ground mapping of projects to 
set programs for the volunteers to come along and take up the baton. Without that, I have very serious fears 
about the way conservation management will be managed in Western Australia over the next few years. That is 
another reason I do not trust the government to take on tasks such as reviewing the forest management plan. I do 
not want to see that happen until we see some genuine environmental credentials on the table. Mr President, I 
suggest to you and honourable members in this chamber that we have nothing of the kind so far and no signs on 
the horizon that it will happen. That is why Labor will not be supporting this motion.  

HON DONNA FARAGHER (East Metropolitan � Minister for Environment) [4.42 pm]: A number of 
issues were raised in the motion moved by Hon Giz Watson�but probably more correctly moved by Hon Paul 
Llewellyn�in relation to the economic viability of the native forests timber industry. These are principally 
matters for the Minister for Forestry and the Minister for Child Protection, who responded very eloquently to a 
number of points made by Hon Paul Llewellyn. She also outlined the reasons why the government will not be 
supporting this motion. Having said that, as Minister for Environment, I obviously take a very strong interest in 
issues surrounding forestry and forest management, particularly the forest management plan. Additions have 
been made to the system of national parks and other reserves over many years, including areas that were 
previously available for timber harvesting. It should be noted that approximately half of the area of our south 
west forest is in these reserves, which are national parks, nature reserves and other protected areas.  

I wish to point out that there has been a significant shift of wood production from native forest to plantations. 
Hon Robyn McSweeney also mentioned this. I am advised that since 1970 the area of native forest in the south 
west available for timber production has decreased by about 50 per cent. This obviously reflects the increasing 
value that the community places on native forests for uses in other than wood production, such as recreation, 
scientific research and the like. Furthermore, I am also advised that in 2006 the annual wood volume harvested 
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from plantations was much greater than that harvested from native forests. Plantations supplied around 
3.5 million cubic metres of logs compared with the harvest from native forests of about 0.5 million cubic metres. 
The fact is that plantations are already supplying more wood fibre than our native forests.  

As Hon Robyn McSweeney noted, the government is committed to maintaining a sustainable native forest 
timber industry. Such an industry operates under the provisions of the forest management plan. It is important to 
go through some of the key elements of that plan. It was developed, as Hon Sally Talbot mentioned, through the 
Conservation Commission of Western Australia and was subject to some rigorous environmental assessment 
processes by the Environmental Protection Authority. In particular, the plan provides for ecologically sustainable 
forest management, by, amongst other things, conserving natural values, including biological diversity, 
conserving cultural heritage, sustaining the amount of timber we can take from our native forests, providing for 
social and economic benefits from the use of our forests, conserving soil and water, and maintaining the 
contribution of forests to global carbon cycles. Other members have mentioned that the primary objective of the 
forest management plan is to maintain biodiversity values in south west forests. That is achieved through such 
things as the formal conservation reserve system across the south west forest area, establishing fauna habitat 
zones and informal reserves along streams and a range of other areas, and retaining habitat in areas subject to 
timber harvesting. The forest management plan includes additional protection of soil, habitat, trees and 
understorey vegetation. Under the plan, the Department of Environment and Conservation monitors timber 
harvesting operations in state forest and timber reserves in accordance with the principles of ecologically 
sustainable forest management. They are detailed under the plan. The department and the Forest Products 
Commission put a huge amount of work into managing this industry. I saw that firsthand about three weeks ago 
when I received some very detailed briefings by my department during a visit to Collie, Bridgetown and 
surrounding areas. The briefing was very informative. It is quite clear that the department goes through a very 
rigorous process in managing this industry.  

As Hon Paul Llewellyn and Hon Sally Talbot mentioned, the Conservation Commission undertakes audits of 
DEC�s and the Forest Products Commission�s implementation of the forest management plan. That includes 
monitoring of timber harvesting operations. A �Mid-term Audit of Performance Report� was released for public 
comment on 30 March, and it is out for three months. I expect that a number of the issues raised by Hon Paul 
Llewellyn will be raised during the public consultation period. The report identifies a number of issues. One 
issue that Hon Paul Llewellyn mentioned relates to flora and fauna. I draw the member�s attention to page 33 of 
the mid-term audit. Under the heading �Flora�, it states � 

It is the view of the Department that there is no evidence to suggest that these species have been 
elevated to a higher category of threat as a consequence of management activities, but rather the 
additional level of survey and information available for these species has supported their listing as 
declared rare flora which will enable a higher level of protection and management attention in the future 
� In the Department�s view these listings do not represent a shortfall in relation to the performance 
target for this KPI. Effective implementation of actions identified in the FMP relating to management of 
fire, weeds, pests, diseases and recreational activities will be important for conservation of these 
species. 

It is also unclear why some fauna species have moved to a high level of threat. As Minister for Environment, this 
is clearly a cause of concern. The department will continue to monitor populations and try to identify why they 
are moving into a higher level of threat. However, the audit report noted that declining populations of, say, the 
noisy scrub bird are not related to management activities and therefore there is no shortfall in the performance 
target for this KPI.  

Hon Paul Llewellyn also mentioned the woylie. There has clearly been a significant decline in the woylie 
population since 2001. It is around 80 per cent. All members would agree that that is a significant concern. The 
department is trying to determine why there has been such a significant decline. It is believed that some of it is 
primarily driven by an increase in foxes and cats, and there are other potential causes. I am very concerned about 
the woylie, as I am about some other species that are under threat. I wrote to the federal minister, Peter Garrett, 
requesting that he consider listing woylies under the Environment Protection and Biodiversity Conservation Act.  

Hon Paul Llewellyn: They used to be extremely widespread. The numbers have contracted remarkably as a 
result of our activities.  

Hon DONNA FARAGHER: In addition, emergency woylie protection actions are continuing, which involve 
my department, Perth Zoo and the Australian Wildlife Conservancy. We are also looking at the establishment of 
additional populations in predator-proof enclosures and captive populations at Perth Zoo. This is all being looked 
at and work is being done to determine the best means of ensuring that woylies are here to stay. We want to find 
the research that uncovers the reasons why we have such a significant species decline. There is a great deal of 
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work being done by the department from a scientific point of view to work out the reasons for the decline in 
woylie numbers. I fully endorse all that the department is doing on that.  

As I have said, the audit report is out for three months. Once the public comment period has closed, the 
Environmental Protection Authority will make an assessment and report to me in due course. Obviously, at that 
time I will consider the results of their findings.  

It is clear that improvements can be made�that is a reflection on the previous government. I recognise there are 
things that take time. Some things that the department thought it might be able to do within a specific period 
have not been achieved, and that is reflected in the audit. They are all things I will be looking at as the new 
minister. Hon Robyn McSweeney has outlined the other elements of this motion. There are very sound and 
transparent systems in place for the regulation, monitoring and reporting of the native forest timber industry here 
in Western Australia.  

HON KIM CHANCE (Agricultural) [4.52 pm]: It is a while since I have made a contribution on native forests. 
This time it will be a relatively short contribution. I make the point, first, that I, like the opposition spokesperson, 
do not support the motion. I do not support the motion because the motion calls on us to agree to call on the 
government to do three things. The first of those three things is unachievable, the second of those three things is 
irresponsible, and the third of those three things has already been done.  

The three things that the motion asks us to do�I will not read them out but they are enumerated as points (1), (2) 
and (3) of the motion�are all predicated on the assertions that are made at the head of the motion. The 
assertions are wrong. There is no basis whatsoever to say that the Forest Products Commission�s financial 
performance is poor. However, even if that were true, and even if the government agency regulating the use of 
our native forests was performing poorly in a financial sense, that in itself is not an argument to shut down the 
operations of the whole industry. It is like saying that we are not really happy with the financial performance of 
the education department. That does not mean we should go out and shut the schools down. What it means is that 
we should do something about improving the financial performance of that sector or, more specifically, that 
department.  

Our timber industry forms the basis of one of the state�s most innovative industries. It is quite an amazing 
industry and one I have spoken about in the past in this place. It is one of the most unappreciated industries in the 
state. It is an industry which has grown and developed since 2001 but which has a much longer history than that. 
We have some of the most innovative manufacturing industries in this state. We do not have that many as an 
industrial state. We are not giants�we are really a mining and farming state�but when one goes out and looks 
at what is happening in some of these furniture manufacturing industries, one can see some remarkable things.  

One company, which I am not going to name here, is a company that, while I was monitoring it in the period 
2001 through to about 2007-08, had a rate of expansion in its structure annually of 30 per cent. Every year this 
company grew by a third. That is growth in employment, that is growth in the specialisation of our workforce 
and that is growth in our exports. In that period, the furniture industry in Western Australia grew from what was 
a bit of an also-ran in the national scale to the giants in Sydney and Melbourne, to the biggest furniture industry 
in Australia.  

Western Australia�s capacity in this industry has spawned growth in a range of sectors, including the design 
industry. Our industry now leads Australia and, in many places in the world, is looked up to as an international 
leader in design. It is an industry that has a huge future. That industry, while not entirely built on our native 
forest industry, is only there because we had �  

Hon Paul Llewellyn: It was not built on native forests.  

Hon KIM CHANCE: It was not entirely built, no. It is still not entirely built on the use of our native forests.  

Hon Paul Llewellyn: Industry is in fact the use of innovative fine furniture made out of plantation timber. 

Hon KIM CHANCE: I will get to that; in fact, I devoted some thought to that very point. However, the fact is 
that we would not have this industry if it were not for the existence of our native forest species. These are unique 
species. They are timbers with unique qualities; timbers that literally occur nowhere else in the world�not just 
nowhere else in Australia, but nowhere else in the world. They are unique timbers.  

I have spoken only about our furniture industry, but we also have a very active joinery and flooring industry. 
Indeed, one of the first things that visitors most appreciate when they see our timbers is that they are every bit as 
much a flooring material as a furnishing material. It is a fact that jarrah, marri, karri, she-oak and blackwood do 
not exist anywhere else in the world.  

Hon Paul Llewellyn: Blackbutt. 
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Hon KIM CHANCE: Did I not say blackbutt?  

Hon Giz Watson: No, you said blackwood.  

Hon KIM CHANCE: Sorry, I meant blackbutt, because blackwood does exist in other places. They do not exist 
anywhere else. They do not exist specifically in this country in plantations; although marri does exist in 
plantations in South Africa. There is no such thing as plantation jarrah. There is no such thing as plantation she-
oak�not the nature of she-oak that we know. There are certain melaleucas that perhaps we could say are in 
plantations. It might sound a little trite, but a blackbutt floor or a jarrah dining suite cannot be constructed out of 
plantation pine.  

Hon Paul Llewellyn: You cannot build those things with a tree that is not over 300 years old. Seventy-year-old 
trees do not do it.  

Hon KIM CHANCE: It follows that, without sustainable harvesting, we would have to be prepared to let that 
great industry go; it would have no future. This great innovative industry has spawned so much for not only our 
manufacturing capacity, but also the capacity, perhaps for the first time, for Australia to express itself in a 
manufactured output�in a peculiarly and distinctively Australian school of design. It exists in architecture�I 
respect that point of view�but it does not exist in a manufactured article. There is the Hills hoist, however�I 
should recognise that.  

Hon Ken Travers: And the rotary mower.  

Hon KIM CHANCE: And the Victa mower. The agroforestry ambition that Hon Paul Llewellyn has outlined is 
one that I agree with. It is a good outcome and, in many senses, is achievable. I am a great fan of agroforestry. 
The Forest Products Commission and the Department of Agriculture and Food are already out there working 
with farmers to deliver exactly that outcome. 

Debate interrupted, pursuant to standing orders. 

[Continued on page 3860.]   
 


