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AGRICULTURE AND RELATED RESOURCES PROTECTION (EUROPEAN HOUSE BORER) 
AMENDMENT REGULATIONS 2010 — DISALLOWANCE 

Motion 
Resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting on the following motion moved pro forma by Hon Giz Watson — 

That the Agriculture and Related Resources Protection (European House Borer) Amendment 
Regulations 2010, published in the Government Gazette on 5 February 2010 and tabled in the 
Legislative Council on 3 March 2010 under the Agriculture and Related Resources Protection Act 1976, 
be and are hereby disallowed. 

HON GIZ WATSON (North Metropolitan) [5.08 pm]: Before we broke for afternoon tea and question time, I 
was dealing with a particular concern regarding regulation 10, which states that the owner–occupier of a property 
in a priority management zone can be directed by an authorised person to store, treat or destroy pine wood; with 
failure to comply attracting a $2 000 fine. Compliance could, however, be very expensive. I understand from the 
briefing I received that fumigation of one home alone will cost $70 000. Further, the definition of “pine wood” 
includes live trees; the destruction of which could be very expensive. I was particularly keen to know who was 
required to pay. Members will probably be aware that the removal of a mature tree can be a very expensive 
operation.  

Hon Simon O’Brien: Especially if you do it in Gosnells!  

Hon GIZ WATSON: Yes. The regulations do not indicate who is responsible for this cost. That was one of the 
reasons I moved this disallowance motion. It did not seem fair that the owner or occupier of the property was 
obliged to pay costs without any way of getting the official decision at least reviewed. I was advised at the 
briefing that the program under which the department’s attempts to eradicate the borer are taking place includes 
funds that pay all of those costs for property owners and occupiers; hence, again, the reason that I will not be 
pursuing this disallowance, but I still thought it was worth raising the issue. I was told that the only exception is 
where a different department is the owner of the land; for example, in the case of the pines that are required to be 
cleared for a buffer zone in the Gnangara pine plantation, particularly around the Ellenbrook area. In that case, 
the department is paying for the removal. Interestingly, it is not particularly keen to remove them at this point. In 
her response to this disallowance, I ask the minister representing the Minister for Agriculture and Food to 
confirm in her speech for the record that this is correct. It is important that, with the exception of government 
departments, in all cases where an official directs an owner or occupier of a property in a priority management 
zone to store, treat or destroy pinewood or pine trees that the program will pay the cost or, alternatively, that a 
procedurally fair process of review will be available. 

It is interesting to note, going back to the issue with the pine plantation, that apparently one of the problems 
encountered with this eradication program, the problem with the Forest Products Commission and the collapse of 
the plywood company that was taking a lot of that pine is that the department is reticent to remove any pines 
because it does not have the market to utilise the timber from the pines, but the European borer eradication 
program would prefer that it did in order to create these buffer zones. There is a bit of a deadlock in that regard. 

In closing, I was advised at the briefing on Tuesday that the department’s borer eradication plan is currently 
being reconsidered in light of the inability of the Forest Products Commission to remove trees from its pine 
plantation at the rate originally envisaged and its loss of a substantial customer for its products. As a result, these 
trees are not being cut until the future of the program has been decided. My motion is moved with the intention 
of ensuring that should the eradication program continue, property owners and occupiers are treated in a fair 
way. I am pleased that the Greens have already been able to achieve some positive changes to the department’s 
program via the requirement for tree replacement with native species and consequent reduction of the impact on 
endangered species. I am not sure whose responsibility this is; it might fall with the Minister for Environment 
rather than the Minister for Agriculture and Food. The federal department has indicated that it does not have an 
issue with the impact on the endangered cockatoo species as long as native species are replanted and that there is 
a guarantee of 90 per cent survival of those native species. Where are these plantings occurring, who is 
monitoring the 90 per cent survival rate and what species are being replanted? Are they tree species or plant 
species that provide habitat and food for Carnaby’s black cockatoo and other cockatoos? If not, the assurance 
that I received from the federal department does not really carry a lot of weight. 

With those comments, I indicate that I will not be vigorously pursuing the disallowance but I thought it was 
worth noting and bringing to the house’s attention some of the complexities and challenges of trying to achieve a 
number of different objectives in an environmental management sense to minimise and ideally eradicate the 
presence of European house borers but at the same time not have an undue impact on endangered species in 
Western Australia. I will not be seeking a division on this disallowance but I will be interested if other members 
have contributions.  
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HON ROBYN McSWEENEY (South West — Minister for Child Protection) [5.14 pm]: The government 
will not support this disallowance motion. I note that when Hon Giz Watson stood to speak, she said that she 
would flag some questions that she had of the minister. I note that the questions given to me in my briefing note 
are different from the questions asked by Hon Giz Watson. I will therefore undertake to speak to the Minister for 
Agriculture and Food, Terry Redman, give him a copy of the member’s speech and get back to her with the 
answers that she is seeking. 

Question put and negatived. 
 


