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RESERVES (NATIONAL PARKS, CONSERVATION PARKS AND NATURE RESERVES) BILL 2004 
Consideration in Detail 

Resumed from 19 August. 

Clause 10:  Class A reserve No. 47666 in the Shire of Manjimup - 
Debate was adjourned after the clause was called on. 

Mr B.J. GRYLLS:  This clause creates Jane National Park, located eight kilometres north of Northcliffe.  Will 
the minister please explain the status of the management plan for the new national park? 

Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  The forest management plan applies to all national parks including this national park.  The 
forest management plan 2004-13 came into effect on 1 January this year and applies to all land managed by the 
Department of Conservation and Land Management in the south west of the State.  It applies to all national parks 
and other reserves being created under the Bill.  When a new management plan is developed, it will take 
precedence over the forest management plan. 

Mr B.J. GRYLLS:  I take it that there is no individual management plan for the new Jane National Park. 

Dr J.M. Edwards:  There is no individual plan. 

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  This clause will create Jane National Park.  I notice that there is land on the northern side of 
Lane-Poole Road that is included in the national park.  Is the minister able to explain the relevance of that land? 

Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  Yes.  During the consultation process a piece of contiguous old-growth forest was 
identified in the nearby northern state forest.  It is being included on the basis of it being the same old-growth 
forest. 

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  I know the area quite well.  I would have thought there were lots of pieces of old-growth 
forest along Lane-Poole Road.  What is so special about this piece of forest? 

Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  As the member said, a number of areas were nominated.  However, we looked at areas of 
significant size that were contiguous; that is, they were near a boundary and not located somewhere else.  We 
also decided that, by doing this, we would not interfere unduly with any other activity in the area. 

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  The clause refers to 198.9199 hectares of freehold land held in the name of the Executive 
Director of the Department of Conservation and Land Management.  Is the land covered with native vegetation?  
It seems strange to have a 200-hectare piece of freehold land in the middle of contiguous state forest.  What is 
the location of the land on the map? 

Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  My understanding is that it is the north eastern area just below Lane-Pool Road. 

Mr B.J. GRYLLS:  What is the percentage of the new national park affected by dieback?  Is any phosphite 
program being undertaken in the area? 

Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  As I said before, approximately 15 per cent of land managed by CALM in the south west 
forest region is considered to be infested with dieback.  The main strategy is through managing hygiene and 
access arrangements.  Phosphite treatment is targeted when there are endangered floral species and threatened 
communities.  I am not aware that phosphite treatment is being carried out in the area.  

Mr P.D. Omodei:  Is it phosphoric acid?  What is it? 

Mr B.J. Grylls:  Phosphite is formulated from neutralised phosphoric acid. 

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  The minister did not tell me whether the 198 hectares of freehold land held by the Executive 
Director of CALM was native forest or whether it was a revegetated block. 

Dr J.M. Edwards:  It is native forest. 

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  I know that the area is predominantly karri forest.  Has it been mapped for dieback 
infestation?  If it has not, why not? 

Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  As explained previously, mapping is carried out ahead of ground-disturbing activity.  We 
know that, in general, the prevalence of dieback is approximately 15 per cent.  When activity is planned that will 
result in disturbance, more detailed mapping is carried out. 

Mr P.D. Omodei:  Has it not been done? 

Dr J.M. Edwards:  No.  
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Mr P.D. OMODEI:  This is a piece of state forest.  Before the Government’s policy of protecting old-growth 
forests was introduced, how much of this block was expected to be logged for sawlogs and residue?  

Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  The member would know the answer better than I.  This area was previously state forest.  
It may have been on future plans, but clearly all that changed with the advent of the new forest management 
plan.  All national parks in this Bill are consistent with the forest management plan and consistent with the yield 
figures.  

Mr B.J. GRYLLS:  Can the minister outline the control burning program in this area over the term of the 
Government?  

Mr P.D. Omodei:  Can the minister tell us when this forest was last burnt?  

Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  I do not have that level of detail with me.  I would be surprised if members were actually 
expecting that.  However, I can say that, in the season just ended, 192 000 hectares of prescribed burning was 
undertaken.  Prescribed burning will continue in these areas after the formation of the national parks.  

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  I can understand the minister being surprised that this question might be asked, but if she 
cannot answer the question here, obviously the resources of the department can provide it.  I would expect that, 
if an area of productive forest managed in perpetuity for forest production were being set aside as a national 
park, we would have all the answers about whether it had been mapped for dieback, when it was last burnt and 
what the burning program is.  These are questions we would automatically ask, and I will be asking them about 
every single one of these blocks.  The whole issue of these national parks has been a great Labor Party con.  The 
con is that there are not nine new national parks here.  Most of them are extensions to existing national parks, 
and most would in fact have been made national parks under the Regional Forest Agreement, had the previous 
Government been re-elected.  The Opposition is happy to discuss the legislation, and to increase the number of 
national parks.  Under the previous Government, it was proposed that there would be 12 new national parks and 
additions to another 24.  Maybe it was being a bit more honest than the current Government.  Let us not mislead 
the public here.  There are not nine new national parks in this Bill.  I can go through and show the minister why 
this is so, if she wants me to.  In the main, they are additions to existing national parks.  In fact, in the next two 
weeks, mills in the south west will be running out of timber because this Government does not know how to 
manage the land estate in Western Australia.  The other reason is that the Government has a forest management 
plan that is unworkable.  The Government needs to do something about this.  

Mr B.J. GRYLLS:  Will the minister make a commitment to have the department find out, for all the areas set 
aside as national parks by this Bill, the fire management strategies over the past few years, where they have been 
burnt and where it is intended that they will be burnt in the future, and provide that information to the member 
for Warren-Blackwood and me?  

Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  This is a totally new national park, to be called the Jane National Park.  I am sure the 
member is very aware of the activities of the Friends of Jane, for example, who fought long and hard to have this 
park created, and are very happy that this is happening.  In answer to the question of the member for Merredin, I 
can obtain information on burning and what has been done in the past.  In regard to future plans, the area is 
looked at more broadly.  As the plans are worked out, they are very general and then become much more 
specific.  As a result of the review undertaken by CALM in 2001, the burning carried out subsequently was 
much more strategic than had occurred in the past, looking at particular issues of risk.  Although the department 
has plans that are laid out into the future, as further information becomes available and as certain risks become 
more evident, plans are modified to take those into account.  

Mr B.J. GRYLLS:  The Opposition today is making it very clear that very little is known about these areas.  We 
cannot find out what the fire management plans are.  There are no individual management plans apart from the 
overall structure.  To every question that I ask, the minister will answer that around 15 per cent of the area is 
affected by jarrah dieback.  It very concerning that, with a piece of legislation that the Opposition intends to 
support, it cannot get the information it seeks during consideration in detail stage.  

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  I do not want to delay the debate unnecessarily, but I invite members to have a look at the 
maps.  I am sure they are all looking at them very avidly, particularly the member for Collie.  They will notice 
that the maps show a lot of alienated land between proposed new national park reserve A47666 and the Shannon 
National Park.  There have also been some additions to the Shannon National Park.  I am sure the minister is 
well and truly aware of recent concerns expressed by vignerons about burning carried out adjacent to their 
properties by CALM.  I understand that that is a matter of litigation between some private landholders, not 
necessarily near this area, although I understand that at least one vigneron - 

Mr B.J. Grylls:  Smoky shiraz.  
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Mr P.D. OMODEI:  Yes, smoky shiraz, well and truly.  It is a matter of concern to landholders, so I think it 
would be in the interests of the department, from a public relations point of view, to have a comprehensive 
mapping of the area indicating where it is to be burnt in the future and at what time of year.  There should be 
some cooperation between the government department and the private landholders.  Requesting that CALM 
provide forward plans for control burning in that area is not unreasonable.  

Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  We are well aware of the concerns raised by vignerons about the effect of smoke on 
grapes.  Some of the concern on this issue arises from the impacts that have occurred in the eastern States, where 
there have been wildfires, the smoke from which is particularly uncontrollable.  CALM has looked at this issue 
very carefully and has examined the evidence from the eastern States.  Is the member saying that the department 
should not continue prescribed burning, because we are committed to continue prescribed burning? 

Mr P.D. Omodei:  No, I am not saying that.  

Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  It is a logical question.  The member is perhaps not aware that every time there is a 
prescribed burn, and the maps are drawn up, the areas to be burnt are advertised.  Landholders are engaged and 
consulted.  The timing of burns is altered on occasions to meet the needs of landholders.  We would consider 
how burns could be carried out to best meet the needs of vignerons.  There has been a lot of rain in the past few 
days, which may impede the onset of the spring burning season in certain parts of the State.  

Mr P.D. Omodei:  We get 10 inches of rain every August down there.  

Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  I have had people down there telling me that there has been a lot of rain in the past few 
days, and I can only go on what those locals tell me.  The other issue is that CALM has only certain windows of 
opportunity, particularly in parts of the State that tend to be a lot moister, in which burns can be carried out.  
Recognising that CALM is constrained by its own variables, the Government has put in new money to undertake 
more prescribed burning.  A lot of prescribed burning has been carried out during the season just ended, and we 
have new staff to continue that project.  We will continue talking to the vignerons, but it will be difficult to craft 
a solution that is win-win for all parties. 

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  I do not suggest for one minute that it is simple.  When the Department of Conservation and 
Land Management lit up a forest on the boundary of a vineyard two weeks before vintage, it should have 
expected problems, particularly when it could have burnt in Walpole or Lake Muir at that time of the year.  
However, that is the minister’s problem and she must sort that out.  This is not just a question of vineyards.  
Most of this property is not vineyard at all; it is dairy and grazing country.   

Dr J.M. Edwards:  You raised it.   

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  I tell the minister that if she took a little drive down the Deeside Coast Road and looked at 
the depth of litter in the Shannon National Park, she would acknowledge that controlled burning should increase.  
It would be good practice for the Government, through CALM, to have a forward plan for controlled burns and 
for the neighbours surrounding the areas to be burnt to be the first people to be made aware of the plan.  Given 
the recent litigation against the Government, it is now imperative that more effort be put into forward planning 
for controlled burns.  

Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  I thought the member would be aware that a large amount of effort is put into forward 
planning for burns.  I get regular updates on how long it has been since particular areas have been burnt and on 
the build-up of leaf and other litter in those areas.  We consider the risks to communities and house owners in 
areas where burns are to take place.  I have had some very good and very detailed briefings on this issue.  I am 
very impressed with the level of detail to which CALM staff go and their use of local knowledge in areas such as 
the member for Warren-Blackwood’s electorate.  A great deal of detail is gone into and a lot of forward planning 
is undertaken.  As I said earlier, we will provide that information.  

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  My last comment on the issue is that it would be a good idea for CALM to provide a forum 
for landholders to discuss that kind of planning.  The minister is correct that my relationship with the regional 
manager of CALM in the Donnelly district is excellent.  All the officers in that district are very professional 
people.  They draw on a wealth of information for their operations, which is a good thing.  They are first-class; 
there is no doubt about that.  Obviously advertising takes place well and truly in advance of when burns are to be 
conducted.  This new imperative makes it all the more important that CALM conduct a forum in each region 
every six months or yearly to let landholders know where it will be burning.  Ultimately, I acknowledge that if 
CALM is burning 20 kilometres away from somebody’s vineyard or orchard and that area becomes smoke-
affected, so be it; there is nothing CALM can do about that.  However, it certainly can do something about 
planning for the interface between privately owned and publicly owned land.  With a commonsense approach 
and good consultation, the issues that occurred this year could have been overcome.  Some vineyards may well 
be smoke-affected in the future; however it was not very smart to light up bush right on the boundary two weeks 
before vintage. 
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Clause put and passed. 
Clause 11:  Class A reserve No. 47663 in the Shire of Manjimup - 
Mr B.J. GRYLLS:  Clause 11 will create the Greater Dordagup National Park comprising 6 408 hectares near 
Pemberton.  Will the minister please explain the status of the individual management plan for the Greater 
Dordagup National Park? 
Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  As I explained previously, the forest management plan covers this area that will become a 
national park.  There is no separate management plan at this stage; however, it will be developed in due course.  
This is a new park proposed in the “protecting our old-growth forests” policy. 
Mr P.D. OMODEI:  I acknowledge this new national park, which will join the Shannon National Park.  
Technically it is an extension of the Shannon National Park; however, I will not labour that point - pardon the 
pun!  I note that the existing Sir James Mitchell National Park will be added to this national park.  Has that been 
the case all the way down through the Shannon National Park; how far does the Sir James Mitchell National Park 
extend; and does this mean that over time there will no longer be a Sir James Mitchell National Park? 

Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  I am informed that the Sir James Mitchell National Park is quite narrow.  Part of the park 
was cancelled and became the Shannon National Park.  We are now cancelling a further portion of it to become 
provisionally the Greater Dordagup National Park.   
Mr P.D. OMODEI:  Will the minister provide to the member for Merredin and me mapping for dieback in this 
proposed new national park and a burning program for the next five years?   

Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  As I explained previously, we will provide information on the forward burning plans.  
Forward burning plans are made only three years ahead at a time.  I will not therefore provide them for five years 
but, rather, over a three-year time frame.  It must be acknowledged that these plans are revised every year.  As I 
said previously, general dieback information is known but specific dieback information is teased out only when 
an area is about to be disturbed. 
Mr B.J. GRYLLS:  We would like to know the status of dieback in individual national parks.  The minister has 
given overriding instances, but can she provide more information on the status of dieback, other than the state 
average of 15 per cent? 

Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  No, I am not able to for any of these new national parks that are provided for under the 
“protecting our old-growth forests” policy, nor for the ones that we are bringing forward that were proposed by 
the previous Government.  If members are worried about a gap in knowledge, which I do not believe is terribly 
significant, I remind them it is a gap which they never sought to fill and which I have inherited. 
Mr P.D. OMODEI:  That is quite right: that information and information on forward planning of fire 
management was not provided by previous Governments, but it is about time it was.  The Government is 
proposing to set aside large areas of land in national parks - in this case 6 000 hectares and in some cases more 
than 30 000 hectares.  We want to know how the land will be managed.  If the land is not managed properly with 
fire control, we can foresee our national parks becoming very blackened national parks, as has occurred in other 
States.  We must learn the lessons of Victoria, New South Wales and the Australian Capital Territory.  Why 
would we not want to know about dieback?  I understand that dieback ultimately kills jarrah trees.  Why is the 
Government creating a national park that will die?  Surely if the forest will die, we should harvest it, regenerate 
it and then turn it into a national park.  It is not as though these are pristine areas; many have been logged before.  
As I said previously in this debate, 79 coupes of about 400 hectares were cut in the Shannon National Park 
between 1950 and 1975.  There was a school, a town, a baker and a golf course there, and it is now a national 
park.  Unless the areas in that national park are thinned, it will not be the national park of tomorrow that people 
want to see. 

The whole bizarre thing about this national parks push by the current Government is that the two most beautiful 
areas of forest in my electorate are on the doorstep of Pemberton - Big Brook and Treenbrook state forest blocks 
- which were cut down 70 years ago.  They have now been thinned and are magnificent stands of forest right 
next to pristine and prime tourist attractions.  In the state forest tenure 100 kilometres away, where nobody goes, 
we have set aside old-growth forests.  That just defies logic.  Anybody in Western Australia with any 
commonsense who knows anything about the forest would agree.  There will always be the zealots or the people 
who want to preserve all native forests.  However, in the end we have to adopt a commonsense approach to these 
things.  I must insist that the minister give us information on forward burning plans and the mapping of dieback 
in these proposed national parks.   

Mr B.J. GRYLLS:  The minister tried to down play the issue of jarrah dieback, which I find quite concerning.  
The minister said that 15 per cent of every new national park is affected by dieback.  However, if we overlay that 
figure on the five million hectares of existing 67 named national parks and two unnamed national parks, 750 000 
hectares is affected by jarrah dieback.  Where do the environmentalists stand on that?  As the member for 
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Warren-Blackwood outlined, jarrah dieback kills trees, but this minister does not think that that needs serious 
consideration.   

Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  The Bill before us today changes the status of land that is state forest into a class of 
numbered conservation reserves, mainly national park.  That is quite separate from the issue of dieback.  The 
prevalence of dieback does not suddenly change overnight because we have changed the state of land tenure of 
these lands.   

Mr P.D. Omodei:  What a brilliant observation.   

Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  That needs to be pointed out because the member is arguing that we are doing something 
that will suddenly exacerbate dieback; nothing could be further from the truth.   

The prevalence of dieback in forest in the south west is 15 per cent.  We therefore say that it is likely that the 
same prevalence exists in these particular national parks.  With any activity that will subsequently occur in these 
parks, of course dieback will be looked at very carefully, and a management regime will be started to make sure 
that it is properly managed.  With the activities that will go on in these areas and the totally new $9 million in 
capital works and the totally new $16 million in recurrent money that we are pouring into the new national parks 
that we are creating, we will be looking at the issue of dieback in more detail.  Dieback is a very serious issue, 
which is why a number of strategies have been put in place and why activities started by the previous 
Government have been looked at, reviewed and generally built upon as we get more knowledge to achieve better 
outcomes.  Dieback is an extremely serious problem.  However, in a way, all our activity would be better 
focused on managing these areas, looking at the areas that are at greatest risk -  

Mr B.J. Grylls:  And doing an individual management plan.   

Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  This is no different from the work the member has done with the 12 national parks that he 
was talking about creating.  Nothing there can better inform me for today’s debate.  The member should be 
careful about the brush he is waving because he is as tarnished as anyone else.  

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  I respect the role that professional people within the Department of Conservation and Land 
Management undertake on a day-to-day basis.  However, it is a shame that the issue of forest management has 
been politicised by the Labor Party.  The previous two 10-year management plans were passed through this 
Parliament with no political interference.  It is only since the Labor Party has made its bid for power that it has 
made forest management an issue.   

Several members interjected.   

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr D.A. Templeman):  Order, members! 

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  The only other time it became an issue was in 1983, when former Premier Brian Burke 
made it an issue when creating the new Shannon National Park.  Anybody from relevant professional groups 
who reads Hansard would understand what I am talking about; I do not expect the rabble on the other side to 
understand that.   

The minister said that it is a difficult situation, and that 15 per cent of the forest estate in the south west is 
affected by dieback.  I put it to the minister that there are other diseases apart from dieback that affect jarrah and 
karri forests, and they should also be documented.  However, in a predominantly karri forest, surely there is not a 
lot of dieback - perhaps the minister’s adviser can correct me if I am wrong.  I would have thought that although 
dieback is a disease that attacks some of the understorey in the karri forest, it is predominantly an issue for jarrah 
forests.  If we alienate a lot of land or classify it under national park or class A reserve, then the public of 
Western Australia should be able to access information about not only the tenure of the land and its background 
and history, but also when it will be burnt, the existence of disease, the access to that area and its water yield.  
All that sort of information should be readily available to the public.  Although it may not have been the practice 
of Governments over time to have a management plan in place when a national park was gazetted, it would be 
good practice for Governments to do that from now on at the time of bringing legislation into the Parliament to 
create a national park, otherwise nothing will change.  The day after this legislation passes through the 
Parliament of Western Australia, nothing different will happen to Jane block, because no logging occurred in 
Jane block prior to the election.  Why would we not have a management plan for a proposed national park?  Why 
would we not have the occurrence of dieback and diseased areas documented?  Why would we not have a 
forward management plan for controlled burning?  It seems to me that we should not go ahead gazetting national 
parks until all those things are in place.   

Clause put and passed. 

Clause 12:  Class A reserve No. 46213 in the Shires of Collie and Dardanup (Wellington National Park) -   
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Mr B.J. GRYLLS:  Clause 12 extends the Wellington National Park 12 kilometres west of Collie.  Rather than 
going through the same process again, I will assume there is no individual management plan for this new park, 
that the minister can only tell me that the state average of 15 per cent is affected by jarrah dieback and that a 
controlled burning program has not yet been developed for this area.  However, the minister will endeavour to 
provide that information to the member for Warren-Blackwood and me in the future.   

Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  The draft management plan for this national park is in an advanced stage of preparation, 
and has been done in consultation with the local community.  A wide variety of people have had input to this 
plan.  With regard to the other questions, yes, that information will be provided.   

Mr B.J. Grylls:  I would appreciate it if the minister could explain once again the stages of the Wellington 
Discovery Forest.   

Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  The decisions surrounding the Wellington Discovery Forest were made according to the 
recommendation of the community advisory committee, which was set up some time ago.  On its 
recommendation, the discovery forest is based inside the national park.  The discovery centre will continue with 
all the excellent activities it undertakes.  I believe that something like 4 000 students have been through the 
centre in the past two years.  However, there will be no logging inside the national park.  Areas are available just 
outside the national park for demonstration logging.   

Mr B.J. Grylls:  Have they been identified?  

Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  A number of areas were suggested, but I have not received any response about which 
areas will be taken advantage of.  None of the school groups that have passed through the centre has asked to go 
on a tour of a logging demonstration site.  There has been zero demand for that in the past two years, but the 
centre has been utilised excellently, and the good work of the centre will continue.   

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  If part of the school program looks at silvicultural work being done at the Wellington 
Discovery Forest centre, then the kids would have seen it.  They would have seen where the bush had been 
logged 10 or 20 years ago, the thinning that occurred in those areas and some of the old-growth bush that was 
still there.  We have gone over this matter in previous debates on this Bill, so I will not labour the point.  Did the 
community advisory group, which I understand was made up of mainly the members from the Preston 
conservation group, consult with the Institute of Foresters of Australia on its views about what should happen 
with the Wellington Discovery Forest centre; and, if so, what were its views?   

Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  Perhaps the member misinterpreted what I said.  All the school groups tick off the 
activities they would like to see, and none of them wants to see logging in this area.  The groups want to see it in 
a live, active coupe.  They have seen what has happened in the Wellington Discovery Forest.  The contentious 
issue is whether logging will occur in the national park, which it will not.  Areas have been made available 
outside the national park for that to occur if that is what people want to continue to see as part of the project.   

I believe the Institute of Foresters of Australia made a presentation to the community advisory group.  The 
community advisory group was very well aware of the issue, which ran very hotly in the local Press at the time.  
The group is broad ranging and is chaired by a local government councillor.  It is a good representation of the 
local community; it is not stacked with greenies, as the member puts it.   
Mr P.D. OMODEI:  I do not want to labour the issue.  However, the minister would have to be joking to suggest 
that when the kids went to the Wellington Discovery Forest centre they did not want to see logging.  Were the 
children asked whether they wanted to see logging or were they asked whether they wanted to see how the forest 
evolves through silvicultural management by thinning and harvesting the forest?  Were those words, rather than 
“logging”, used?  Of course they would not have been asked that question, and the minister knows it.  Most of 
the schoolteachers in this State are green anyway, and the minister knows that also.   
Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  Are they left as well?   
Mr P.D. OMODEI:  I do not think that they are.  That will be a problem for the minister.  The Minister for 
Education and Training has quite a fan club among teachers around the State.  I have been to the Wellington 
Discovery Forest centre on a number of occasions.  The last time I was there a public forum was held at which 
about 100 people attended, including the Minister for Agriculture, Forestry and Fisheries.  The minister indicated 
that he supported the discovery centre.  I was there as the shadow Minister for Forestry, as was the member for 
Vasse, Bernie Masters, who is knowledgable about forests and has a scientific background.  It was a very good 
day.  The overall outcome of that meeting, which was attended by a number of people who were the friends of 
the Wellington Discovery Forest centre, was that the centre should be retained and should not be relocated from 
the national park.  If the minister is to take selective groups there, she might as well have invited Beth Schultz 
and the doctor and the dame - the member for Alfred Cove - who would have told the Government to lock up all 
forests and not cut down any more trees.  The discovery centre provides a very good example of what happens 
with the logging of forests.  The Institute of Foresters of Australia, which is basically an apolitical body - I am 
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sure the executive director is a member of that organisation - believes that that place should be set aside to teach 
kids about the forest.  They can stay there as it has accommodation facilities and the types of things that people 
demand nowadays.  A curriculum could be set up to explain to young children how the forest evolves when it is 
managed.  However, that will not be done.  The forest will be locked up and the children will be sent somewhere 
else.   

Mr B.J. GRYLLS:  This is an important issue.  It must be remembered that logging is still taking place in forests.  
Western Australia still has a timber industry.  It is very important for the education of the next generation of 
foresters and for members of Parliament and members of the community to have an understanding of the process 
of logging.  What budgetary allocation has been made for the Wellington Discovery Forest and how will the 
ongoing funding achieve the goal of making that type of education available to our students?   

Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  I do not have the exact budget for the Wellington Discovery Forest.   

Mr B.J. Grylls:  Does it receive state money?   

Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  Yes, it gets heaps.  Similarly to the member for Warren-Blackwood, I have been to the 
centre.  I am not sure when it was refurbished but it was refurbished recently.  It is an excellent centre.  I 
commend the department on the displays there, which are fantastic.  The last time I visited the centre, a lot of 
people were there also.  It rained very heavily on that day, which seems to happen whenever I go to Collie.   

Mr P.D. Omodei:  It was as hot as hell on the day I was there.   

Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  We will send the member to somewhere that needs heat.   

The centre continues and will continue to operate.  The demonstrations that have been provided to date, which 
provide an exhibition of what occurred in the past, are still there.  The only thing that will change is that active 
logging will not occur inside the national park.  However, a number of areas outside the national park have been 
proposed as suitable sites to demonstrate ongoing logging, if that is what people want.  I repeat: the 
schoolteachers who have visited the site have indicated that if they want to see a demonstration of ongoing 
logging, they would rather see it occur in a real, live coupe.   

Mr B.J. GRYLLS:  I have received some advice that seeks to correct the map.  It could be a mistake, but there is 
some concern that the Wellington Discovery Forest is on Wellington Forest Road, rather than on Pile-Mungalup 
Road, as is shown on the official map.  I put on record that the location of the Wellington Discovery Forest 
should be checked to ensure that it is correct.  We probably do not have to go through that now.   

Dr J.M. Edwards:  I will double-check that.   

Clause put and passed. 

Clause 13:  Class A reserve No. 47671 in the Shire of Manjimup -   
Mr P.D. OMODEI:  Will the minister provide the mapping of this area for dieback and the future plans for fire 
management in that area?  I notice that it will be called the Boyndaminup National Park and that the 
Boyndaminup Road runs through it.  Has the Government named the national parks after the localities?  I noticed 
also that Gobblecannup is next door to it.  This will be a new national park.  It is a large piece of land, of some 
5 439 hectares, with a deep river running through it.  It is obviously a special part of Western Australia.  I 
wonder whether the Government has considered naming the national parks after pioneers or people who have 
played a significant part in the development of the forest industry, the timber industry or the development of land 
in that area.  It seems that some of the names to be used are Aboriginal names.  Boyndaminup and Gobblecannup 
are good sounding names.  Gobblecannup Swamp is a very special area that some old settlers have shown me 
over the years.  Will the minister advise whether the Government has considered naming these parks after 
prominent pioneers of the area?   

Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  We have done that.  A naming competition was held and we received - I do not want to be 
rude - a lot of very interesting nominations for names.  I am delighted that we are proceeding with two of those 
names, although they must go through the Conservation Commission and the nomenclature committee, which is 
part of the Department of Land Information.  The two proposed names with which I am delighted are Hilliger 
and Butler.  Those names commemorate the memory of previous foresters.  I had the sad opportunity to meet 
with one of the families of those people and listen to how the husband died.  The family is delighted that a 
national park will be named in his memory.  The man’s children, who were quite young when their father was 
killed fighting a fire in the region, are particularly heartened by that.  That history is exceedingly important to us 
all because it not only commemorates these people and their work, but also in one instance warns about the 
dangers of firefighting.  It is important to use the names of local people to celebrate local issues.  If the member 
would like to nominate another name, I am happy to pass it on to the Conservation Commission.   
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I will refer to the questions that the member asked at the beginning of his comments.  The draft plan for this park 
is due for completion in September or October, and that will provide the additional information that the member 
asked for in the first part of his question. 

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  I recall that when we were elected to government in 1993, the Department of Conservation 
and Land Management had already started naming one of its national parks, which is now the Gloucester 
National Park, as the Dave Evans National Park - Dave Evans was my predecessor and the Labor member for 
Warren, as it was then, for more than 20 years.  He was well regarded by both sides of politics.  He was a former 
minister for forests, lands and agriculture.  At that stage a large national park could not be named after a living 
person pursuant to the nomenclature guidelines.  I recall that this came to light and Dave’s name was removed 
from that national park.  Obviously, a few people on the opposite side of politics thought it was the terrible new 
member for Warren-Blackwood who had removed Dave Evans’ name from the national park register.  I rang 
Dave one day and said, “Look, Dave, about this national park.”  He said, “Before you go any further, I’m not 
going to drop off the perch to have a national park named after me, so don’t worry about it.”  Later, with the 
assistance of CALM, we identified an icon to name after Dave Evans.  We named the then Bicentennial Tree that 
was in the Warren National Park after Dave Evans.  We had an excellent opening.  I wonder whether that ruling 
has changed.  I notice that some small parks close to or in the city are named after living people.  I wonder 
whether the rules for the nomenclature advisory committee have changed and whether we can name national 
parks after living people. 

Dr J.M. EDWARDS :  I think that is more a policy rather than an absolute rigid rule.  My understanding is that 
nothing about the policy has changed.  Some of the nominations have included names of living people.  We have 
explained that, generally speaking, it is not the policy of any Government to name these types of parks after 
people who are still living.  We could get a contract for the member for Warren-Blackwood and have a national 
park in his name.  

Mr P.D. Omodei:  Over my dead body!  I don’t want anything named after me. 

Clause put and passed. 

Clause 14:  Class A reserve No. 40837 in the Shire of Manjimup (Mount Frankland National Park) - 

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  This is a very important national park.  Can the minister advise the reason for the additional 
land?  Reserve No 40837 is a very large national park and one that was identified under the Forest Management 
Plan 1994-2003 and the Regional Forest Agreement for the south west.  It has obviously been mooted for quite 
some time.  The addition of 261.9920 hectares on the northern boundary seems to be a small area.  What will 
that portion of the park be used for?  What is significant about it?   

Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  This area was proposed in the RFA to become a national park and we are carrying it 
forward.  The RFA looked at the biodiversity and scientific significance of this area, and identified that it needed 
to be set aside and made a national park.   

Clause put and passed. 

Clause 15:  Class A reserve No. 39825 in the Shire of Serpentine-Jarrahdale (Serpentine National Park) - 

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  This is a significant addition adjacent to the Serpentine National Park.  Has mapping of this 
area taken place?  Obviously, this area would all be jarrah or jarrah-marri forest.  It has obviously been proposed 
for quite some time under the Regional Forest Agreement and also under the Northern Forest Region Regional 
Management Plan 1987-1997.  Has mapping for dieback taken place in that area? 

Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  I am informed that there is a management plan for the Serpentine National Park.  These 
areas have been proposed as additions for quite some time; it is thought that reference is made to them in the 
management plan, but we will need to double-check.  My hunch is that more information is available about 
dieback, because we are looking at areas that have been under state agreement Acts, and, of necessity, it has been 
necessary to know more about dieback because of disturbance activities that may have taken place.  We will find 
out more information about that. 

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  Do some of these areas include land that Alcoa World Alumina Australia and Worsley 
Alumina Pty Ltd have mined?  I notice that some of the area was listed on the Australian Heritage Council 
Register of the National Estate.  It was not supported for reservation under the Regional Forest Agreement and is 
to be removed from the register.  I thought that when it came to the National Estate and the Australian Heritage 
Council Register of the National Estate, we had actually put that to bed. 

Dr J.M. Edwards:  No. 
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Mr P.D. OMODEI:  A number of years ago the National Estate came through the Australian Heritage Council, 
and the council mapped a whole lot of lands, including private lands, that it wanted to put on the Register of the 
National Estate.  The groundswell of opposition to that proposal was quite significant, and in the end the 
Australian Heritage Council backed off.  It seems strange that areas of the State are still listed on the Australian 
Heritage Council register.  Can the minister enlighten us on what the situation really is? 

Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  Yes, the member is right in that discussions have been going on for some time.  I believe 
the federal Government gave a commitment to the executive director that these areas would be taken off that 
national list.  That has not occurred.  We have been corresponding and having meetings with the Commonwealth 
about that.  I will attend a meeting in Canberra next week to talk about this issue again.  The state agreement Act 
companies have been willing for these areas to come into the national park for some time.  These parks have not 
been mined, which is why we want them, but until they come off that national list the companies are not happy 
for that to proceed, which is why they will not be proclaimed until that time.  Yes, the member’s understanding 
is correct, but the Commonwealth did not follow through.  We have been pushing that matter since then, and 
next week I will push it further. 

Clause put and passed. 

Clause 16:  Class A reserve No. 47661 in the Shires of Donnybrook-Balingup, Boyup Brook and West 
Arthur - 
Mr P.D. OMODEI:  This is another large park of some 11 373 hectares to be known as the Greater Preston 
National Park.  Can the minister advise how much of this national park has been logged in the past and how 
much is proposed for logging in the future?  I also have the same questions about dieback and proposed fire 
management plans.  Can those details be provided to the member for Merredin and me?  

Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  Part of this proposed national park was previously logged, but some of it contains old-
growth forest.  I do not have those figures with me at the moment.  Variations were made to the final boundaries 
as a result of the community consultation process.  Some areas that we had proposed to include will not be 
included at this stage.  As previously said, general information will be provided on dieback and fire 
management.   

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  The minister mentioned that some changes were made as a result of community 
consultation.  I presume that the changes the minister is talking about were to make inclusions to the proposed 
national park rather than to exclude areas from it.  I ask the minister to outline whether that consultation process 
involved people who wanted to conserve more areas and include them in the national park, or whether at any 
time there was consultation with the forest industry and the Forest Products Commission on the amount of 
resource that was available for the timber industry.  We should bear in mind that the Government had to buy out 
Cardoso Pty Ltd.  To this day, we do not know how much was paid to Mr Colli and his sons for the enterprise.  I 
understand that they used to cut about 30 000 cubic metres.  That mill was right in the middle of the resource in 
Dwellingup.  They have been forced out of the industry because of a lack of resource.  Did consultation take 
place purely with people who wanted to put more forest into the proposed national park, or also with the Forest 
Products Commission, the industry and industry groups?   
Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  There was a broad range of consultation.  Industry was included.  The Forest Products 
Commission has spoken to me, the Department of Conservation and Land Management and all relevant parties 
throughout this process.  In regard to the consultation process, I suppose that it is fair to reflect that what often 
happened was that some people, whom the member would label as conservationists, wanted a lot more land 
added.  When we looked at any proposed additions, we were always mindful of the forest management plan, the 
final yield and being able to keep to that yield.  In this case, we excluded three areas as a result of representations 
from the local government because we believed that it would provide a better local outcome.  Consultation has 
resulted in some better outcomes that have particularly taken into account local views.   

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  The minister did not make clear what consultation had occurred with the forest industry.  I 
understand that this proposed national park, along with the next one, which I admit are both new national parks, 
contain significant areas that have been logged over a long period.  Those areas have been included in these 
national parks.  It seems that we are heading towards a crisis in the timber industry.  The amount of forest 
protected under the current Labor Government’s “Protecting our old-growth forests” policy has been excessive.  
That will lead to a crisis in the timber and furniture industries in Western Australia.  At the time that forest was 
protected, the Labor Party was building on its green credentials and seeking preferences from the Greens (WA).  
I have no problem with conservation groups being concerned about certain areas.  As a matter of fact, I consider 
myself to be a conservationist.  However, at the same time I believe in commonsense land management.  This 
national park covers an area of 21 092 hectares.  This area has been logged before.  It is in a significant, strategic 
position for the timber industry.  How much consultation was undertaken with industry compared with the 
conservation movement?   
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Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  It is important to go back a step and to recognise that it would be fair to say that there was 
unprecedented consultation on the forest management plan, which also provided maps of all these areas.  A 
forest round table was held, which was a very interesting experience.  All the parties were together around the 
one table.  I do not think that it did much to change the opinion of anyone at either end of the spectrum, but it did 
provide a forum in which people could hear exactly what the Government was doing.  All parties heard the same 
information at the same time.  There could never be any suggestion that one thing was said to one group and 
something else to another.  I believe that some people who hold more moderate views learnt a lot from and 
contributed a lot to that process.  I note in particular the representative of the Chamber of Minerals and Energy of 
Western Australia, who was often able to point out some commonsense things to both sides of the table.  We 
also received something like 5 000 submissions on the forest management plan.  We held two rounds of local 
workshops in the south west.  There was a heavy advertising campaign to let people know that they could look at 
maps of their local area and have input.  It is also important to remember that the boundaries of all the national 
parks have gone through Cabinet.  I assume that happened in the member for Warren-Blackwood’s day.  Every 
time this went through Cabinet, the Forest Products Commission made comments, which were taken into 
account.  The whole issue went back through Cabinet to become the reserves Bill.  The forest management plan 
provides the overarching yield figures.  We have ecologically sustainable forest management, on which we are 
working very hard.   

Mr P.D. Omodei:  What is that?   

Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  It is something that the previous Government committed us to as part of the Regional 
Forest Agreement.  It is something we all embrace.   

Mr J.L. Bradshaw:  No, we don’t.   

Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  Yes, the Opposition does.  It signed off on it in the RFA.   

Mr P.D. Omodei:  This national park wasn’t proposed under the RFA.   

Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  No, the national park was not, but ecologically sustainable forest management was.  Every 
time we looked at a group of boundaries, we advertised locally and wrote to the relevant agencies.  We invited 
all stakeholders to have input and we sought as many submissions as possible.   

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  I will not delay the debate any further, but I cannot leave unchallenged some of the things 
the minister said.  Could the minister explain to the House who chaired the round table?  The discussions broke 
down on a number of occasions.  At one stage, the round table was boycotted by industry representatives.  They 
walked out.  It was loaded in one direction and would only ever go in one direction - that is, towards more 
national parks - because that was what the Labor Party wanted to happen.   

Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  No.   

Mr P.D. Omodei:  Who chaired the round table? 

Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  Ken Michael.  All parties said that he was an excellent chair.  I got very good feedback. 

Mr P.D. Omodei:  He is a very good chair.   
Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  He is a very good chair. 

Mr J.L. Bradshaw:  They were not worried about the attitude of the chair, but the attitude of some of the 
participants.   
Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  It is useful to bring people with differing views to the one table to be presented with 
information.  Despite what people say, it is a learning experience, because all parties hear strong reactions to 
particular views.  Yes, at times the industry representatives were upset.  They never walked away.  I believe it 
was a useful process.  I particularly commend the chair, because some of those meetings were particularly 
difficult, as was expected.   
Clause put and passed. 

Clause 17 put and passed. 

Clause 18:  Class A reserve No. 47665 in the Shire of Manjimup - 
Mr P.D. OMODEI:  The proposed Boorara-Gardner National Park is again significant.  It is referred to under the 
explanatory notes as a new national park.  It is a fairly large piece of land - 11 000 hectares - but it is really only 
an addition to the D’Entrecasteaux National Park, which has existed for quite some time, and the Shannon 
National Park.  I do not know whether we will be pedantic and argue these things.  These are just additions to 
existing national parks.   
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Mr B.J. GRYLLS:  This is the last clause that deals with the creation of new national parks.  I would like the 
minister to provide some indication of the time frame in which she will provide the extra information that she 
has agreed to give to the member for Warren-Blackwood and me.  We have asked questions about individual 
management and fire management plans, any extra research conducted on jarrah dieback and the application of 
phosphite in the areas.  Could the minister please give us some indication of the time frame for receiving that 
information? 

Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  It is a bit difficult to be precise; it will be within a number of weeks. 
Clause put and passed. 

Clause 19:  Class A reserve No. 46026 in the Shire of Manjimup - 
Mr P.D. OMODEI:  This affects a relatively small piece of land of probably 100 acres, or 37.3 hectares.  I notice 
that it was identified quite some time ago in the Southern Forest Region Regional Management Plan 1987 and 
was carried forward in the Forest Management Plan 2004-2013 and remains unchanged.  It seems to be a 
relatively small piece of forest.  Obviously, blackbutt is not found in abundance; it is not prolific, in our forests.  
I welcome the addition of this reserve.  Is the minister able to advise the reason for its size?  It is at the head of 
the Donnelly River, which is a very important river in the south west.  The land is in the middle of state forest.  It 
seems to me that it is an area of reserve that could have been expanded, given the extensive nature of the other 
reserves that have been excised from state forest and put into national parks.  

Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  As the member quite rightly points out, the area has been formally proposed to become a 
reserve since 1987.  Finally, we are seeing some action.  It was carried forward in the forest management plan 
that preceded the current forest management plan and remained unchanged through the Regional Forest 
Agreement.  It arises from the RFA study of looking at comprehensiveness, adequacy and representativeness in 
reserves, and is related to the vegetation type in the area.  The member alluded to that.  I assume there is not a lot 
of old-growth forest surrounding the area.  One of the reasons it is represented as sitting like a blue blob in a 
green sea on the map is that some areas around it continue to be available for logging. 

Clause put and passed. 

Clause 20:  Class A reserve No. 46362 in the Shire of West Arthur - 
Mr P.D. OMODEI:  This clause is, again, a plan for a new national park.  It was originally proposed in 1987 and 
remained unchanged in the Regional Forest Agreement for the south west forest region of Western Australia.  
When this legislation passes through this House, is it the minister’s intention to advise the community?  
Obviously, she will advise it of - in her words - the nine new national parks, although we think there are only 
five.  Will people be advised of the background of the national parks and how long they have been proposed as 
reserves, or will the Government try to con the public that the Labor Party still has its very important green 
credentials? 

Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  I had not thought of that suggestion, but I quite like it.  I could put out a media release 
stating that we have created a great number of new national parks, six new conservation parks and a huge 
number of new nature reserves! 

Mr P.D. Omodei:  You have already done that, but you could do it again and this time tell the truth and give 
some background about the reserves and national parks. 

Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  I could do that, but the member might not like it!  I could tell people how the proposal has 
been around since 1987 but it took until 2004 to effect any change. 

Mr P.D. Omodei interjected. 

Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  1987 - no action; 1993 to 2001 - no action.  Here we are in 2004.  We are in Parliament 
and the Opposition is supporting us.  I thank the Opposition. 

Clause put and passed. 

Clauses 21 to 24 put and passed. 

Clause 25:  Class A reserve No. 45923 in the Shire of Nannup - 
Mr P.D. OMODEI:  This clause refers to the provisionally named Chester Nature Reserve, which is situated 
approximately 22 kilometres north east of Augusta.  The reserve comprises an area of approximately 372 
hectares.  Again, this was carried forward under the 1987 regional management plan and identified in the 
Regional Forest Agreement for reservation.  Will the minister explain the community consultation that occurred 
over this proposal and the proposal for the Pagett Nature Reserve?  I recall that the Premier visited the area about 
two years ago.  He met with CALM officers at the corner of Dennis and Pagett Roads to announce the new 
national parks.  I remember someone from CALM ringing me and advising that the Premier would be in my 
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electorate.  That was the first notice I had.  Being the very diligent local member that I am, I thought to pay him 
the due deference for the office he holds and meet him at the corner of those roads.   

I am concerned about consultation.  This area is right on the doorstep of the Jalbarragup special rural zone, 
which contains several rural holdings.  In my recollection, no-one at that stage had been consulted about the 
proposal for the two reserves.  I particularly remember the Nannup shire president being significantly perturbed 
that the Shire of Nannup had not been consulted about the visit or the proposals.  Will the minister advise 
whether the people in close proximity to the area were advised of the visit and the announcement and whether 
they were consulted about the proposal and gazettal of the reserves? 

Dr J. M. EDWARDS:  I am reminded of a Monty Python skit about who won the FA Cup in 1966!  I have no 
idea of the Premier’s itinerary, whom he talks to and where he goes.  I do not know what he was doing on any 
particular day two years ago. 

Mr P.D. Omodei:  I do not give a damn about that either, but I want to know about the public consultation 
process. 

Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  That is a fair enough request.  I remind the member of what he said.  He said it was 
contained in the forest management plan or its equivalent of 1987, which was publicly available and which had 
included a consultation process.  The same applies to the previous forest management plan and the Regional 
Forest Agreement.  We are talking about land that is currently in the conservation estate and a change of tenure 
to make it become a nature reserve.  Under the CALM Act, we are obliged to consult with local government.  
My understanding is that local government is aware of this.  With all the consultation that has occurred to date, 
local people should have been aware, but the difficulty with something that goes as far back as 1987 is that 
people may have lost track of where it has got to.  That is not a criticism; it is just one of those things that 
happen.  If people have heard from 1987 that the change was about to occur, they may well have assumed that it 
had already occurred.  This is something different. 

Mr P.D. Omodei:  Have you gone into communities to make major announcements without advising the local 
government? 

Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  We certainly advise local members.  One of the National Party members picked me up 
because we notified the wrong member.  I have a policy of ensuring that members are notified beforehand.  I will 
check with local government; I am not 100 per cent sure.  I believe we generally do with regional areas.   

Mr P.D. Omodei:  The member for Vasse was advised because the Government believed the area was within his 
electorate boundary, when in actual fact it is in mine.  

Clause put and passed.  

Clauses 26 to 28 put and passed.  

Clause 29:  Class A reserve No. 22797 in the Shire of Harvey (Falls Brook Nature Reserve) - 
Mr J.L. BRADSHAW:  This conservation area is in my electorate of Murray-Wellington.  I have lived in Harvey 
for 35 years but I have never heard of the Falls Brook Nature Reserve, which I find a bit of a worry.  I see that it 
is a reserve for the conservation of flora and fauna, which is very important, but is it available for people to 
wander through and take in its natural beauty, or is it just an area locked up for the protection or conservation of 
flora and fauna?  Sir Lawrence Brodie Hall had a property near there, and I am pretty sure he had a waterfall on 
that property, which has now been purchased by the Water Corporation.  I am not sure what has happened to the 
land recently, but at the time of the construction of the Harvey Dam, the dam was kept at a certain level so that, 
if it ever filled, the waterfall would not be overtaken.  I had never heard of the waterfall until a few years ago, 
when this dam was being built.  I noticed this nature reserve is called Falls Brook, so I wondered whether that 
was the waterfall that was taken into consideration when Harvey Dam was being built.  Is the Falls Brook Nature 
Reserve an area for the public, or is it just for the flora and fauna?  

Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  This is an A-class nature reserve that was actually created in June 1973.  The public is not 
excluded, but, being a nature reserve, its primary purpose is conservation, so recreational facilities will not be 
built in the area.  However, the public is quite welcome to go into the area.  This addition was looked at in the 
previous forest management plan of 1994-2003.  Part of the original proposal in the plan was not retained in the 
Regional Forest Agreement, and the Government has carried forward the modified proposal that came from the 
Regional Forest Agreement.  It is in the forest management plan and in this Bill.  The member is very welcome 
to go there.  

Clause put and passed. 

Clause 30 put and passed.  
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Clause 31:  Class A reserve No. 46399 in the Shire of Murray - 
Mr P.D. OMODEI:  This is the proposal for a new nature reserve for flora and fauna named North Dandalup 
Nature Reserve, close to the North Dandalup River.  It has been proposed for quite some time.  I note that the 
explanatory memorandum includes a map of the proposed reserve, showing Hines Road.  Is the bank of the 
North Dandalup Dam east or west of Hines Road?  Does Hines Road go across the top of the bank?  

Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  It is thought that the road goes across the top of the dam wall, but the member may have 
better local knowledge.  

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  I remember clearly the former Premier opening the North Dandalup Dam.  I think it was one 
of the last proposed under the previous Government.  I note that the proposed reserve is not in the watershed of 
the North Dandalup Dam, but right on the North Dandalup River.  Is the minister aware of any proposals to 
pump back from the North Dandalup River?  My concern is about how that nature reserve will be managed if 
that is the case.  It seems to me that not a lot of water will be flowing down the North Dandalup River.  

Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  I am not aware of any proposal to do that.  As the member has said, it has been around for 
quite a period of time; it has been proposed since 1987.  I think the area might be some sort of water protection 
area.  

Clause put and passed. 

Clause 32:  Class A reserve No. 39827 in the Shires of Collie, Boddington, Waroona and Harvey (Lane 
Poole Reserve) - 
Mr J.L. BRADSHAW:  A large part of the Lane-Poole Reserve takes in my electorate of Murray-Wellington, 
starting in the Dwellingup area, and it extends into the shires of Collie, Waroona and Harvey.  I am not sure 
where it extended to previously, but it has played a significant role in my electorate because thousands of people 
camp in the Nanga area.  Last year I received a letter from the department indicating that a management plan was 
being put into place.  One thing that has concerned me about the Lane-Poole Reserve is the lack of facilities for 
the thousands of people who visit the area, particularly on long weekends.  There are some toilets, but there are 
certainly no shower facilities.  I do not know whether people use the river to wash, but some of those facilities 
need to be provided, as well as playground areas for young children.  Recently I spoke with a business proprietor 
in Dwellingup who was hoping to hire out canoes from within the reserve itself, rather than from the town.  
Another business operating out of Dwellingup hires out canoes, but the problem is that people must hire the 
canoes in the town and then take them down to the river.  It would be much easier if canoe hire could be set up in 
the park itself next to the river, where people could put them into the river and go paddling.  It is inconvenient to 
have to hire the canoes from the town and then cart them to the river, especially in a vehicle that is not set up to 
carry a canoe.  I suppose there is some way that difficulty can be overcome.  There should be a more user-
friendly approach to that area, because it is an area very highly regarded for holidays and recreation.  With the 
expansion of the reserve, other areas further south might be set up for camping, and for people to take in the 
area’s natural beauty.  That is happening in the top end near Dwellingup, and it has become very crowded.  
Three or four years ago, a guard box was set up where people had to pay to enter the reserve.  I wonder whether 
the money collected from that covers the cost of collecting the money, because that is often a problem.  
However, it has had the benefit of stopping some of the unsavoury elements using the area on some weekends.  
People would get a bit of alcohol into themselves, and have noisy parties in close proximity to other people.  
Altercations did take place, and the police were called in from time to time.  I believe that since CALM has 
begun charging the entrance fee and exercised a bit more control over who comes into the area, that has settled 
down.  It is important to have these nature areas where people camp.  I think camping is allowed at Tallathalla, 
which is an old logging area and townsite near Waroona; there is certainly an ablution block set up there.  I am 
not sure whether that takes in this Lane-Poole Reserve.  I think it does, as the reserve is being extended south.  It 
is important to know that the management plan is near fruition, or finished, and that better facilities will be made 
available to the people who use that reserve. 

Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  The member made some valid points.  This area has been subjected to what could be 
labelled antisocial behaviour.  I have visited it at holiday times when it has been very crowded and seen that 
better management was needed.  However, national park rangers and the police have put in a good, concerted 
effort to better manage the crowds of people that descend there at particular times of the year.  As the member 
said, there have been some pretty good parties down there, but some of those parties have impinged on the 
amenity of other people in the area.  There did need to be better control, which I believe we now have.  The area 
is subject to a management plan, which is currently out in the community for review, and, hopefully, some of the 
comments made by the member will be picked up and acted on.  There is a large amount of capital works going 
on in the area.  It is clearly an area where there is a lot of patronage by people.  I was delighted to be down there 
recently for the opening of another section of the Mundabiddi cycle trail. 
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Mr J.L. Bradshaw:  The local member did not get invited to it though. 

Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  There were local members there; I will double-check on that.  I apologise if the member 
for Murray-Wellington did not receive an invitation.  Other members from the member’s party were there. 

Mr J.L. Bradshaw:  I can tell the minister that I did not get invited. 

Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  That was not a function that I ran, but I will double-check on that. 

New facilities are being built there and we will make sure that the concerns of the member for Murray-
Wellington will be taken up.  It is a really great area and it did need more attention.  However, it is a high 
priority for that sort of expenditure. 

Clause put and passed. 

Title put and passed. 
Leave granted to proceed forthwith to third reading. 

Third Reading 

DR J.M. EDWARDS (Maylands - Minister for the Environment) [12.42 pm]:  I move - 

That the Bill be now read a third time. 

MR B.J. GRYLLS (Merredin) [12.43 pm]:  The coalition is happy to support this Bill.  However, during 
consideration in detail we outlined some very serious problems that exist in the management of national parks, 
conservation parks and nature reserves.  I will outline some interesting facts to the House.  Currently there are 67 
named national parks and two unnamed national parks, totalling more than 5 million hectares.  The Bill before us 
will add another 97 000 hectares of new national park, or another two per cent.  Labor’s green-credentialled 
argument that it ran at the last election falls a little flat when we consider that the Bill will add only two per cent 
to national parks.  Of more concern is that unless the Minister for the Environment works an absolute miracle in 
the upper House, no new national parks will be created before the next election. 

Mr J.C. Kobelke:  That sounds as though you will obstruct it. 

Mr B.J. GRYLLS:  I say to the Leader of the House that we look forward to seeing this Bill given priority in the 
upper House.  The Bill will not get through the upper House unless the Government makes it a priority. 

The Minister for the Environment has a challenge if she is to meet her commitment for 30 new national parks.  
This Bill alone will not meet that election commitment.  We will certainly put onto the public record that that 
commitment was made at the last election, just as commitments were made on taxation and many other issues, 
and those commitments have not been met by this Labor Government.   

I do not intend to take too much time, but I will briefly outline some concerns that have been raised by members.  
Members spoke about individual management plans for these new areas being set aside as national parks.  From 
my understanding of debate during consideration in detail, only the Wellington and Yelverton National Parks 
have had any meaningful work done to create individual management plans.  That means that much of this area 
does not currently have a management plan in process, which is worthy of criticism.  The minister must address 
that matter as a matter of priority.   

I am also extremely concerned about the effect of dieback.  The minister said that 15 per cent of the forest could 
be affected by jarrah dieback, which means that in the five million hectares of national park, 750 000 hectares of 
Western Australian forest is affected by jarrah dieback.  That is something that we do not hear about regularly 
and it is certainly something that forest protestors have not raised with me before.  However, when such a large 
area of the State is affected by jarrah dieback, that is an issue that should be on the front page of the 
environmental debate in Western Australia.  As I said, there are no individual management plans for the new 
forests created by this Bill.  All we have been told is that 15 per cent of the forest could be affected, which is far 
too general for the member for Warren-Blackwood’s and my liking.  We look forward to seeing the extra 
information on that process that we requested from CALM. 

We also spoke at length about fire management.  The member for Warren-Blackwood made relevant comments 
about the need for wide consultation with people in the area who are affected by the management of forest 
burning.  Fire management plays a critical part in the creation of new areas of national parks and reserves.  We 
look forward, again, to the Department of Conservation and Land Management doing the work and being 
resourced by the minister to implement fire management strategies so that everybody in the State can be made 
fully aware of them and be confident that prescribed burns are planned over the long-term future.  All Western 
Australians will then be able to rest easy knowing they will not see Western Australia caught up in terrible 
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wildfires like those that have occurred in the eastern States in the past couple of years.  Fire management plans 
are critical if people are to have confidence in CALM’s ability to manage that issue. 

Members also spoke about road closures.  The legislation states that roads in many of these new national parks 
will be closed.  The coalition is happy to concede that many of these roads are, in fact, only tracks.  However, 
those tracks could play a very important role in allowing fire management teams to enter those areas to manage 
wildfires. 

Dr J.M. Edwards:  Actually only four roads and two tracks are affected. 

Mr B.J. GRYLLS:  Four and two? 

Dr J.M. Edwards:  Yes, because none of the others has ever been made up.  They are there as reserves, but they 
are not there in reality. 

Mr B.J. GRYLLS:  The question we asked was whether they would be ripped up and replanned. 

Dr J.M. Edwards:  No, they will continue to be used. 

Mr P.D. Omodei:  So all those logging coupe roads will be left there; is that what you are saying? 

Dr J.M. Edwards:  No, I am saying that in the Bill only four road sections and two tracks actually exist.  All the 
others are reservations that are there on paper but not there in reality. 

Mr P.D. Omodei:  You had better go and check, minister.  A lot of roads are not gazetted but they are very good 
roads. 

Mr B.J. GRYLLS:  That is right; they allow access to those areas.  As I said, we are happy to take the minister 
on face value on that, but we did raise as an issue access to some of those areas.  Some of those areas that are 
being put into national parks are very large - tens of thousands of hectares - and access to them is critical.  The 
member for Warren-Blackwood and I are very clear that access should be more readily available to those areas 
for fire management.  That access should not be removed.  I am sure the minister will take those issues on board. 

Once again, the coalition is happy to support this legislation.  It has raised very real concerns about the 
management of these national parks.  The minister has not dealt with those concerns because management plans 
are not in place, and only the generic figures for dieback control can be given.  As members have just witnessed, 
the minister is still trying to understand and explain to the member for Warren-Blackwood the exact status of 
roads in those national parks and how they will be managed. 

The coalition looks forward to continuing to raise this issue.  Of particular interest to me is the effect of dieback, 
and I hope that the minister regards dieback with the same concern as I do, and I am sure the public does.  Such a 
large area of Western Australia is subject to dieback.  If we were talking about logging that area - 750 000 
hectares - the outcry would be widespread. 

Debate interrupted, pursuant to standing orders. 

[Continued on page 5756.] 
 


