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PROPOSED FAST-TRACKING OF TOURISM DEVELOPMENTS 
Grievance 

DR J.M. WOOLLARD (Alfred Cove) [9.05 am]:  I acknowledge representatives from many of the peak 
environmental and conservation groups in this state, such as the Wilderness Society and the Conservation 
Council of Western Australia, who are in the public gallery today to watch this debate.  The state government’s 
plan to fast-track tourism developments in and around our magnificent national parks just cannot be true.  How 
will fast-tracking tourism developments protect our pristine bushland, our wild ocean seascapes and the rugged 
beauty of some of our more remote wilderness areas for future generations? 

Recently the state government encouraged Western Australians to name some of the state icons.  Now it appears 
that was done not to afford those icons any protection, but simply to identify which of those icons would be 
developed first.  Only six per cent of the state’s land is protected as national parks.  Now it appears that the 
environmental and conservation protection that those national parks have enjoyed will be set aside so that 
tourism developments can be fast-tracked.  Why is the state government doing this?  Why is it planning to sell or 
lease parts of our icons, which is what national parks and wilderness areas are, to local and overseas investors 
over the next five years?  I hope it is not to fund the recent budget blow-outs that have come to light in the past 
few weeks.  I ask the Minister for the Environment: is this government setting aside the environmental, social 
and sustainability checks and balances that are normally in place simply as a fundraising exercise? 

The fast-tracking of tourism developments makes a mockery of this government’s claims to care about the 
environment, and, with it, the Labor Party has lost all moral right to declare any interest in protecting WA’s 
natural environment.  Did the Minister for the Environment provide full support to and consultation on the 
proposed tourism fast-track plan; and, if not, why not?  Surely, as the environment minister, she should have had 
a major input into stopping this plan purely on environmental grounds.  If she did have involvement in this 
travesty, what support and consultation did she provide?  Did she have any concern at all about these plans?  
Fast-tracking tourism developments will result in fewer opportunities for concerned individuals and 
environmental and conservation groups to adequately scrutinise these proposed tourism developments; in other 
words, the fast-track process will ride roughshod over the local community and environmental groups.  How will 
the government ensure that any proposed tourism development will be environmentally sustainable and 
acceptable?  

The government has stated that it expects to receive up to 20 fast-track tourism development proposals in the 
next five years.  How will the environmental and conservation groups ensure that all due processes have been 
adhered to when so many development proposals will be submitted in such a short space of time?  The 
government plans to set up a Landbank project.  What environmental and conservation groups will the 
government include in the concept process to set up the Landbank project?  What are the areas and the precise 
locations of all the sites that are earmarked by the government to be released from the Landbank project over the 
next five years?  For those areas that are located inside national parks, were alternative sites outside the protected 
area boundaries considered?  The current process to protect our icons is barely adequate.  Consider the 
community effort and the enormous amount of time that it took to save Ningaloo Reef.  What chance would we 
have had of protecting that area under a fast-track regime? 

Does the minister concede that fast-tracking will reduce the ability of community groups to consult with the 
government to ensure that the developments are built at a rate that protects our national parks?  I believe that 
most people are in favour of environmentally sustainable tourism developments but they do not want 
developments that are hell-bent on building in our national parks.  Western Australia has a priceless natural 
heritage, of which one of its special attributes is the lack of development.  By all means build resorts, caravan 
parks and tourism accommodation to allow people to have access to the parks, but do it in regional towns and 
centres where they will not harm the environment and where employment can be created to sustain the local 
communities.  We do not need a slap-down, whizzbang, fast-track process to allow greedy developers and 
investors to rape and despoil our national parks.  Environmental groups are trying to protect our natural heritage 
but they are already outgunned by big businesses and biased government departments that are interested only in 
short-term revenue gains. 

Several members interjected. 

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  The government has a cash-cow mentality.  Fast-tracking means that the 
environmental groups will be virtually neutralised because their limited resources will not be able to cope with 
the volume of tourism development proposals.  What will the financial relationship be between the government 
and the departments? 

Several members interjected. 
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Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  Will the Department of Conservation and Land Management spend extra money?  
How will the government prevent CALM from using this fast-track model to promote development in national 
parks?  How will the government ensure that it does not become - 

The SPEAKER:  Order, members!  Although members are not interjecting on the member for Alfred Cove, that 
level of conversation across the chamber should not be occurring during grievances. 

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  How will the government ensure that the fast-tracking process does not become a cash 
cow for CALM similar to the former relationship it had with the old-growth logging industry?  That arrangement 
promoted a culture that allowed CALM to sell off our national parks.  Having been swept to power more than 
four years ago on the back of the environmental movement, by this announcement the government has now lost 
all moral right to claim any interest in protecting Western Australia’s natural environment.  Why is the Minister 
for the Environment allowing the government to propose a tourism plan that is focused on development rather 
than conservation?  Has a precedent been set for this model?  Will there be a limit on the development or will the 
development be open ended, depending on the proposals submitted?  All these questions need full and frank 
answers so that the people of this state can fully understand how detrimental and short-sighted these money-
grabbing plans will be to our natural environment.  I ask the minister to show that she is accountable to the 
community by answering these questions that have been put to her. 

DR J.M. EDWARDS (Maylands - Minister for the Environment) [9.12 am]:  I thank the member for the 
grievance.  Prior to the last election the government released a tourism policy it would put in place if it were re-
elected to government.  The government said it would establish a tourism infrastructure land bank.  The idea of 
the land bank is to create some tourism sites that have already been through the beginning stages of the project 
approval process.  Therefore, sites can be put to the market that already have a number of approvals in place.  
The market can then respond by informing the government whether any players are interested in developing 
appropriate tourism infrastructure at suitable sites in the state.  I think that is admirable.  Anyone who just heard 
the member for Alfred Cove would think the situation was out of control.  I will answer some of those comments 
in a moment. 

The reason this tourism policy was presented was that during the past four years Tourism Western Australia had 
done a lot of work on determining where tourists want to go and what they want to do when they get there.  It 
considered also what type of infrastructure needs to be built so that the tourists who visit Western Australia will 
have a great experience and put something back into the economy.  The study has demonstrated that Western 
Australia lacks sites for tourism ventures.  That applies across the whole state, which will be no surprise to 
people who think of Broome, for example, and certain parts of Perth. 

Dr J.M. Woollard interjected. 

Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  I did not interrupt the member when she spoke.  She should not interrupt me.  I am really 
quite ill.  Just let me finish.   

It is important that the government progress with this.  Some sites are essentially investment ready and land that 
is suitable to be zoned for tourism is matched up with priority destinations.  As I said, Tourism Western 
Australia has been through a comprehensive planning process.  It has been adding locations to the tourism 
market and it has identified the need to develop appropriate sites.  It has identified also that people believe that 
red tape provides a barrier to the development of tourism enterprises in the state.  This proposal is one way to 
accommodate this type of demand. 

Tourism Western Australia anticipates that 60 sites will be identified over the next 10 years and 20 will be 
identified over the next five years.  These will be in a variety of locations and in a variety of settings across the 
state.  It is important to note that they will range from locations in the city, which is obviously denser, to a small 
number in national parks in the conservation estate, on which will be developed very low-key facilities.   

I note the Premier’s media release in which he spoke about three caravan park sites.  It is important to ensure that 
everyone who wants to be a tourist and who has money to spend can access all these sites and enjoy our natural 
heritage regardless of whether they are well off, such as doctors and members of Parliament, or whether they are 
average workers who can afford to holiday only in a caravan park.  The Mitchell Plateau, which has received a 
lot of unfortunate publicity recently, has some very good facilities that are run in a very low-key way by the local 
Aboriginal people.  Opportunities exist for remote indigenous communities to develop skills among their young 
people and to develop low-key, ecosensitive-type accommodation and experiences for tourists to enjoy.  These 
developments will give skills to the people who live in those areas and bring money into the local economies.  
The Gumala Aboriginal Corporation in the Karijini National Park is a fantastic enterprise.   

We currently have on the conservation estate some facilities that are consistent with management plans that have 
been approved by the Conservation Commission of Western Australia and checked by the Environmental 
Protection Authority.  There is absolutely no suggestion that the government is seeking to override the 
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Environmental Protection Act, the Conservation and Land Management Act, the responsibilities of the 
Conservation Commission or our native title responsibilities and planning obligations.   

We recognise that it can be difficult for small-scale tourism developers to go through all the hoops, such as 
native title issues, planning and environmental approvals and a host of other approvals, including local 
government approvals.  We want to identify a number of sites that have met those approvals and are in a state of 
readiness so that private enterprises can inform the government when they have a suitable proposal to develop a 
project for a site.  I hope that indigenous communities will take up this matter, that other low-key enterprises will 
be established and that the developments will allow people to appreciate our local environments in a constructive 
way.  Recently I had the opportunity of visiting D’Entrecasteaux National Park, where some fantastic 
developments are occurring.  I encourage members to look at them.  We have some absolutely remarkable 
infrastructure that is consistent with the wild environment.  The facilities even enable people in wheelchairs to 
visit the site. 

This is a very good policy.  It will provide land that is, as they say in the tourism industry, investment ready.  
However, it will not ride over the Environmental Protection Act.  Anyone has the capacity to refer a proposal to 
the Environmental Protection Authority for assessment and all proposed developments vested in the 
Conservation Commission must get approval from the Conservation Commission.  Leases and licences are 
currently being used to regulate developments in our national parks and other parts of the conservation estate.  
That will not change.  The tight regulations will continue.  I hope that the seven million tourists to the state each 
year get to see more of the state and our environment.  I hope also that the $4.2 billion they spend will continue 
to flow into the state for the benefit of all Western Australians. 
 


