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RESERVES (NATIONAL PARKS AND CONSERVATION PARKS) BILL 2004 
Second Reading 

Resumed from 22 September. 

MR B.J. GRYLLS (Merredin) [1.37 pm]:  I rise to comment on behalf of the Opposition on the Reserves 
(National Parks and Conservation Parks) Bill 2004.  As everybody in this House knows, this Chamber dealt with 
the Reserves (National Parks, Conservation Parks and Nature Reserves) Bill 2004 in the last sitting week before 
the break.  The Opposition supported that Bill.  Many concerns were raised through that process, some of which 
were adequately addressed by the minister; however, other concerns were not addressed to the liking of the 
Opposition.  The minister promised to provide information to the Opposition after that debate, and that 
information did not come to me until this morning.  I thought I was not going to receive it before this debate 
today, only for it to land on my desk an hour and a half ago.  I appreciate that information.  From a preliminary 
read, it seems to answer many of the questions asked.  If the minister was hoping to have a robust debate on this 
legislation, the information should have been provided earlier.  I think she would concede that the member for 
Warren-Blackwood and I raised some points of concern on the earlier reserves Bill.  We sought more 
information on the process.  For that extra information to be provided only an hour or so before my contribution 
to this debate makes it a little difficult to fully apply that information.  That point flows from the issue raised in 
debate on the first reserves Bill; that is, that the Gallop Labor Government championed the cause of old-growth 
forests during the last election campaign and promised to create 30 new national parks.  However, at the death 
knell of this Parliament, the enabling Bills started to come into this place.  The previous reserves Bill was dealt 
with in the last two-week sitting, and one is before members today.  Also, the minister earlier today second read 
the third of the series of Bills to create those 30 national parks; namely, the Reserves (National Parks, 
Conservation Parks and Other Reserves) Bill 2004.  Forgive me for showing a level of cynicism, but the bottom 
line is that it will be very difficult to get even one of these three Bills through the upper House before the 
upcoming election, short of that election being pushed back to an even later date than February, as predicted.  
The Opposition places on record that although we support these Bills, it seems they are a late, desperate bid to 
fulfil an election promise.  As you would know, Madam Acting Speaker (Ms J.A. Radisich), as a new member of 
Parliament, the election campaign was fought very much on the protection of old-growth forests.  Many 
swinging voters changed their votes to support the Labor Party for its stand.  I believe the next election will see 
the disappointment that those swinging voters have in the Government, especially given that it does not look like 
the 30 new national parks will be created.  It is obviously a time frame problem for the Government.  Although 
the Labor Party prioritised this issue when in opposition, it has certainly not prioritised it during its period in 
government.  

We supported the last reserves Bill, and we will support the Bill before the House today.  Given this bipartisan 
support, had the Gallop Labor Government prioritised these pieces of legislation, they could have been through 
both Houses of Parliament now and been enacted.  This would have allowed the minister and the Labor 
Government to say that they promised that they would go down this path of the 30 new national parks and that 
they had delivered on that promise.  It is certainly unlikely that will be the case.  The effort the minister is now 
putting into the last few weeks of this four-year term of government seems to smack of a grab at political 
opportunism.  That is disappointing, given the fact that the Opposition is prepared to support these pieces of 
legislation.  We are prepared not only to support the legislation but also to raise some points of concern that we 
believe need to be addressed.  Although the information we received today arrived late, the work that the 
Department of Conservation and Land Management has done on the fire management information that we have 
been given seems at first glance to be quite extensive and seems to answer some of the questions that we put to 
the minister.  We are happy to work through this process and raise matters of concern.  I do not know if the maps 
that we have been provided with today would have been done anyway, but the bottom line is that the member for 
Warren-Blackwood and I requested those maps and they have been provided.  They provide information that we 
believe should have been provided when the Bills were first introduced during the last sitting. 

I would like now to give a brief run-down of the Bill before us.  The Reserves (National Parks and Conservation 
Parks) Bill 2004 aims to create nine new national parks and two new conservation parks.  The Government is 
obviously aiming to implement its old-growth forest policy from the last election.  We do not believe that will be 
possible, given the backlog of legislation in the upper House.  I have seen the priority listing for legislation in the 
upper House.  These Bills are certainly only mid-track in the time line for Bills to go through the House.  I 
certainly do not think that their implementation would be achieved during this term of government. 

The locations of the new national parks include Mundaring; Pickering Brook; land west of the Canning 
Reservoir; Helena, south of Mundaring Weir; Wandoo; and the Blackwood River near Nannup.  The five new 
Perth hills national parks fall within the area of the state agreement Act mining leases held by Alcoa and 
Worsley.  The research that we have done has led us to understand that these companies have agreed to the 



Extract from Hansard 
[ASSEMBLY - Wednesday, 20 October 2004] 

 p6952c-6955a 
Mr Brendon Grylls 

 [2] 

national parks being put into place.  The Bill also adds to the Greater Preston National Park and creates two new 
conservation parks near Collie and Margaret River.  These two parks will be limited to a depth of 30 metres 
below the natural ground surface to enable future access to known coal deposits.  I look forward to expanding on 
this particular issue in my second reading contribution and during consideration in detail.  The proposed Butler, 
Hilliger, Milyeannup and Blackwood River National Parks are located within geological structures that contain 
gas or oil of potential economic importance to the State.  These four reserves will be limited to a depth of 200 
metres below the surface so that those deposits can be accessed at a later date.  An area in the Sawyers forest 
block in the proposed Mundaring National Park is one of several sites being considered by the Water 
Corporation for the development of water storage and supply for future water needs of the State.  Should this site 
be selected and subjected to the normal processes, an excision may well be required from Mundaring National 
Park for these facilities. 

I believe that the general Western Australian public would not quite understand that we are creating national 
parks with the implied knowledge that water reserves, coal reserves and gas/oil reserves exist within them.  The 
Government has obviously recognised that there may be a need at a later date to extract those valuable resources.  
I am sure that turning these areas into national parks means that process will be made more difficult.  The 
question certainly must come back to both Houses of Parliament.  It seems to me that in the rush to get these 30 
national parks signed off before the end of the Government’s political term, the minister has had to pick some 
areas that include these resources.  I believe that can only lead to problems further down the track.  The 
Opposition will certainly be putting on the record that although these areas are obviously of high conservation 
value, given the fact that it looks like they will be developed in the future through mining or the use of water 
resources, it is quite difficult for me to argue that they should be turned into national parks.  I look forward to 
consideration in detail when the minister can expand on these aspects.  Coal reserves are obviously very 
important for the generating capacity of the State of Western Australia.  We should therefore make sure that we 
are not putting impediments to the extraction of those resources and ensuring a process whereby they could be 
accessed at a later date. 

I will now take some time to go through some of the specific details of the legislation.  The legislation deals with 
quite large tracts of land in our State.  It is therefore important to record where these parks are and their size.  If I 
may turn to the first that is listed in the explanatory memorandum, clause 7 deals with class A reserve No 47667 
in the Shires of Nannup and Augusta-Margaret River.  This clause provides for the creation of a new class A 
national park, which will be named the Butler National Park, situated approximately 20 kilometres west of 
Nannup and comprising an area of approximately 11 645 hectares.  The next clause refers to class A reserve No 
47668 in the Shire of Nannup.  This clause provides for the creation of a new class A national park, which will 
be named Hilliger National Park, situated approximately 25 kilometres south of Nannup and comprising an area 
of about 16 962 hectares. 

The next one on the list is class A reserve No 477669 in the Shire of Nannup, which provides for the creation of 
a class A national park provisionally named the Milyeannup National Park.  It is situated approximately 20 
kilometres south of Nannup and comprises an area of about 19 000 hectares.  Class A reserve 47670 is in the 
Shire of Nannup and Augusta-Margaret River.  Clause 11 provides for the creation of a new class A national 
park, provisionally named the Blackwood River National Park.  It is situated approximately 28 kilometres north 
east of Augusta, and comprises an area of around 20 500 hectares.  Class A reserve No 47661 is in the Shire of 
West Arthur.  About 1 292 hectares have been proposed for Class A Reserve 47661, provisionally named the 
Greater Preston National Park, which is situated approximately 25 kilometres east of Donnybrook.  The new 
total area of that reserve will comprise about 12 665 hectares.   

Class A reserve No 47882 in the Shires of Beverley, Kalamunda and Mundaring provides for the creation of a 
class A national park, provisionally named the Helena National Park.  It is situated approximately 15 kilometres 
south-east of Mundaring and comprises an area of about 12 200 hectares.  Class A reserve No 47883 is in the 
Shires of Northam, York and Beverley and provides for the creation of a new class A national park, 
provisionally named Wandoo National Park.  It is situated approximately 30 kilometres west of Beverley and 
comprises an area of about 46 493 hectares.  Class A reserve No 47884 in the City of Armadale provides for the 
creation of a new class A national park, provisionally named Canning National Park.  It is situated approximately 
eight kilometres east of Armadale and comprises an area of about 2 500 hectares.  Class A reserve No 47880 in 
the Shires of Kalamunda and Mundaring provides for the creation of a new class A national park, provisionally 
named Mundaring National Park.  It is situated to the south of the Mundaring townsite and extends eastward 
between Helena Valley and Sawyers Valley, comprising an area of about 4 600 hectares.  Class A reserve No 
47881 is in the Cities of Armadale and Gosnells and the Shire of Kalamunda.  It provides for the creation of a 
new class A national park, provisionally named Pickering Brook National Park, which is situated to the south 
and south east of Kalamunda.  It comprises an area of about 6 344 hectares.  They are the nine new national 
parks.  The two conservation parks are class A reserve No 45961 in the Shire of Collie, which provides for the 
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creation of a new class A conservation park provisionally named the Westralia Conservation Park.  It is 
approximately five kilometres west of Collie and around 850 hectares.  The last one on the list is class A reserve 
No 45952 in the Shire of Augusta-Margaret River, which is a conservation park provisionally named Rapids 
Conservation Park.  It is situated approximately 20 kilometres east of Margaret River and comprises an area 
around about 2 379 hectares.   

We are talking about a very large area.  The previous Bill has not been enacted by the upper House so currently 
we have 67 named national parks and two unnamed national parks in Western Australia totalling just over five 
million hectares.  With this piece of legislation we are looking at around about 140 000 hectares.  We are talking 
about adding an additional three per cent of land to land reserved in Western Australia - that is an off the top of 
my head calculation.   

I turn now to some of the concerns that the coalition has with this Bill.  Our concerns are along similar lines to 
those we outlined during debate on the last piece of legislation.  I certainly do not think it is any less important 
for us to go through that process again today and during the consideration in detail stage so that, once again, the 
minister has the opportunity to outline exactly how these areas will be managed and protected and how the 
community will be protected into the future.  The number one issue that was clearly identified during the 
consideration in detail process of the last reserves Bill was the establishment of management plans for the new 
national parks.  During the last debate, the minister said that management plans do not exist for all Western 
Australia’s national parks.  Of the 67 new national parks created during the last piece of legislation, management 
plans have been developed for only one or two.  I am led to believe that management plans have not been 
formulated for the areas of national parks to be reserved.  The minister explained that the cost of putting together 
management plans is quite large, that resources have not been made available to put management plans in place 
for every national park in Western Australia, that management plans are formulated as it is deemed necessary 
and that these areas of national park are prioritised.  The Opposition raised concerns about this.  The minister 
outlined that that had been the process for previous Governments also.  The Opposition clearly put on the agenda 
that the people of Western Australia believe that national parks are iconic in nature and deserve the highest level 
of protection.  I do not believe that that high level of protection can be made available when management plans 
are not in place.  That is something I will be going through during debate on this legislation.  The reason I have 
referred to management plans can be best highlighted by some of the other factors I want to cover during my 
second reading contribution.   

I refer to jarrah dieback, which is one of the biggest concerns for Western Australia.  I spoke earlier of the just 
over five million hectares of national parks in Western Australia vested in the Conservation Commission and 
managed by the Department of Conservation and Land Management.  Of the five million hectares, between 15 
and 20 per cent - that is only an estimate because surveys and research have not been done, obviously because of 
the lack of management plans that are available - of the national parks are believed to be affected by jarrah 
dieback.  That figure of 15 to 20 per cent could possibly roll off our tongues and be a throwaway comment that 
not too many people would think about.  However, when we put that figure of 15 to 20 per cent of land being 
affected by jarrah dieback up against the five million hectares of national park in Western Australia, over one 
million hectares of Western Australia’s national parks could well be at serious risk from the epidemic of jarrah 
dieback.  That should send alarm bells to all Western Australians.  There is little point in putting our areas of 
forest into national parks if all we are doing is seeing one-fifth of that area affected by jarrah dieback.  From the 
pictures and anecdotal evidence I have seen, the devastation caused by jarrah dieback is immense, widespread 
and easily spreadable.  It moves along the areas of our forest system.  The fact that one million of five million 
hectares put into national parks could be affected by jarrah dieback should ring alarm bells for the Western 
Australian community.  The Western Australian community should not rest on the Government’s promise to 
create 30 new national parks in the State if 20 per cent - or five complete national parks - could be completely 
wiped out -  

Mr J.C. Kobelke:  You have all the accounting credentials required for the National Party!   

Mr B.J. GRYLLS:  It could well be.  The minister said he would not want to make light of the fact that jarrah 
dieback is a very real concern to conservation and land management in particular.  I am sure it is of concern to 
the minister.  However, it does not appear that the necessary action is being taken to ensure that jarrah dieback 
does not become an environmental disaster.  The House is just about to take questions without notice, so I will 
continue my comments afterwards, especially on jarrah dieback.  I have managed to research some important 
facts and figures on it and I look forward to presenting them to the House.   

Debate interrupted, pursuant to standing orders. 

[Continued on page 6969.] 
 


