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RESERVES (NATIONAL PARKS, CONSERVATION PARKS AND NATURE RESERVES) BILL 2004 
Returned 

Bill returned from the Council with amendments.  

Consideration in Detail - Motion 
On motion by Dr J.M. Edwards (Minister for the Environment), resolved -  

That the Council’s amendments be considered forthwith.   

Council’s Amendments - Consideration in Detail 
The amendments made by the Council were as follows -  

No 1  

Clause 1, page 2, line 4 - To delete “and Nature Reserves” and insert instead - 

, Nature Reserves and Other Reserves 

No 2 

Clause 12, page 9, line 5 - To delete “14 429” and insert instead - 

13 745 

No 3 

Clause 12, page 10, line 9 - To delete “17 474” and insert instead - 

16 790  

No 4 

New Clause 33, page 24, after line 4 - To insert the following new clause - 

33. Class A reserve No. 48049 in the Shire of Dardanup 
(1) State forest No. 25 is amended by excising an area of about 684 ha, being 

part of the land in Lot 3000 as shown coloured green on Deposited 
Plan 36421. 

(2) The land in Lot 3000 as shown coloured green on Deposited Plan 36421, 
comprising an area of about 684 ha - 

(a) is reserved under the Land Administration Act 1997 Part 4 for the 
purpose of scientific research and education; 

(b) is classified as class A reserve No. 48049; and 

(c) under the Land Administration Act 1997 Part 4, is placed under the 
care, control and management of the Conservation Commission of 
Western Australia established under the Conservation and Land 
Management Act 1984 section 18. 

No 5 
Long Title, page 1 - To delete “and nature reserves” and insert instead - 

, nature reserves and other reserves    
Leave granted for the amendments to be moved together. 

Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  I move -  

That the amendments Nos 1 to 5 made by the Council be agreed to. 
I will outline some of the history of these amendments, particularly amendment No 4.  Amendment No 4 refers 
to that part of the Wellington National Park that contains the Wellington Discovery Forest.  This amendment was 
moved in the other place by Hon Dr Christine Sharp.  The Government had previously decided that the 
Wellington Discovery Forest should be incorporated into the Wellington National Park on the basis of the 
decision made by the community advisory committee for that national park.  That community-based committee 
had provided advice to the Government, and that advice was taken into account by Cabinet. 
Mr P.D. Omodei:  Who are the members of that advisory committee? 
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Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  I think it was chaired by Councillor Rosanne Pimm.  It was made up of local people, who 
I would have to say were more brown than green.  I was somewhat surprised at its recommendation.  We used a 
committee that had been constituted under the previous Government, with very little change.   

I agree with the amendment.  As part of our discussions with Hon Christine Sharp last week, we organised for 
advice to be obtained about how this amendment could be put into effect as set out in the message.  Amendment 
No 4 sets out that this area of land, which comprises 684 hectares, will be reserved under the Land 
Administration Act for the purpose of scientific research and education.  This amendment is not entirely ideal.  
Nevertheless, I believe it will not erode the biodiversity values of the Wellington National Park; nor will it alter 
the ability of the public to recreate in and otherwise utilise the park, so the Government will support it.   

Mr B.J. GRYLLS:  The coalition will also support these amendments, particularly amendment No 4, which deals 
with the Wellington Discovery Forest.  The Wellington Discovery Forest is a key issue and one on which I have 
received representations from the community.  As I said during consideration in detail when we first dealt with 
the Bill, it is important that we have the ability to show students and the younger generation how the forest 
works.  That is very important to the coalition.  We therefore welcome the fact that this amendment was moved 
in the upper House.  The people who contacted me about the Wellington Discovery Forest would be very happy 
about this amendment.  As the minister has outlined, she does not believe that this amendment will affect the 
biodiversity or conservation values of this area.  That is obviously a matter of concern.  If the Wellington 
Discovery Forest can operate in conjunction with the Wellington National Park, that will be a good outcome.  I 
will not take up any more time.  I know that the member for Warren-Blackwood wishes to make some 
comments.  I know also that the member for Vasse, who has raised this issue with me quite strongly and who has 
also received some representations on this issue, would also like to make some comments.  We are happy to 
support the amendments and believe they will assist in helping to achieve the educational outcomes that I have 
mentioned.   
During the debate on this Bill we talked about the fire management of the forest.  It is interesting that these 
amendments have come into the House today, because it gives me the opportunity to make some brief comments 
on an article in today’s paper about the fires that have broken out in this State.  We are only at the beginning of 
the fire season in Western Australia, yet a fire in the Fitzgerald River National Park has burnt out 4 300 hectares 
of conserved bush, and another fire at Millbrook Nature Reserve just east of Albany has also started.  I have not 
had time to compare the maps that have been given to me by the Departments of Conservation and Land 
Management with the maps that show in which areas controlled burning has been done and in which areas it has 
not.  I was in Walpole only last week and I talked about this issue with the community.  The communities that 
live in and interact with these forest areas are very concerned that management practices are in place to ensure 
that wildfires do not get out of hand.  Already this season 4 300 hectares have been burnt out in the Fitzgerald 
River National Park.  As we embark on the next election campaign, it is a timely reminder to the minister, and 
also to our side of the House, of the need to ensure that proper fire management strategies are in place.   
Mr B.K. MASTERS:  In 1999 at the height of the debate on the Regional Forest Agreement, I remember 
listening to a caller to the Liam Bartlett show who said that some decades earlier, when she was a young person, 
she had walked through the Beedelup National Park near Pemberton and had walked outside the park boundary 
into an area of production forest that had been so devastated by logging that it looked like a moonscape, to use 
her words.  Unfortunately Liam Bartlett did not have the presence of mind to ask her whether she has since been 
back there to see whether the silvicultural practices put in place in the early days by the former Forests 
Department, and more recently by the Department of Conservation and Land Management, have been able to 
regenerate the forest in that area that had been devastated.  If he had asked her that question, I am sure the 
answer would have been no.  One of the tragedies of the Regional Forest Agreement is that there has been so 
much misinformation and ill-informed debate on an issue that is emotional, technical and scientific.  The 
Wellington Discovery Forest will allow people to discover at their own pace and in their own way whether the 
silvicultural practices that the Department of Conservation and Land Management applies to areas of jarrah and 
marri forest protect all the environmental values of the forest, including biodiversity, timber, water resources and 
so on.  It is for that reason that I commend the Government for seeing the light on this issue.  It must be 
Christmas; that is why we are getting a present like this.  I commend the Government for its foresight in 
accepting the proposition put by the upper House that the Wellington Discovery Forest be removed from the 
proposed Wellington National Park and be allowed to continue in its purpose as an educational resource for not 
just foresters but also the environmental movement and the wider community.  I also commend Dr Christine 
Sharp, who moved the motion to protect the Wellington Discovery Forest in this way.  That is a very wise move.   

I have said in this place previously that I could not understand what the green movement had to fear from the 
cessation of activities in the Wellington Discovery Forest, because if the foresters could not do what they claim 
they are able to do, there would be a living example of a degraded forest in the Wellington Discovery Forest area 
to prove to all that the forests cannot be regenerated adequately after logging.  Conversely, however, it was 
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clearly a double-edged sword for the green movement, because if the foresters could do as good a job as they 
said they could do, then the public would be able to go to the Wellington Discovery Forest and see with their 
own eyes just how effective CALM’s program of nature protection, nature conservation and tree growth can be.  
I believe this is a very good decision, because it will create the opportunity for both sides to see with their own 
eyes who is right and who is wrong in the forestry debate. 

My final comment is to thank a former senior forester with the former Forests Departments and the Department 
of Conservation and Land Management, Don Spriggins.  Don and a large number of both present and past 
forestry people have been very strongly involved in trying to protect the Wellington Discovery Forest so that it 
can continue its educational activities.  To Don I say well done.  He has achieved the goal he was hoping to 
achieve, and he deserves a lot of credit for that.  I look forward to seeing the Wellington Discovery Forest 
fulfilling its role of being an educational and scientific site that we can all visit to learn and enjoy over coming 
decades. 

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  I am very pleased to make some supportive comments on these amendments, and to 
commend the upper House for at least taking the time to have a good look at this proposal.  I believe very 
strongly that the proposal should be called, “The Don Spriggins Wellington Discovery Forest Centre”, because 
Don Spriggins, along with the Institute of Foresters of Australia, has been so dedicated to having this matter 
resolved in a sensible way over a long period.  The proposal for a Wellington research and educational park is a 
very good concept and should be replicated around the forest estate throughout Western Australia.  It is 
interesting to note from reading the debate that occurred in the other place that Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich said the 
Government was not amenable to this decision.  However, I think it has been dragged kicking and screaming to 
what is a commonsense decision.  I believe quite strongly that it was proposed to put the Wellington Discovery 
Forest Centre into the Wellington National Park to placate the concerns of the Government’s conservation 
colleagues or the Greens (WA), on which it relies so much for its preferences to be successful in an election.  It 
is interesting to note that Hon Christine Sharp is yet another person who has taken up horse riding and, in 
biblical terms, has fallen off her horse and finally seen the light.  In her speech, which was a very good speech, 
she talked about having been fully briefed by not only Don Spriggins, but also Neil Burrows about the new 
concept of forest check, which has been around for recent years, and is certainly a very good program that is 
carried out by the Department of Conservation and Land Management.  I understand that Hon Christine Sharp 
may not be totally popular with some of her green supporters in the conservation movement, but at least she has 
taken the time to visit the Wellington National Park, to be taken through the conservation park, to acknowledge 
that yes, it was logged when the mill was there many years ago and that the idea of having a three-part scientific 
approach to using this piece of forest as an educational concept is a good idea.  Some logging will take place 
there on a 300-year rotation purely for research purposes, which is a good idea.  The minister should take into 
account places like the 100-year forest near Pemberton, which has been cut for over 140 years and has now been 
totally neglected by CALM.  A wheat crop of some 12 acres was planted there 140 years ago and then 
abandoned.  Fire passed through that area and reseeded it, which has produced what is now a magnificent stand 
of forest.  What is the Government afraid of?  Why not create another Wellington Discovery Forest-type 
arrangement in the 100-year forest?  Why not create another one of these discovery centres at 1860 block near 
Carey Brook, which was devastated by fire in 1860?  Younger generations of Western Australians would then be 
able to find out more about how the forest there has evolved over time.  We have magnificent regenerated forests 
at Big Brook and Treen Brook, which were devastated by wildfire in 1930 and then clear-felled.  There is no 
doubt in my mind that they are the forests of tomorrow.  Although I am a local member in that area and a farmer, 
not a forester, I know a good product when I see one.  When a person visits those areas, it certainly gives him a 
good feeling.  It seems that the conservation movement is afraid that some of these places that have been cut in 
the past might show the true facts; that is, that the forest does grow, it does get old and die and it needs to be 
regenerated, and that fires are an important part of that process.  I am very fearful that these national parks Bills 
will set aside large areas of national park that may be condemned to devastation sometime in the future.   
I am very supportive of this set of amendments that creates the Wellington Discovery Forest Centre.   
Mr B.J. Grylls:  I would appreciate hearing some more from the member for Warren-Blackwood. 
Mr P.D. OMODEI:  This is a very important decision.  Unlike the normal process in the Legislative Council, the 
Greens have moved this motion, and Hon Christine Sharp deserves credit for that.  I notice in her press statement 
she said that the Greens (WA) are proposing that a 684-hectare site known as the Wellington Discovery Forest 
be made an A-class reserve for scientific research and education.  I am sure that the honourable member will 
claim the credit for that, and God bless her for doing so, but the real credit deserves to be laid at the foot of the 
Institute of Foresters and, in particular, Don Spriggins.  I am sure members would have to agree that Don 
Spriggins has certainly championed the cause for the Wellington research and education centre, and that is why 
it should be named after him.  He has been so persistent in his quest that he has left no stone unturned.  I give 
great credit to Hon Christine Sharp and the fact that she agreed to look at the park, which certainly changed her 
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mind.  I just wish that the Greens had taken the opportunity to visit many of the other places in the forest estate 
around Western Australia and to be briefed by conservation and land management officers so that they have a 
better view of things, rather than just an outside view.   
In her speech, Hon Christine Sharp referred to the Inglehope forest near Dwellingup and so on, and to the 
excellent work done by Ian Ferguson, who is now one of Australia’s most eminent foresters, when he was a 
young forester stationed at Grimwade.  Ian Ferguson, if I remember correctly, was one of the professors who did 
some work on the Regional Forest Agreement, and yet the conservation movement chose to totally ignore what 
he said about the Regional Forest Agreement, the reservations of forests, what should be cut and what should be 
included in national parks and so on.  Talk about a revelation on the road to Damascus!  Yet again we have seen 
somebody converted, and I think that is good news for the conservation estate and for the forests of Western 
Australia.   
This 684-hectare proposal does not involve a large piece of land.  It is my wish that we can replicate this 
throughout the forest estate in the jarrah, karri and mixed areas of forest, whether it be within a national park or 
not.  I am very hopeful that one day we will get some bipartisan support in this Parliament, which may happen 
well after I have left this place, and that we have a number of these kinds of educational-type reserves 
throughout the forest estate.  Western Australians of all ages could then be educated about the evolution of the 
forest and what has happened in the past, and that knowledge may be used in future to ensure that our forests are 
preserved ad infinitum.   
Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  I thank the members for their comments.  I think there is merit in seeing whether Don 
Spriggins can be formally recognised in this area, and I will take that up with the relevant agencies.   

Question put and passed; the Council’s amendments agreed to. 

The Council acquainted accordingly. 
 


