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ECONOMICS AND INDUSTRY STANDING COMMITTEE 

Inquiry into Logging Native Forests — South West Region —Motion 

DR J.M. WOOLLARD (Alfred Cove) [7.40 pm]: I move — 

(1) That this house refers to the Economics and Industry Standing Committee for consideration 
and report by 30 November 2010 the following — 

Inquire into and report on the costs and benefits, including the broader community 
costs and considerations, of logging of native forests under the existing forest 
management plan in the South West region of Western Australia. 

(2) That this house calls on the government to place a moratorium on any further logging of those 
native forests until the government has reported to the Assembly its response to the report of 
the committee. 

The Liberal government has shown in this house today that it is very concerned about preserving our fish. We 
are now going to talk about preserving our forests. 

We will have minimal time to discuss this motion tonight. During discussion on this motion, some members 
have asked whether the most appropriate committee to deal with this matter is the Economics and Industry 
Standing Committee or the Public Accounts Committee. Therefore, during the break that we will have in the 
next few weeks, I will be writing to the Chairs of both those committees about that matter.  

What is the Forest Products Commission doing with our beautiful native forests that it is logging? Our beautiful 
native forests are disappearing. In 2008–09, 20 per cent of the jarrah that was logged was used for value-added 
structural timber and railway sleepers; 35 per cent was used for sawmill residue, waste and sawdust; and 45 per 
cent was used for industrial firewood and chip logs. That is our beautiful jarrah trees. Only 11 per cent of our 
karri trees were used for value-added and structural timber; 15 per cent were used for sawmill residue; and 
74 per cent were used for chip logs. The story is the same for marri. Actually, the FPC does not like marri trees, 
because it is poisoning the trees that it leaves behind.  

So what is actually happening? I ask members to look at this picture. I will show it to members on this side first, 
because there are more new members on this side. This is Yabberup forest. Yabberup forest was a high 
conservation value forest of jarrah and marri trees near Collie–Preston. That forest went from being a beautiful 
forest to what members can see in this photograph. This is what is happening down south. This is our future. 
This is our children’s future. This is what our tourists come to Western Australia to see. Tourists come to 
Western Australia because they hear that we have magnificent forests. What happens to these forests? This 
photograph I am holding shows members what happens when the forests are logged. The wood is either left to 
rot in a pile or the Forest Products Commission burns it. This weekend I attended a community meeting at 
Dardanup. The member for Collie–Preston was there also. FPC and the Department of Environment and 
Conservation told us that there is not a market for the trees that are chopped down. They said that when they go 
into a forest to get the good trees, they have to cut down all the other trees that are in the way. They then try to 
find a market for the trees but because there is no market for many of them, they are either left to rot or are burnt. 
This is a matter of not only the trees being cut down, but also the environmental harm that is done. The logging 
and burning spreads weeds, causes soil damage and salinity, and allows feral animals to get into the forests and 
diseases such as dieback to threaten our plant species. 

The community appreciates those forests. In 2001, there was a big outcry in the community because the forests 
were being destroyed. The current practices are unsustainable and we should be trying to save the forests. I have 
brought some photos of the species that are being destroyed. Members can see pictures of the red-tailed black 
cockatoo and the quenda. We are losing the forests and the native flora and fauna within the forests. 

The previous government and this government have said that they are committed to a forest management plan 
and that we have to see it through. The forest management plan 2004–2013 relies on statistics that were gathered 
in the 1960s and is based on the rainfall patterns in the 1960s. That is what is determining how much of the 
forest can be logged in a sustainable manner. A recent report by the Commonwealth Scientific and Industrial 
Research Organisation has shown that since the 1970s, the amount of rainfall has decreased by 20 per cent. I 
seek leave to table a submission by Denmark Environment Centre that was prepared for the “Forest Management 
Plan 2004–13 Mid-term audit of performance report”. 

[The paper was tabled for the information of members.] 

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD: The Denmark Environment Centre did its homework and showed that the logging 
practices are not sustainable and that they are based on rainfall predictions since the 1960s. When the FPC 



Extract from Hansard 
[ASSEMBLY - Wednesday, 17 March 2010] 

 p819b-821a 
Dr Janet Woollard 

 [2] 

management plan was entered into, it was entered into on old data. It should be thrown out. We should be 
thinking about the future and saving these forests. 

Another issue is climate change and the carbon sequestration argument. I would also like to table a report by 
Carolyn Hoffmeester “Tackling Climate Change by Preserving Native Forests”. The paper strongly argues that 
keeping our native forests will contribute as carbon sinks when dealing with our greenhouse gas emissions. 

[The paper was tabled for the information of members.] 

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD: What does this mean for members of the house? The Treasurer is not here, but I have a 
map of his electorate. I am quite happy to lay these coupe plans on the table tomorrow, if members do not have 
time to look at them this evening, or maybe I could lay all these photographs on the table later. This plan shows 
the forest coupes in the electorate of the member for Vasse that will be logged between now and 2012: Hopkins, 
770 hectares; Kingia, 750 hectares; Mowen, 1 150 hectares; and Millbrook, 400 hectares. The Treasurer is going 
to lose, through logging, the equivalent of seven Kings Parks. Does the Treasurer not come from a tourism 
background? Would these forests not benefit the tourism industry?  

[The paper was tabled for the information of members.]  

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD: The next coupe plan shows the areas that will be logged in the electorate of the member 
for Darling Range: Ashendon, 590 hectares; Karnet, 400 hectares; Cobiac, 230 hectares; and Mundlimup, 550 
hectares. There has been a lot in the press about Jarrahadale, which is on the doorstep of Perth. I have heard the 
member for Armadale speaking up to preserve that area, and I hope that we will see the member for Darling 
Range speaking up and asking the government to preserve those areas. I will pass on this document for members 
to view.  

[The paper was tabled for the information of members.] 

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD: I move on to the member for Murray–Wellington’s electorate. The member is in the 
house. Is the member for Murray–Wellington aware that a number of coupes in his electorate are going to be 
logged between now and 2012: Nanga, 540 hectares; Holyoake, 70 hectares —  

Mr M.J. Cowper: It has been logged in the past.  

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD: — Anphion, 420 hectares. 

Mr M.J. Cowper: It’s been logged in the past.  

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD: Inglehope, 240 hectares; Whittaker, 350 hectares; Cameron, 130 hectares; Pindalup, 
120 hectares and Plavins, 140 hectares. Those coupes represent an area the size of four Kings Parks that will be 
gone! 

[The paper was tabled for the information of members.] 

Mr M.J. Cowper: They have all been logged before. 

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD: They are due to be logged. The indication is that they are high conservation forests. 
They are native forests. We have very little native forest left. At the moment, the Minister for Forestry is 
supporting the Forest Products Commission, which should have been thrown out years ago. The Minister for 
Forestry is supporting the FPC by allowing it to continue to log these areas that should be kept and preserved. 
We do not have a lot of native forest left. These forests will benefit tourism in the south west, which hopefully 
will attract people to Western Australia in the future. I hope that the current Premier will follow in the footsteps 
of, I think, Sir Charles Court, who presided over the end of whaling in Western Australia, and I am hoping that 
the current Premier will be the Premier who sees the end of logging in our native forests.  

This coupe plan covers the electorate of the member for Collie–Preston. Whilst it is the member’s electorate, it is 
also very close to the electorate of the member for Bunbury. I will also lay this on the table for members. I have 
not added up the number of hectares that will be logged or how many Kings Parks this equates to.  

[The paper was tabled for the information of members.] 

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD: As the Minister for Forestry is in the chamber and I have the coupe plan for 
Blackwood–Stirling, I will show members that the minister will not be outdone in the area of land that will be 
logged in his electorate. If members look at the plan, they will see all the areas that will be logged this year, next 
year and the years after. The minister will definitely not be outdone by his colleagues. When members look at 
this map carefully they will see that the equivalent of 15 Kings Parks will be logged in the minister’s electorate. 
We know how important Kings Park is to those of us who live in the metropolitan area. These forests down 
south are just as important to the local communities that live near these forests. We should be preserving these 
forests. There should be just selective logging; not logging with these monster machines that go into the forest 
and clear everything. The logging practices conducted today are not the logging practices that were conducted 
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50 years ago. These machines that are going into the forests now are enormous; they wipe out everything. I will 
hand this plan over as well to go on the table. 

[The paper was tabled for the information of members.] 

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD: Logging our native forests is a waste of taxpayers’ money. The Forest Products 
Commission is not recovering costs. It keeps reassessing the value of the forests. Ten years ago we did not 
actually value our forests. The FPC now reassesses the value so that it can say—or pretend—that it is making a 
profit. This review needs to be done because many of us believe that the FPC has been relying on government 
grants to balance the books. It also affects not only the FPC’s costs, but also the costs to other departments such 
as the Environmental Protection Authority, the Conversation Commission of Western Australia and the 
Department of Environment and Conservation. All those other government departments incur costs and will 
continue to incur costs if we allow native forests to be logged. The prices charged by the government for native 
forest logs do not cover the price of logging. The FPC does not recover its costs; it requires subsidies. The FPC 
is in fact a burden on taxpayers. What is the alternative? 

I hope when this review is conducted that people will see the true costs. That is why this motion says that the 
costs must be put on the table. The alternative is to keep those native forests for future generations and add to the 
value of our state. Those native forests have immense value to those of us who have been down south and looked 
at them, and they will have value for our children. We know that population numbers are increasing. Where will 
people go? They want to go down south and see those beautiful forests. 

I therefore ask that members support this motion. Some members have said that they could support the first part 
of the motion—which calls for an investigation—but not a moratorium. If the debate gets up, personally I would 
like a moratorium now, but if we can get an investigation into this area, I believe we could come back — 

Mr D.T. Redman: Can I ask a question? You are supporting the position that there is a full moratorium. Two 
and a half thousand people work in that sector. What do we do with them? 

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD: Yes, there are people who work in that sector. It is up to the minister and the 
government to help those workers find alternative employment. If they do not help them find alternative 
employment and just keep saying that a certain number of people have jobs, it will not get any easier. Someone 
has to think of the future and make the hard decision now. I appreciate that it is a hard decision for the minister 
to make. But if this review is conducted and if the minister has all the facts, he will be able to say to those 
people, “Look, yes, we did say that under the current forest management plan the jobs were going to be there for 
another three years. However, we didn’t realise what a cost that forest management plan was in terms of dollars 
and the burden on the taxpayers of WA, as well as the environmental cost to the community.” 

Mr M.P. Murray: You didn’t worry too much about the people in the plantation industry! 

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD: When the forest management plan was put on the table, we did not realise that rainfall 
was going to decrease. The logging is just not sustainable. This inquiry has to be undertaken so that the 
government has the facts and figures to know that the logging is no longer sustainable. Rainfall has decreased, 
and we are losing more and more of our endangered species. The government must realise the community 
benefit of these forests. Communities want these forests protected. 

Debate adjourned, pursuant to standing orders. 
 


