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NANNUP TIMBER PROCESSING MILL 
Statement 

HON Dr STEVE THOMAS (South West) [6.20 pm]: I thank members for the opportunity to grieve tonight on 
behalf of the community of Nannup in the south west of Western Australia, because if current reports are true, up 
to 30 people are about to be unemployed because of the partial closure of the Nannup timber mill. 
This is the result of a long-term policy of the Labor Party and the Greens that stems back to 2001 to gradually 
close the forestry and timber industries in Western Australia. In the old days, the trees that were harvested were of 
a substantial size. That enabled the Nannup timber mill, which was designed for trees of that size, to make a profit. 
As a result of the old-growth forest policy of the Labor Party and the ongoing campaigning of the Greens, large 
areas of the forest have been locked up. That has reduced the interval between harvest of the remaining forest 
blocks, and that has inevitably reduced the quality of that resource. That has made the operations of this timber 
mill, and others, unviable.  
It is incumbent upon the government and the Labor Party to support the Nannup community and the workers into 
the future. I expect the government to be present in the town of Nannup in the near future in some form—whether 
a minister or their representative—to talk to the community about how it will be supported. For as long as the 
government maintains its old-growth forests policy, it is incumbent upon the government to provide a transition 
plan for those workers who will lose their jobs as a result of the partial closure of the Nannup mill. The inevitable 
outcome of that policy is that workers will be displaced. It is more difficult to deal with the policy of other parties 
to end the timber industry in Western Australia completely. We will see this repeated again and again. The 30 jobs 
that remain in the Nannup Timber Processing centre will also be under threat because the quality of the resource 
will continue to decline. We will then be left with only the Greenbushes processing centre. The good thing about 
Greenbushes is that it has what we call a small log line. The small log line is the most recent processing line to be 
put into the Greenbushes processing centre. It has the capacity to deal with the small bole timber that is now 
coming through. That is now the standard timber. Members from the south west might remember driving around 
the south west and seeing log trucks carrying massive jarrah logs. Twenty years ago, that was normal. However, 
because of the restriction of the harvest, the bole size has reduced.  
I will not get into a debate about the rights and wrongs of the forest harvest. However, I believe it was inevitable 
that the harvest would be reduced. Those of us who were around for the debate on the forest management plan in 
2000 will remember that the federal government proposed three different areas of jarrah management and jarrah 
harvest. They were effectively the same. It was about 280 000 cubic metres, 300 000 cubic metres and 
320 000 cubic metres. I was always of the view that a sustainable harvest with the current area available in 
2000 was probably closer to 200 000 cubic metres than 300 000 cubic metres. I would like us to keep the maximum 
area available for harvest and harvest it minimally. That makes obvious sense. That is what we call a sustainable 
timber harvest. Others have decided that the best way to prevent and destroy the timber industry is to lock up piece 
by piece. That then reduces the area available and thereby the harvest available until at some point we make the 
entire industry unsustainable. We were never going to maintain the timber industry at 300 000 cubic metres for 
jarrah—I will concentrate only on jarrah because that is what is going through the Nannup Timber Processing 
centre—but as we lock up and lock up, we reduce the amount. We knocked it down. I think the previous Liberal 
government took it down to 140 000 cubic metres, and it will go lower yet. The more we lock up, the lower the 
quality and the less we have available to provide. It becomes a self-fulfilling prophecy. 

The more that we lock up, the less viable we make the Forest Products Commission. When members jump up and 
say that the Forest Products Commission is not viable, they are absolutely right, because the policies of the day 
guarantee that that is the case. As we lock up these areas, we reduce the capacity that is left, we reduce the quality 
of the timber and we by definition are making sure that the timber industry in the south west of Western Australia 
is non-viable. Where a timber harvesting industry has existed, the timber and the trees have been given a value 
and there is still forest there. The Shire of Nannup is about 87 per cent state forest. The Shire of Manjimup is about 
84 per cent state forest. Donnybrook and Collie are a bit less; they are in the 60 to 70 per cent range. There is still 
state forest there because there was a timber industry. Where there was no timber industry, people put two big 
bulldozers with a massive great chain between them and pulled down all the trees and burnt them. There are not 
many trees left in the wheatbelt because there was no timber industry. Where there was a timber industry, 
timber and forests remain. We are in the process of making sure that the communities that made that happen 
change remarkably. 

It is not to say that Nannup will die because there is no timber industry, because it will not. Nannup is in an unusual 
situation in the south west corner because it is about 60 kilometres from everything that surrounds it. It has a life 
as a service centre on its own, but it is not very big. A loss of 30 jobs in a community of a few hundred people has 
a massive impact, and that will cause significant problems. The government of the day has a policy in place—fine. 
The Labor Party won an election on it; it has the capacity and that is its policy. I do not want to berate the 
government on its policy. But I want the government to accept that this is an outcome of the policy and it needs to 
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manage that outcome in this small community. I hope the government of the day will have representatives down 
there and make sure that that community can adapt. Communities adapt. Given time and support, communities can 
adapt to these sorts of changes. It is a shock that a community can adapt to, but the policies of government force 
that adaptation; therefore, it is the government’s responsibility to ensure that it is done with the least damage to 
that community. It will be a very sad day when the mill closes; ultimately, I suspect that mill will have a limited 
lifespan, and we will be left with a timber industry that is focused on milling at Greenbushes and Old Whittakers 
Mill. But we can develop, and Western Australia can support, a relatively niche, small and targeted timber 
industry. We do not have to close it down on the basis of ideology. We have to be sensible and we have to be 
scientific and I hope that, if nothing else, I bring to this house a scientific bent, because that is where I am focused. 
That requires us to set a genuine and sustainable level of harvest on the remaining area available for harvest, but 
we need to make a commitment that we will not be here all through the next decade losing block after block on an 
ideological basis because certain areas are opposed to any tree being cut down.  

I suggest that the government visit Nannup. It should support the industry by accepting that a small sustainable 
industry can exist. It should also accept that this is a result partially of Labor policy and partially of Greens policy. 
I know that it is the Greens’ policy to end the timber industry. My old friend Dr Christine Sharp and I have debated 
this subject for years. She has always been happy to agree that we should maintain a timber industry at a size that 
would allow sustainability. It is one of the areas that Chrissy Sharp and I have agreed on for 20-plus years. I hope 
that we might eventually get to that stage, but right now the town of Nannup and its community needs the state 
government’s support. I hope that will be set in place.  
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