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SUBMISSION NO 10 OF 2003 - PROPOSAL FOR AMENDMENT OF CLASS A RESERVE 1736 - 
KOJONUP LOCATION 9212 

Motion for Disallowance 

HON DEE MARGETTS (Agricultural) [4.10 pm]:  I move - 

That submission No 10 of 2003 - proposal for amendment of class A reserve 1736 tabled in the 
Legislative Council on 9 September 2003 under section 42(4)(c) of the Land Administration Act 1997, 
be and is hereby disallowed. 

It is fair to say that the errors of the Government in presenting this proposal are at this stage largely errors of 
omission.  The papers dated 25 August 2003 that were tabled on 28 August provide very little explanation of 
why an A-class reserve in Kojonup is being excised for logging.  The A-class reserve 1736 in the Shire of West 
Arthur was set aside for the purpose of water conservation and the conservation of flora and fauna.  I would 
expect therefore to see somewhere in these documents a general idea of which flora and fauna are being 
protected, but there is no specific detail on that.  One document indicates that the Department of Conservation 
and Land Management has applied to excise a section - coloured blue - for separate reservation and vesting in 
the Forest Products Commission for timber, and the balance of the reserve - coloured green - is required by 
CALM to be reserved for the amended purpose of conservation of flora and fauna.  The purpose of water 
conservation therefore has been removed from the reserve, although the Beaufort River appears to run past the 
reserve.  Water is no longer part of the reserve; it is now for the conservation of flora and fauna.  One must ask 
why that is so if the land was reserved partly for water conservation issues.  The reserve is a very flat area of 
agricultural land that has serious problems with salinity.  Why then was water conservation removed from the 
purpose of the existing reserve?  I have not visited the area, but I understand it is not an area of tall forest.  I 
asked why the Government would log it and I received a phone message that the area - I presume the area to be 
excised - was illegally logged in 1976, whatever that means, and is therefore largely farmland of no particular 
significance.  Interestingly enough, that message raises more questions than it answers.   

Hon Kim Chance:  It sounds like it was cleared rather than logged. 

Hon DEE MARGETTS:  Exactly. 

Hon Ken Travers:  It was illegally cleared by a neighbouring landowner in 1975. 

Hon DEE MARGETTS:  If that is true, what is there to log?  The proposal says that the area is to be logged for 
timber.  I am not one of those people who believes that the only areas of remnant land are areas of tall timber.  I 
therefore immediately wondered what kind of bush was on the land.  I am still unaware of that, although I talked 
today to a local person who said that there is a large stand of broom bush in the area.  I understand that broom 
bush is used extensively in the gardening industry.  One very interesting point on the map attached to the tabled 
documents is that a larger area to the north west of the area to be excised also appears to be mapped out for 
logging.  I can only wonder whether the Forest Products Commission is chaining this area to collect broom bush.  
If that is true, it seems extraordinary to chain an A-class reserve for broom bush to undercut the gardening 
industry right near a river where there is an issue of salinity.   
I want from the Government the answer to a number of very important points.  One reason I need to know now is 
that the Greens (WA) recently asked for a briefing on this matter and, because we did not know exactly when the 
motion would come on for debate, the briefing was scheduled for nine o’clock tomorrow.  However, my 
colleague Hon Christine Sharp and I are interested in exactly what kind of flora and fauna are in the area to be 
excised and on the remaining A-class reserve; why the reserve is no longer considered to exist for the 
management of water, considering it is right on the Beaufort River and there are considerable problems of 
salinity in the area; and why the Shire of West Arthur, the Water Corporation and the Wheatbelt Development 
Commission were asked for submissions on the matter, but not the Water and Rivers Commission.  It may be 
that it is not a proclaimed area, which is another issue on the way our law works.  However, those agencies so far 
have no objection to the proposal.  That does not mean that no issues need to be addressed.  The Department of 
Conservation and Land Management has received a lot of attention in the paper lately on the various actions and 
prosecutions it has pursued.  I find it rather interesting that CALM is prepared to clear 40 hectares, even if it is 
largely broom bush, without an explanation to the Forest Products Commission.  I want to know what flora 
species are in the wider area and what fauna species are considered to be in need of protection.  Although the 
area may have been cleared in 1975 or 1976, fortunately fauna do recover over time if they are given a chance.  
The Greens would like to know the current recovery status of any flora or fauna in that area and the impact of a 
reduction in habitats on any remnant fauna, especially protected fauna.  Even if the area to the north west of the 
A-class reserve is owned or controlled by the Forest Products Commission, this proposal will inevitably reduce 
the habitats of any fauna species there.  Funnily enough, native animals do not know where Forest Products 
Commission land ends and private land begins.  Any species that are in logged areas would indicate that the 
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unlogged or uncleared areas are even more important than they were previously.  First, if the area is of no 
ecological value, we need the details of it.  Secondly, if the area has been grazed or was illegally cleared in 1976, 
what has been done since that time in the A-class reserve to remediate it, what kind of recovery has taken place, 
and will this proposal make it better if it is logged again?  What will happen to any protected species in the 
remaining areas if we take away any buffer zone associated with that area?   
It is obvious from the diagrams that a bridge crosses the Albany Highway under which the Beaufort River flows.  
It appears that the Beaufort River comes out on the other side of the remaining A-class reserve.  However, the 
maps provided in the tabled documents do not clearly show the Beaufort River in between.  It may be that the 
Beaufort River has an underground expression in that area.  I do not know.  I do not know the contours of this 
area or the ground water flows.  I certainly do not know what the impact on salinity, acid soils or other land care 
qualities would be.  We are being told that more money is required to be spent on these factors.  There are 
enormous debates on these areas and on the necessity for public money and public assistance to be provided to 
help with water quality.   
No explanation has been given for this concept of the Department of Conservation and Land Management, 
which comes to us via the amendment of the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure.  If it is simply for the 
provision of broom bush to undercut other aspects of private industry for the provision of the gardening trade - 
Hon Murray Criddle:  What is broom bush?   

Hon DEE MARGETTS:  I am no expert, but I understand that it is a fencing material, which is a sort of grey - 
Hon Murray Criddle:  Tea-tree?   
Hon Christine Sharp:  It is similar. 
Hon Ken Travers:  It has beautiful flowers.   

Hon DEE MARGETTS:  Quite possibly.  It is often used in new housing developments because it is a relatively 
cheap but quite attractive form of fencing.   
Hon Murray Criddle:  I know what you mean.   

Hon DEE MARGETTS:  It is wired together.   
Hon Ken Travers:  Broom bush is really pretty when it is in flower.   

Hon DEE MARGETTS:  It probably is when it is alive.  Other species obviously use broom bush as a food 
source.  I do not know what other understorey species there are.  Quite clearly, not enough material has been 
provided for both Houses of Parliament to make a decision.   
I understand, and I know that the Government will point out, that this matter was advertised in The West 
Australian, in the way that such things often are, on 14 March 2003.  However, such advertisements go 
undetected from time to time.  In this case, there was an absence of dissent from either the shire or the Water 
Corporation, which, as we know, has been lobbying to thin water catchments.  It might have appeared rather 
churlish of the Water Corporation if it had said that it did not want somebody else’s water catchment to be 
thinned.  It is probably not surprising that the bodies that were officially consulted have not said anything.  I 
have some concern with the paper on the amendment, which indicates - 

. . . it is considered that the amendment will have little affect on the continued exercise of Native Title 
rights and interests and that the proposal can proceed without further reference to the Native Title Act.   

That indicates that traditional owners in the region have not been consulted.  I would be happy for the 
parliamentary secretary to advise whether that is the case.  It would be appropriate, having put this information 
on the table.   
This reserve currently has three portions - two on the eastern side of Albany Highway and one, which will 
remain, on the western side of Albany Highway.  The portion to be excised is an area to the north of the existing 
A-class reserve, but immediately adjacent to another area.  It appears that this other area will be logged or 
cleared.  If it is to be used to grow broom bush, logging hardly seems to be the appropriate word to use.  This 
area is to be cleared or used for some other purpose.  I would like to know for what purpose it will be used.   

Hon Ken Travers:  A trial sandalwood plot is the advice I have.   

Hon DEE MARGETTS:  A trial sandalwood plot.  Regrowth will be cleared.   
Hon Ken Travers:  Again, my advice is that it is covered predominantly with heavy pasture grasses.   

Hon DEE MARGETTS:  Given that, one wonders why in the information provided to the Parliament it is 
marked on the map as an area to be logged.  It may well be that nothing will be logged.  However, it may mean 
that logging will occur four, five or more decades in the future.  Sandalwood is very slow growing.  Quite 
frankly, there are so many agricultural areas in Western Australia that it seems extraordinary that the Department 
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of Conservation and Land Management actually thinks it appropriate to knock over remnant or regrowth 
vegetation, even if it is just bush, to put in sandalwood.   
Hon Kim Chance:  It sounds like it is pasture.   

Hon DEE MARGETTS:  We do not know.   
Hon Ken Travers:  Excuse me, I have said that the advice I have is that it is predominantly covered with heavy 
pasture grasses.  In my view, unless someone can say that that is definitely wrong, that is the advice I have 
received.   

Hon DEE MARGETTS:  The question then arises about what has happened with the management of that A-class 
reserve since 1975, when it was illegally cleared or logged.  What does the removal of the buffer zone mean for 
the remaining parts of the reserve?  If there is a weed problem now, will not the weed problem become even 
worse in the much smaller area of A-class reserve that will remain?  In terms of ecological management, I find 
this to be a very perplexing issue.   
I am certainly looking forward to the briefing tomorrow.  I do not want to complete my contribution today.  
Another disallowance motion is on the table.  I seek leave to continue my remarks at a later stage, given that 
there will be a briefing tomorrow morning.  I have made my opening remarks today to give some indication of 
our level of perplexity on this issue.  We have been offered a briefing from the Minister for Planning and 
Infrastructure.  However, I would like to put clearly on the record that we want to make sure that the briefing 
will not just involve getting side comments and that we will not be fobbed off.  We want to know the ecological 
values of that area - the existing areas, the remnant and the other area to the north west.   

Hon Ken Travers:  You said that it was marked on the documents that were tabled as to be logged.   

Hon DEE MARGETTS:  Yes. 
Hon Ken Travers:  Did you mean that it was marked to be reserved for timber, or that it was marked for logging?  
I am looking at the documents and I cannot see where it says that it is to be logged.  It was marked as a reserve 
for the purposes of timber.   

Hon DEE MARGETTS:  Well. 
Hon Ken Travers:  It is significantly different.   

Hon DEE MARGETTS:  It is different. 
Hon Ken Travers:  I would like to clarify that point because I do not see the word “logging” in the 
documentation in front of me.   
Hon DEE MARGETTS:  I will read through it again -  

The Department of Conservation and Land Management (CALM) has applied to excise the section 
shown coloured blue, -  

For those people who have a map in front of them, it is the new area to be excised and also the area to the north 
west -  

. . . vesting in the Forest Commission for “Timber”.  The balance of the reserve shown coloured green is 
required by CALM to be reserved for the amended purpose of “Conservation of Flora and Fauna”.   

The questions are clear.  Why has water management been dropped? 

Hon Ken Travers:  No, that is not the point.  You said it was reserved for logging.   

Hon DEE MARGETTS:  Sorry. 

Hon Ken Travers:  I am trying to clarify it.  That was the word you used.   

Hon DEE MARGETTS:  I will point out to the parliamentary secretary that that is the problem we have.  If the 
words “plantation” or “agroforestry” or some other word were used, we might have a better clue of what is 
proposed.  However, when the word “timber” is used, we are not necessarily assuming that the Government is 
talking about 60 years down the track.  Usually, if an area is being reserved for timber, one normally thinks it is 
going to be logged.  Yes, we may be wrong but this document has not given us much of an idea of what exactly 
is happening here.  That is exactly why -   
Hon Kim Chance:  There are timber reserves right through the wheatbelt.   

Hon DEE MARGETTS:  I am sure the minister is right.  However, we want to know more about this area before 
we are asked to authorise that this A-class reserve be cleared, if that is the case, and a slow-growing plantation 
type of timber be planted.  The notes on the amendment state - 
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The balance of the reserve shown coloured green is required by CALM to be reserved for the amended 
purpose of “Conservation of Flora and Fauna”.   

Why is this area no longer being managed for water quality?  It may well be that there are other issues - we do 
not know.  However, as a Parliament, this kind of information is inadequate.  Therefore, I seek leave to continue 
my remarks after I have had the chance to be more fully briefed on this proposal.   

[Leave granted for speech to be continued at a later stage.] 

HON CHRISTINE SHARP (South West) [4.32 pm]:  My colleague has adequately canvassed many of the 
issues regarding this change in purpose to and downgrading of the reserve.  I will comment on a couple of 
process matters because everybody is getting a bit frustrated with debating this matter.  Speaking on behalf of the 
Greens (WA), members need to understand that this activity is the kind of thing in which we take particular 
interest and we feel we have a responsibility for the protection of our conservation estate.  As members notice, 
from time to time, similar matters appear before the House and we receive the documentation as tabled.  There is 
a standard format for the provision of information in that documentation and the problem is that this standard 
process is rather inadequate.  Each time we receive the full details of the proposal, as set out under section 43 of 
the Land Administration Act that outlines the process of tabling documents in Parliament and the disallowable 
nature of the proposal, we receive virtually no information at all about why the change in land use has been 
proposed.  The substantive information is not provided to members and that is the problem.   

Hon Ken Travers:  I object because even after the disallowance was moved, two offers were made to Hon Dee 
Margetts by the minister’s office.  Messages were left on her office phone.  I understand that she may have 
returned the call to Minister Edwards’ office but she cannot say that that information was not made available.  
Two offers were made to brief the member.   

Hon CHRISTINE SHARP:  I am not aware of the detail behind what the member just said; I am commenting 
more generally because these matters regularly crop up.  The parliamentary secretary noted to me that this matter 
would have been canvassed with us because the consultation would have taken place earlier this year with local 
members.  I would like the parliamentary secretary to check what that means because I think he will find that it 
is most unlikely that Hon Dee Margetts in particular or other members would have received in correspondence 
this proposal for their due consideration.  I have never received anything like that in correspondence at my 
office.  I become aware of these matters only when they are tabled in Parliament with the inadequate information 
to which I have referred.  The problem with this process is staring us in the face, and it needs to be improved.  
When the department tables proposals for a significant land use change to the conservation estate, it needs to 
include some documentation that contains more substantive information than is the case under the current 
format.  The parliamentary secretary might perhaps do something useful and liaise about not only this matter but 
also the process in general.   

HON KEN TRAVERS (North Metropolitan - Parliamentary Secretary) [4.36 pm]:  I assume that the intention is 
to adjourn this matter to allow it to be considered next week rather than have the debate collapse.  My preference 
would be to have the matter brought to a conclusion today, and I will comment in that regard.   

The decision with regard to these sorts of issues is a government decision.  However, the opportunity is provided 
for the Parliament to disallow that decision; members must remember that.  In certain circumstances, some 
people are almost automatically moving disallowance motions so that they can make the decision one of the 
Parliament.  I do say that the Parliament does not allow that; the Act clearly provides for the Parliament to have a 
view about a government decision.  However, in the first instance - 

Hon Murray Criddle:  I would not like anybody to get the idea that when I move a disallowance motion, I do it 
without reason.  You said that members do it as a matter of -  

Hon KEN TRAVERS:  I am sorry if the member thought I was referring to all members; that was not my intent.   

Hon George Cash:  I certainly hope you are not including me in that.   

Hon KEN TRAVERS:  No, the smiling crocodile is not included in there either.   

Hon George Cash:  Good.  At least that is cleared up.   

Hon KEN TRAVERS:  Does anyone else want to be excluded?   

This issue has been on the Notice Paper for sometime.  I am more than happy to check exactly when the 
approaches were made to offer briefings, which is certainly the approach that I ask of the minister’s office when 
there is a disallowance motion.  Equally, however, when a member has moved a disallowance motion, he or she 
also has the opportunity to request a briefing.  Hopefully, we would end up with a cross-checking mechanism to 
ensure that these matters are addressed and before the disallowance motion is moved - again, Hon Murray 
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Criddle is right - we would try to ascertain the facts of the matter.  I accept that sometimes we might get caught 
short on these matters and then we would seek, as one of our standing committees often does, to move a 
disallowance motion as a holding mechanism if we have not been able to consider the matter in the ordinary 
course of events.  In the case of the committee, once it has considered the matter and realised that it is happy 
with it, it then seeks to withdraw the disallowance motion.   

The other point we must be very careful about with this issue is that members have raised concerns as a result of 
the terminology used.  By way of interjection, I asked a question of the member moving the disallowance 
motion, who made the comment that the reserve was for logging.  I was not aware of where that term occurred; 
the issue was one of a timber reservation.  The Minister for Forestry is probably more able to answer these 
questions, but I assume that the term “timber reservation” is used in the same way as the term “urban” is used in 
the metropolitan region scheme.  A range of things are allowed to happen within that broad definition.   
Hon Paddy Embry:  Are you passing the buck?  

Hon KEN TRAVERS:  No; I always defer to greatness, as we all should do in this place.  I defer to the greatness 
of the Leader of the House.  His knowledge is extensive and renowned.  
Hon Kim Chance:  You embarrass me, parliamentary secretary!  Timber reserves in the wheatbelt were for the 
most part for timber for fuel, rather than logging.  They were usually located around the pumping stations for the 
goldfields water pipeline.  

Hon KEN TRAVERS:  There is a broad definition of timber reserves, and the terminology has a broad range, in 
the same way as water reservations in regional areas are often used for dams.  Others will have greater 
knowledge than I on these matters.  This area was previously reserved for water and the conservation of flora 
and fauna.  The terminology for the remaining area, once the excision has taken place, will remove the reference 
to water.  Listening to the member, one would be left with the impression that a water reserve actually deals with 
salinity.  The area remaining for the purposes of the conservation of flora and fauna will actually have its 
protection enhanced.  I am sure others will surely correct me if I stray and get these matters wrong.  The 
conservation of flora and fauna and the removal of the reference to water will strengthen the reservation for the 
remaining area, in limiting what can be done on that land.  For that part, this is an improvement.  Under its 
previous designation of water and the conservation of flora, a range of options would have been possible.  There 
are many reserves in regional Western Australia that go down that path.  Water reserves do not deal with the 
issues of salinity.  
Hon Dee Margetts:  Excuse me?  

Hon KEN TRAVERS:  Water reservations are not there for the purposes of dealing with salinity.  They can be 
there for a range of reasons, but they are not exclusively there for the purposes - 
Hon Dee Margetts:  Not exclusively?  
Hon KEN TRAVERS:  The purpose of them is not to deal with salinity.  They may also deal with salinity, but it 
is also possible to build dams on those area, under the designation of a water reservation.   
Hon Dee Margetts:  If you have a water reservation, it is to protect the catchment.  
Hon Norman Moore:  I love it when friends fall out.  
Hon KEN TRAVERS:  The only difference is that we do not get to come into meetings of the Opposition to see 
friends falling out; we have to wait for The West Australian to be printed the next day.  It is always enjoyable.  
Hon Norman Moore:  Just for your information, that story in The West Australian was absolute drivel, but I find 
the situation in the government coalition very interesting.   
Several members interjected. 
The PRESIDENT:  Order!  The parliamentary secretary should not be distracted by interjections.  He should 
address the motion at hand.  
Hon KEN TRAVERS:  It is always enjoyable to talk about the falling out among friends.  Looking across the 
Chamber, we see that more regularly than we do on this side.  At least the Greens and the Labor Party are in 
different parties.  We have our differences, and that is why we are different parties.  
Hon Derrick Tomlinson:  Does not the right of the Labor Party hate the left, the centre right hate the centre left, 
and the right hate the centre left?  
Hon KEN TRAVERS:  Well, Frank Lindsay hates John Day, so that is the far right hating the centre left!  Is that 
where John Day lines up?   I digress; my apologies, Mr President.  Where does Hon Derrick Tomlinson line up, 
so that I can give him the rest of the field?  

The PRESIDENT:  Order!  The parliamentary secretary will deal with the motion.  
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Hon KEN TRAVERS:  Always beware that underneath the water lurk the smiling crocodiles! 
Hon Robyn McSweeney:  They might come up and bite you.  
Hon KEN TRAVERS:  In those water reserves in the north west lurk the smiling crocodiles.  
It has been made clear by the member moving the motion, and also by way of interjection, that the area intended 
to be reserved under the timber reservation was illegally cleared in about 1975 by the adjoining landowner.  In 
response to the comments by the member about the management of these reserves - 

Hon Dee Margetts:  That was not done by the Department of Conservation and Land Management, was it, given 
that the adjoining land is now held by the Forest Products Commission?  

Hon KEN TRAVERS:  It is really difficult to deal with a motion when one conspiracy theory after another is 
thrown up on these matters.  Hon Dee Margetts has thrown up a number of conspiracy theories throughout the 
debate today.  I was actually trying to agree - I think it was with the member’s colleague rather than the member 
herself - about the past history of these reserves.  I do not think the conspiracy theory of Hon Dee Margetts is 
correct, but even if it were, and the land was cleared by CALM, that would be a concern.  However, an adjoining 
landowner illegally cleared it, and it went undetected and unmanaged.  That is of concern, but we are talking 
about past history, and those sorts of things would not be occurring now to the degree to which they may have in 
the past.  If there are examples of it, those issues need to be managed.  I think Hon Christine Sharp raised that 
issue, and I was seeking to concur with her.  I would expect that most members in this place should agree with 
the view that illegal clearing should not be taking place on reservations for any purpose.  However, it has 
happened, and it was done by the adjoining landowner.  An inspection was undertaken in 1993, showing that the 
land had been fenced out of the adjoining property.  There has been some regeneration of native plants, but the 
area was predominantly covered by heavy pasture grasses.  In 1994 the Department of Conservation and Land 
Management formally requested the excision of the cleared area and its reservation for the purposes of timber, to 
be managed by the Conservation Commission.  CALM indicated at the time its intention to use the area as a trial 
sandalwood plot.  I understand that that is still the intention.   

The proposal was referred to the local shire, the Water Corporation and the Wheatbelt Development 
Commission, and no objections were made at that time.  Hon Dee Margetts, together with other local members, 
was afforded the opportunity to comment on the proposal on 24 March 2003, and raised no objections.  I am 
happy to identify exactly what the process was, but I am referring to the advice given to me.  I do not have a 
problem with the view that there should be a process to give members at that point the opportunity to raise 
objections.  Likewise, the proposal was advertised in The West Australian on 14 March, in accordance with the 
requirements of the Act, and no comments were received during the 30-day advertising period.  That is a 
requirement under the Act.  I expect people who have an interest in these matters to notice that.  Organisations 
throughout the State monitor those advertisements.  It is often an easy way of ensuring that either individuals or 
organisations can respond to these issues.   

Hon Murray Criddle interjected  

Hon KEN TRAVERS:  I hear things from the Department of Consumer and Employment Protection about 
extended shopping hours and based on that I make a decision.   

Hon Christine Sharp:  I suggest that perhaps the notification should go to only Assembly members; that is to say, 
members who represent a specific electorate and regional members can be informed.  That could be where the 
problem stems from.   

Hon KEN TRAVERS:  I would not like to insinuate that Hon Murray Criddle has been in the other place!  

Hon Christine Sharp:  I was not sure whether the member was referring to his party office or another office.  

Hon KEN TRAVERS:  I understand that in the past, the minister’s office has offered briefings to the member.  
She said yesterday that she would again check when those specific details were offered.  I come to this place 
with the view, which I impress on the minister’s office, that we should offer briefings when these matters are 
raised.  It is also incumbent on members when they wish to move disallowance motions to be proactive in 
requesting information so that they can be fully informed.  That is the way I would approach those matters if I 
were not a government member.  

Hon Paddy Embry:  You will soon be able to show people how. 

Hon KEN TRAVERS:  I do not intend for my career to last long enough.  I will not be here as long as the Leader 
of the Opposition.  

Hon Norman Moore:  I can almost guarantee that.  



Extract from Hansard 
[COUNCIL - Wednesday, 3 December 2003] 

 p14020b-14026a 
Hon Dee Margetts; Hon Dr Chrissy Sharp; Hon Ken Travers; President; Hon George Cash 

 [7] 

Hon KEN TRAVERS:  I read the Leader of the House’s inaugural speech the other day and in that he said that 
the Leader of the Opposition had told him he would be here for only one year.  However, he has well and truly 
outlasted that, so I am not too worried about the Leader of the Opposition’s judgment on those matters.  

Hon Norman Moore:  I was talking more about his eating habits.  If he is not careful, it will come true!  

Hon KEN TRAVERS:  The Government supports this excision.  It will ensure that that part of the land that has 
conservation values will be maintained under a reservation.  As I say, it is arguable that it will enhance the 
reservation by removing it from the water.  

Hon Jim Scott interjected.   

Hon KEN TRAVERS:  That is the difficulty.  The documentation was tabled in the House.  The problem is that 
members have seen some key words in the motion and the documents and have fairly readily jumped to some 
conclusions.  As I mentioned previously, the land we are talking about was illegally cleared in 1975.  

Hon Bill Stretch:  It was cleared, at least, unadvisedly.  

Hon KEN TRAVERS:  According to my advice it was illegal.   
Hon Bill Stretch interjected.   
Hon KEN TRAVERS:  I am happy to hear what the member wants to say.  He no doubt knows the area better 
than anyone else in this place because it is his home turf.   
Hon Kim Chance:  You cleared it didn’t you?  Come on, own up.  
Hon KEN TRAVERS:  I want to conclude my remarks but because Hon Christine Sharp sought to continue her 
remarks at a later stage, I also seek that opportunity in case I need to respond to those remarks on behalf of the 
Government.  
[Leave granted for speech to be continued at a later stage.]  

HON GEORGE CASH (North Metropolitan) [4.55 pm]:  We are discussing a motion moved by the Greens 
(WA) about an A-class reserve.  The original instrument that was tabled by the parliamentary secretary on behalf 
of the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure involves the reduction of an A-class reserve; therefore it is 
required to be considered by this Parliament.  The instrument was first tabled in this House on 9 September 
2003.  In the first instance, the parliamentary secretary suggested that the Department of Conservation and Land 
Management had applied to excise the section coloured blue on certain plans for reservation and vesting in the 
Forest Commission of WA for the purpose of timber.  Very soon after that, a correction document was raised in 
the House which reads - 

Mr President, I wish to advise Members that in relation to the Submission 10/2003 tabled in the Council 
on 9 September 2003, there was an error contained in the special report.   
Reference in paragraph 2, line 3 to Forest Commission should read Conservation Commission of 
Western Australia.  

It is important that that be understood.  It was corrected within a matter of days of the original instrument being 
tabled.  We are dealing with land that will involve the Conservation Commission of Western Australia.  
There has been some discussion about the present state of this land.  The parliamentary secretary has provided 
details about clearing of the land over recent years.  The Liberal Party takes an interest in the documents tabled 
in this place.  As it is a land matter, I was required to make a recommendation in the party room.  Before I did 
that, I asked one of our most experienced members of this House, someone who has an intimate knowledge of 
the Kojonup area and that general agricultural area, to look at the land to provide some professional advice on 
whether this disallowance motion should be supported.  In due course, that member can tell the House what he 
saw when he walked on the land.  We have at least taken the opportunity to have someone look at the land to see 
what it is all about.  I understand that there is a significant amount of low-lying shrub and salt-resistant tree 
species there.  One of the boundaries of the reserve is the Beaufort River.  That indicates how close it is to the 
river.  That does not alter the reason the Government is seeking this parliamentary approval.  It wants to excise 
39.986 hectares from reserve 1736.  That will leave reserve 1736 with 148.3831 hectares for, as the 
parliamentary secretary said, the conservation of flora and fauna.  The Liberal Party has satisfied itself about this 
land and about the Government’s intentions and it will not support the motion.  
On the question of reference, it is usual for members of the Legislative Council to be given information on these 
matters.  I understand that members of the Agricultural Region were given notice in March 2003.  Members do 
not always respond because they know that the local authorities are working with it or they will confirm things 
with the local authority, as Hon Murray Criddle said, or they will take other action that satisfies them and then 
leave the matter to proceed.  For the reasons I have given, the Liberal Party will not support the disallowance 
motion. 
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Debate interrupted, pursuant to standing orders. 
 


