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TIMBER INDUSTRY RESTRUCTURE, SOUTH WEST 
Motion 

MR OMODEI (Warren-Blackwood) [4.02 pm]:  I move - 

That this House condemns the Premier and the Labor Government for their failure to protect the 
livelihoods of families in the south west affected by the restructure of the timber industry and calls on 
the Premier to immediately visit the Warren district and explain to the people how the Government will 
attract alternative industry to create much needed jobs to replace those lost by his political decision. 

There is no doubt that the decisions made on forest policy by the Labor Party prior to the election were political 
decisions.  Over decades, management plans for our forest have enjoyed bipartisan support.  Other States have 
had similar bipartisan support, which seems now to be sadly lacking.  The Premier, given the opportunity to stick 
with the tried and proven method of scientific analysis, has failed.  Now, after political decisions about setting 
aside forests in reserves and cutting the volumes for timber production, a large amount of forest has been put into 
contiguous reserves, and is at risk.  On the pretext of protecting old-growth forest, the Premier of Western 
Australia and the Labor Government have consigned that forest to destruction somewhere down the track.  By 
that time, the current Premier may be off holding hands with his mate Tony Blair, but all of the resources, men 
and equipment will not protect those forests from a fire of any significant magnitude. 

I refer to the issues that have been raised in the Parliament today, by way of setting a base to this debate.  Today, 
in question time, I asked a series of questions, which had been sent to the Minister for the Environment and 
Heritage initially.  The first question asked about the volumes that some sawmillers had been given, and why 
other millers had not been given commitments.  The second question asked which sawmillers had received 
commitments, and what were the volumes, and the third question asked why, when the Government made its 
announcement about jarrah volumes, it did not announce the volumes of karri, marri, blackbutt and third-grade 
jarrah.  The fourth question asked why the Nannup and Greenbushes mills could get contracts without 
management plans but nobody else could.  The Government has consistently been saying that a management 
plan must exist before any contracts for timber can be granted.  Under the previous Government, a 13-year 
contract was signed with Blueleaf Corporation Pty Ltd at Greenbushes, while the current Government signed a 
contract for 13 years for the Nannup mill, having reduced the volume by half, down to 20 000 cubic metres.  
This is common knowledge.  When I referred the question to the Minister for the Environment and Heritage, her 
office, or the minister herself, said that this was a matter -  

Dr Edwards:  It would have been my office, because I did not know about the question until 2.00 pm.  

Mr OMODEI:  I am sorry about that, but the Opposition gave notice of the question at 12 noon.  The Minister’s 
office - obviously it was not the minister - sent the question to the Minister for Agriculture, Forestry and 
Fisheries, who, I understand, then advised the parliamentary secretary, the member for Cockburn.  Is that 
correct?  

Mr Logan interjected.  

Mr OMODEI:  Is the member for Cockburn saying that he had no knowledge of this question of which we gave 
two hours notice?  

Mr Logan:  This afternoon the member for Warren-Blackwood accused me of having knowledge of that 
question.  That will appear in Hansard.  We went outside to the Premier’s office and proved that that was not the 
case.  Why does the member for Warren-Blackwood not retract that statement?  

Mr OMODEI:  Methinks the member for Cockburn protesteth too much.  I am not about dobbing in officers of 
the Parliament on this issue.   

Mr Kucera:  You are misleading Parliament.  

Mr OMODEI:  The Minister for Health can say all he likes.  The Department of Health is already in enough of a 
mess without the comments of the Minister for Health.   

The facts of the matter are that both the Minister for the Environment and Heritage and the Parliamentary 
Secretary to the Minister for Agriculture, Forestry and Fisheries had knowledge of these questions.  

Several members interjected.  

Mr OMODEI:  I cannot believe that the Minister for the Environment and Heritage and the parliamentary 
secretary did not know about the questions.  If the Minister for the Environment and Heritage’s staff cannot find 
her for two hours, in the middle of the parliamentary session, just before question time - 
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Dr Edwards:  The content is not in my portfolio; it comes under the portfolio of the Minister for Forestry and 
Fisheries.  

Mr OMODEI:  I refer the minister to a press statement of 7 September 2001.  It is a joint media statement by 
Hon Judy Edwards, MLA and Hon Kim Chance, MLC.  The statement refers to requests for proposals, and the 
volumes of timber that were to be made available.  Is the minister trying to suggest that, having put out a joint 
press statement with the Minister for Forestry and Fisheries, she did not know the answers to these questions?   
They are very simple questions, and I will now answer them for the minister.  The first question asks if the 
minister can confirm that some small sawmillers have been given a commitment for first and second grade jarrah 
sawlogs, but the vast majority have not; and, if so, why.  It is true - some sawmillers have received volumes 
while the vast majority have not.  We may never know why.  I daresay that, in the fullness of time, all will be 
revealed about why some people in the timber industry are treated one way, and others are treated differently.  In 
relation to which sawmillers have received commitments and the volumes offered, 23 000 cubic metres of jarrah 
have gone to Greenbushes; 20 000 to Nannup; 70 000 to Sotico Pty Ltd; and 30 000 to Cardoso Pty Ltd.  That 
makes a total of 143 000 cubic metres, of which only 140 000 is available, using up the moratorium areas and the 
areas outside the boundaries of the national parks. 

We will never know the answer to the third question, as to why the Government did not make the announcement.  
Why is the Government focused only on jarrah?  For the past year and a half press statements have been made 
about the volumes of timber for Pemberton.  As a matter of fact, a cabinet decision by the former Government 
was that there would be 50 000 cubic metres of karri and a package worth $5 million to assist the Pemberton 
mill.  That was picked up in the Labor Party’s policy, but the Government could not even answer that question.  
The other question relates to blackbutt and marri.  This is all information that the Forest Products Commission 
has at its fingertips.  There is no reason this question could not have been answered today.  

The fourth and last question is the most important.  We have been given the excuse that the Government cannot 
allocate any timber because it does not have a management plan in place.  The Government could make an 
announcement about a volume of timber, and make the management plan fit that volume.  That is what is 
happening with the Greenbushes and Nannup mills.  That is okay.  Why can we not do it with the others? 

Mr Bradshaw:  How many studies of the timber industry have taken place over the past 20 years? 

Mr OMODEI:  The member might recall that the Regional Forest Agreement debate went through the science of 
the forest and the volumes set by the coalition Government.  The jarrah volume had been reduced from 324 000 
cubic metres to 286 000 cubic metres.  I will refer to the history of the volumes.  This information comes from 
the Forest Products Commission annual report, which should be fairly accurate -  

 . . . the current Forest Management Plan 1994 - 2003  . . .  

In 1999 the Regional Forest Agreement . . . set new sawlog sustained yield levels for the period 1999 - 
2003 inclusive of an average 324,000 cubic metres per annum of jarrah first and second grade sawlogs, 
186,000 cubic metres of karri first and second grade sawlogs - subsequently adjusted to 149,000 cubic 
metres by Government policy . . .  

That was a result of the Ferguson report, which studied the old-growth forest in the production areas.  Marri was 
reduced to a yearly take of 78 000 cubic metres -   

As at the end of the 2000-2001 financial year, the FPC was managing and administering more than 200 
contracts for the sale of forest products, approximately 65 contracts for the harvesting of forest 
products, and approximately 50 contracts for the provision of services relating to road . . .  

I am trying to paint a picture of where we were during our term of government and where we are now.  Timber 
volumes were set under the previous management plans.  During the last Labor Government, former Labor 
Minister Hodge presided over a cut for first and second-grade jarrah of 680 000 cubic metres, and under Minister 
McGinty the cut was reduced to 520 000 cubic metres.  The cut was further reduced to 324 000 cubic metres 
under our coalition Government, and again to 286 000 cubic metres under the RFA.  I am sure everyone would 
agree that that is a significant reduction.   

The catchcry was that we should stop logging old-growth forests.  The old saying is that if someone says 
something often, long and hard enough, people will start believing it. 

Mr Masters:  The bigger the lie, the easier it is for people to believe it. 

Mr OMODEI:  It was all done for a political purpose.   

We do not hear about the furniture industry in Western Australia.  I understand that it is worth $400 million to 
the State.  The industry generates sales outside the State that are worth an impressive $55 million and directly 
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employs approximately 4 000 people.  I am sure last year’s winner of the award for best dining room furniture, 
Maha Damouni, who owns Antry Pty Ltd in Cannington, would attest that our timber is ideally suited for a range 
of things, particularly fine furniture.  The important statistic is that of the 4 000 people being employed in the 
furniture industry alone in Western Australia.  How many will be employed when the Government reduces the 
volume for jarrah by 60 per cent and for karri by 80 per cent?   

Sharefarms have been established.  A significant number of sharefarms are in place, and 30 per cent of the 
revenue from the harvested wood is returned to the farmer.  Over 1 000 sharefarm agreements are in place, and 
have been since before the Labor Party came into power.  Companies involved in the blue gum plantation 
industry include Bunbury Tree Farms, which is a joint venture between Mitsui Plantation Development 
(Australia) Pty Ltd, Nippon Paper Industries and MCA Afforestation Pty Ltd; Albany Plantation Forest 
Company of Australia Pty Ltd, which is a joint venture between Oji Paper Company, Itochu Corporation, 
Senshukai Company and Tohoku Electric Power Company; and Hansol Australia Pty Ltd, which is a subsidiary 
of Hansol Forem Co Ltd and Pulpwood International Pty Ltd.  Some very big players in the international market 
are involved in the plantation industry in Western Australia.  The Premier opened the Albany woodchip mill last 
week.  All the approaches to the mill, the railway line and the headworks funding were provided by the previous 
Government. 

Mr Barnett:  He told people that displaced timber workers would get jobs in that industry. 

Mr OMODEI:  Exactly.  The Labor Party’s policy is that 230 jobs will be created in the plantation industry.  
Those jobs already exist.  They will not replace jobs in the timber industry.  The Parliament should note that the 
Leader of the Opposition, who was previously the Minister for Resources Development, drove to Albany for the 
opening because there was no room on the plane.  The Leader of the Opposition does not have an air charter 
allowance that he could have used to visit a significant regional project that was orchestrated by him and his 
department.  He had to listen to the Labor Party tell everybody how good it is.  It was an absolute disgrace.   

A record 4 876 hectares of pine resource, comprising 4 659 hectares of maritime pine - Pinus pinaster - and 217 
hectares of Pinus radiata, was planted in the 2000 season.  The total area established under the maritime pine 
project is now approximately 11 600 hectares.  The plantings in the 2000 season were in the 400 to 600-
millimetre rainfall zone, which will combat salinity in the areas surrounding Moora, Dandaragan, Katanning and 
Esperance.  It involved 57 properties.  When the minister responds, she might give us a status report on the 
maritime pine project.  I understand that it has been reduced and that the Government is backing out of those 
commitments.   

I now talk about Nannup Mill.  I have been to Nannup a few times, as have the Leader of the Opposition and the 
shadow Minister for Forestry.  We went last week.  The mill has been a great success.  I clearly recall the Labor 
Party claiming all the credit for it.  However, the previous Government had already put in place the arrangements 
for the Blueleaf Corporation Pty Ltd project at Greenbushes mill, and that is proceeding very well with the 
addition of manufacturer Stallwood Furniture to that site.  The owners of the Nannup Mill, Nannup Timber 
Processing - which used to be M&B Sales - were to turn the mill over and reduce the volume from 40 000 cubic 
metres to 20 000 cubic metres while maintaining the same number of employees and further value-adding the 
product.  I remember the Premier interjecting across the Chamber during a grievance debate that the mill was a 
Labor Party initiative.  I will tell the House the story.  Our Government had agreement with the new owner of 
Nannup Mill on everything, including headworks.  The only things that remained to be resolved were 
arrangements for power headworks, drainage and other minor matters, but the project was signed by the new 
Labor Government.  The mill is a victory for commonsense.  We find that instead of 46 people being employed 
at Nannup Mill, 64 people are employed, and the project is proceeding with great alacrity.  It is going well, and 
spirits are good.  The owners need some more government assistance, but they are running a viable business.  I 
spoke to the principal of Nannup Mill, Rob Hossen.  I said that the project was great and a victory for 
commonsense.  I asked how many Labor members had visited Nannup since he opened the mill.  He replied that 
not one Labor member had been to Nannup.  They sit over there, squeaking about how they stitched up the deal - 

Mr McRae:  That is not true. 

Mr OMODEI:  Is Rob Hossen telling lies? 

Mr McRae:  I was in Nannup in January. 

Mr OMODEI:  I will have to ask Rob about that because he told me point-blank -  

Mr Bowler:  It was during the Nannup folk festival. 

Mr OMODEI:  Was the member for Riverton at the mill or the Nannup music festival? 



Extract from Hansard 
[ASSEMBLY - Wednesday, 20 March 2002] 

 p8637b-8665a 
Mr Paul Omodei; Mr Colin Barnett; Mr Tony McRae; Mr Rob Johnson; Mr Bernie Masters; Deputy Speaker; 

Mr Alan Carpenter; Dr Judy Edwards; Speaker; Mr Fran Logan; Mr Max Trenorden; Dr Geoff Gallop 

 [4] 

Mr McRae:  I was at neither. 

Mr OMODEI:  Here we go again.  He was on holiday.  He was not at the mill at all.  He was looking around the 
town.  He never went to the mill.  The member should not try his strongarm union tactics with me because I can 
handle him any day of the week. 

The Nannup project is an excellent example of what should have happened to the timber industry across Western 
Australia.  Under the previous coalition Government’s proposal, there would have been 286 000 cubic metres of 
jarrah, and the timber and furniture industry in Western Australia would have been viable, with value adding of 
the karri at Pemberton.  That is what it was about.   

I will go a step further to the request for proposals.  It is now March 2002.  The industry has wanted a clear 
indication from the Government of what the volumes will be so that it can apply for the federal government 
money and the state government forest industry structural adjustment package assistance money.  The State has 
been obfuscating on the whole issue.  The matter has been to Cabinet, come away from Cabinet, gone back to 
Cabinet and so on.  This motion is directed at the Premier of Western Australia because of his failure, as 
Premier, to visit the south west of Western Australia to talk with people; and he is not in the Chamber.  I have 
been talking for 20 minutes, and the Premier has not got the courage to come into the Chamber and face the 
situation. 

The request for proposals, which was vital to the future of the timber industry in Western Australia and the 
employment of people in the south west, was put out by the Forest Products Commission in November last year, 
and people had to respond by 3.00 pm on Tuesday, 4 December 2001.  The important thing is that the request for 
proposals referred to the log pricing details, different royalties for each cubic metre of timber, log delivery, from 
where the volume would come and the details of the logs that would be made available, including the regular 
jarrah first and second-grade sawlogs.  It is interesting to note that the northern timber supply area would 
produce 40 per cent; the Mornington timber supply area would produce another 25 per cent; the Greenbushes 
timber supply area would produce 10 per cent; the Nannup-Sunklands area would produce 15 per cent; and the 
southern timber supply area would produce 10 per cent.  When the calculation is done, it comes to 140 000 cubic 
metres plus, and the total jarrah required for Greenbushes, Nannup and Manjimup is 83 000 cubic metres.  Guess 
where that timber will come from?  The majority of it will come from north of the Blackwood River.  On my 
calculation, it will cost about half a million dollars extra in freight to cart that timber to the heart of the value-
adding timber industry area.  Therefore, only 14 000 cubic metres of timber will come from the southern timber 
supply area, when thousands of square kilometres of timber are in that southern area.  That is how good the 
Government’s decision is and how much it thought through the impact of its political decision relating to forests. 

I do not think anybody calculated what the reduction in royalties would be as a result of reducing the volumes by 
60 per cent for jarrah and 80 per cent for karri.  I do not think anybody calculated accurately the cost of exiting 
businesses and exiting people.  Good Western Australian taxpayers’ money has been paid to put people out of 
work.  That is what has happened in Western Australia.  When the federal Minister for Forestry and 
Conservation said that he had $15 million available for restructuring the timber industry and asked what was the 
volume of timber, he was pilloried by the State Government because he did not release the money.  How can he 
release the money if he does not know what the volume of timber is?  I spoke to Ian Macdonald, the federal 
Minister for Forestry and Conservation, last weekend.  I said to him point-blank that I did not want him to 
release one single cent of Australian taxpayers’ money to put people out of work.  I will not support that kind of 
action.  That is the sort of action taken by the Labor Government in Western Australia. 

I will refer to the volumes.  I have here a legal document released to timber millers.  It is a request for proposal 
for purchase of forest products.  This document refers to not only the distances, the volumes and the royalties, 
but also specifically, the type of timber.  It mentions 97 000 cubic metres of jarrah first and second-grade timber.  
The figure is 97 000 cubic metres because 23 000 cubic metres has already been allocated to Greenbushes and 
20 000 cubic metres to Nannup.  Naturally, it adds up to 140 000 cubic metres of timber.  However, the 
document goes on to mention that there will be 35 000 cubic metres a year of additional low-grade jarrah timber, 
and of course the millers would apply for that.  The document states - 

Further quantities of jarrah sawlogs may arise from the availability of resource currently held under 
moratorium and from carryover of resource released by early stepdown prior to December 2003. 

It is well known that the Minister for Forestry, who has a reasonable handle on this issue, favours 140 000 cubic 
metres of indicative yield, plus the moratorium areas, which is another 40 000 cubic metres.  That brings the 
figure in total to 180 000 cubic metres.  The Opposition has told the Government in debate in this Parliament that 
it would be happy to support that total of 180 000 cubic metres.  The Opposition lent strength to the arm of the 
state Minister for Forestry so that he could go to the WA Cabinet and say, “180 000 cubic metres has the support 
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of the Opposition.  This is a good idea.”  Guess what has happened.  The announcement made the other day, 
which mentioned winners, stated that there would be an indicative amount of only 140 000 cubic metres.  It then 
states that there will be 500 job losses - great news!  This is another joint statement.  It states - 

Cabinet has reaffirmed an indicative sustained yield of 140,000 cubic metres per annum. 
However, the Opposition and the industry know that within that 140 000 cubic metres are the moratorium areas 
and the step-down.  Therefore, the Government in Western Australia has reduced by 40 000 cubic metres the 
volume of timber that the timber industry in Western Australia expected to receive.  Why?  It has been done 
deliberately to satisfy the Greens (WA) so that the Labor Party can get through its other legislation.  Why is the 
Parliament dealing with gay and lesbian legislation?  It is because, by doing so, the Greens will support the 
Labor Party when it comes to one vote, one value and electoral redistribution.  What a callous, cynical exercise.  
We are playing with the lives of human beings.  Human beings are more important than trees.  It is not as though 
all the forests in WA have been knocked down.  The Government is talking about putting another 500 000 
hectares of forest into secure reserves - a contiguous area that goes from the Hay River east of Denmark to Black 
Point just east of Augusta.   
I will tell the House what will happen.  This year there has been an unprecedented amount of lightning in 
Western Australia, and people have seen the fires.  On the south coast, in the D’Entrecasteaux National Park in 
the Scott River area, 50 000 hectares of forest have been completely decimated.  The reeds in the wetlands have 
been burnt right to the top of the water.  Fifty-year-old peppermint trees that I could not put my arms around 
have been completely destroyed.  Why?  It is because the Government and the Department of Conservation and 
Land Management are concerned about smoke haze over Perth - smoke-minimisation policy, they call it.  
What happens when there is to be a hazard reduction burn?  The boys go out first thing in the morning with all 
their gear - the bulldozers, the tractors, and the spotter planes and the bombers ready to go.  They get a weather 
report at seven o’clock - it looks like the weather will be okay!  At eight o’clock they get another report - it looks 
like the weather will be okay!  More reports come in at nine o’clock and 10 o’clock.  At 11 o’clock, according to 
the weather report, there is the possibility of some smoke haze over Perth!  What happens?  Everyone goes 
home.  Let me tell the House what happened with the Sydney bushfire.  Do members know where the fire was 
stopped?  It was stopped at last year’s clear fell area!  If there is no activity in the forest in the Walpole 
wilderness area, whether it be some form of harvesting, creating a buffer or maintaining roads, the forest is 
destined for destruction.  I have said it before and I will say it again: members should speak to me.  They should 
not speak to Peter Robertson or Beth Schultz.  They should speak to the people who have spent a lifetime there; 
the people who used to take their cattle to the pastoral leases: the Muirs, the Scotts, the Dicksons and the 
Wheatleys.  They have been doing it for over 100 years.  They know the forest, they know the heath land, and 
they know the coast.  At this time of the year, when three or four inches of rain fell, they would drive their cattle 
back towards Deeside, Manjimup and Bridgetown and they would light up the coastal plain.  A person could ride 
a horse at full gallop through the karri forest in those days.  Try to do it there now.  In winter a person could not 
walk 10 metres because he would get soaking wet.  In summer most tourists would be too frightened to go into 
the forest. 

I apologise for sometimes getting emotional about this issue.  It is a great shame that I have to come into this 
revered place in Western Australia - the Parliament - and get thrown out to make a point for the benefit of the 
people in my electorate! 

Mr McRae:  You did it at the instruction of the Leader of the Opposition. 

Withdrawal of Remark 

Mr BARNETT:  The member for Riverton has impugned my reputation and that of the member for Warren-
Blackwood.  He accused the member for Warren-Blackwood of being thrown out of the House under my 
instructions.  That is impugning both our reputations.  I demand that the member for Riverton immediately 
withdraw the remark and apologise.   

Mr McRAE:  The member for Warren-Blackwood referred to an event that happened a few weeks ago during a 
sitting of this House.  During another heated debate on a similar issue I observed the Leader of the Opposition 
pass on an instruction to the member for Kingsley, who passed on the instruction. 

Dr Constable interjected. 

Mr McRAE:  If the member for Churchlands wants to say something about this, she is more than welcome to 
stand up and do so.  Following the transmission of the message down the chain, the member for Warren-
Blackwood continued to breach the standing orders of this House.  He was asked to withdraw his comments, he 
refused, and he was ejected.  It was clear that was the result of the conversation.  I stand by my allegation of how 
events occurred.  There is no point of order. 



Extract from Hansard 
[ASSEMBLY - Wednesday, 20 March 2002] 

 p8637b-8665a 
Mr Paul Omodei; Mr Colin Barnett; Mr Tony McRae; Mr Rob Johnson; Mr Bernie Masters; Deputy Speaker; 

Mr Alan Carpenter; Dr Judy Edwards; Speaker; Mr Fran Logan; Mr Max Trenorden; Dr Geoff Gallop 

 [6] 

Mr JOHNSON:  A motion should be moved to refer the comments of the member for Riverton to the Procedure 
and Privileges Committee.  What he has said is an absolute disgrace and an affront to this House. 

Mr Bowler:  How would you know? 

Mr JOHNSON:  Because he does not know the truth.  He is telling untruths in this House.  He never heard one 
word that came from the Leader of the Opposition telling the member for Warren-Blackwood to say the words 
he said.  It is absolutely untrue.  He has no evidence whatsoever.  Show us any evidence in Hansard.  The 
member knows that what he is saying is untrue.  He is just guessing that it may have been the message.  I assure 
the House that it was not the message.  I know what was said because the Leader of the Opposition told me.  It 
was not what the member for Riverton has said.  What he has said is an affront to the House.  It should be 
referred to the Procedure and Privileges Committee.  He has denigrated and impugned the integrity of the Leader 
of the Opposition.  It is absolutely unfounded.  I ask the Deputy Speaker to rule the member for Riverton out of 
order, and to ask him to withdraw the comment and apologise. 

Mr MASTERS:  This is nothing more than a deliberate stunt by the member for Riverton to try to distract 
attention from the very serious issues put forward by the member for Warren-Blackwood.  The member for 
Riverton has impugned the character and integrity of the two members he referred to.  I agree with all members 
from this side.  His actions deserve a strong reaction to make him withdraw his words. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  Things are said in this House from time to time that should not be said.  I do not 
believe there is a point of order in this case, however, it is close to being borderline.  We are talking about a 
statement of opinion about one member enticing another.  I am not sure that it is unparliamentary.  I consider it 
something that members should not say.  I rule that there is no point of order.  The member for Warren-
Blackwood has the call.  I warn members to be careful about their comments, given Standing Order No 92.   

Mr BARNETT:  Will the Deputy Speaker explain the use of the word “enticing”?  In what context is it used?  I 
need to understand the ruling. 

Mr McRAE:  In order to refocus debate on the matters raised by the member for Warren-Blackwood in his 
motion, I am willing to withdraw my remark unreservedly. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  Thank you. 

Debate Resumed 

Mr OMODEI:  The member obviously did not mean what he said.  The comment made to me, through the 
member for Kingsley, was to withdraw my comment.  I hope that has sunk in with the member for Riverton.  I 
thank my colleagues for trying to defend me.  I assure my colleagues that I do not need their protection as I have 
been able to stand up for myself for a long time, whether it be in this place or in the bush.  I appreciate their 
concern.  I am concerned about the deception by this Government.  I am concerned about what is happening to 
families in the lower south west.  I am concerned that during 30 minutes of debate the Premier of Western 
Australia has not been in the House when he knew this debate would take place.  Perhaps he is skulking in a 
corner somewhere taking advice from his learned bureaucrats.  If he is, he lacks internal fortitude.  He should be 
here. 

I was talking about the future shape of the industry.  A press release was made jointly by the Minister for the 
Environment and the Minister for Forestry.  We know that this matter has been debated by the cabinet standing 
committee and in Cabinet.  I am given to believe by a very reliable source that when this matter was discussed 
about three weeks ago and Cabinet could not reach an agreement, the Premier said, “I am sick and tired of this 
issue; just pay them up and piss them off!”  That is what he said.   

Withdrawal of Remark 

Mr CARPENTER:  I almost never raise a point of order but that language is clearly unparliamentary. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  Given my prior ruling, I ask the member to withdraw the comment. 

Mr OMODEI:  I withdraw. 

Debate Resumed 

Several members interjected. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  Order!  I ask members to show each other due courtesy so that the debate can 
continue.  Conversations across the House should cease so we are all able to hear the member who has the call. 

Mr OMODEI:  It gives me no great joy to refer to comments made by the Premier in Cabinet, but what else can I 
do if that is the attitude of the Premier of Western Australia to people in the south west who are losing their jobs?  
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The people in the south west are losing their jobs not because of economic circumstances but because of political 
decisions made by the Labor Government in Western Australia.  This resource does not belong to somebody 
else; it belongs to the people of Western Australia.  It is the most sustainable and renewable resource on this 
earth.  When members go into the community every day their actions damage the environment.  The only people 
who do not damage the environment when they go into the forest are the foresters, because they are managing a 
renewable resource. 

Mr Kucera:  They just cut it down. 

Mr OMODEI:  The Minister for Health really is a smart alec.  He knows a lot about the health industry in 
Western Australia, which is why it is going backwards at a great rate of knots.  He should think about what he 
does each day when he sits in his wonderful brick house and uses gas and fuel resources. 

I was trying to refer to the winners announced in the joint press release.  My question to the Minister for the 
Environment’s office was based on commonsense and matters that the Forest Products Commission and the 
Department of Conservation and Land Management have been referring to for the past 10 years.  The office 
could not answer the question.  The minister should ask her staff what they were thinking.  She knows full well 
that they could have answered the question - or half answered it, maybe.  They could have said that they would 
allow a cut of 180 000 cubic metres. 

I was talking about the winners and the shape of the new jarrah industry in Western Australia.  The industry is 
allowed 140 000 cubic metres of timber.  I am told that within that amount 20 000 cubic metres are for the step 
down and 20 000 cubic metres are for the moratorium areas and the boundaries.  That means that the 
Government’s announcement is not for 140 000 cubic metres but 100 000.  I understand that a buffer amount is 
being considered within that figure.  If the minister wishes to completely decimate the south west, she should 
carry on. 

Ten people have been named as the winners.  They are well-deserving people.  Appadene Forest Projects 
currently cuts about 500 cubic metres and needs about 1 000 cubic metres.  Australian Craftwood and Timbers 
Pty Ltd is owned by Barry Owens.  Cardoso Pty Ltd is owned by Peter and Caesare Colli in Dwellingup.  There 
are G.W. and N.L. Saunders in Collie and Inglewood Products Group at Malaga, Mundijong and Manjimup.  
Inglewood Products Group is the company that we had almost signed, sealed and delivered under the coalition 
Government to go to Manjimup to take over the old canning company and employ 85 people and spend 
$7 million on state of the art furniture manufacturing equipment.  I rang the Minister for State Development 
within a few days of the election and said that there were a few ways in which to secure the resource for the 
company.  The minister took that on board.  Three months later I was talking to Dino Gossatti at his Malaga 
plant and asked how his discussions with the Government had been going.  His response was that he had not 
seen anyone in three months.  His company was prepared to spend millions of dollars to employ people, which 
the Government needed to offset the job losses.  That proposal was not proceeded with.  I understand it is still 
somewhere in the running. 

There is also J.A. House Sawmilling at Busselton, Middlesex Mill at Manjimup, Sotico Pty Ltd, Dean Mill at 
Yarloop and Collie, Whiteland Milling at Busselton and the Yornup Mill at Yornup, owned by my good friend 
Noel Holdsworth.  Not mentioned on the list which I have referred to as the magnificent 10 are the Nannup Mill 
and the Greenbushes Mill which already have a 13-year contract for their timber.  The timber that is to go to 
Sotico Pty Ltd, Cardoso Pty Ltd at Dwellingup and Nannup and Greenbushes adds up to 143 000 cubic metres.  
The press statement of 27 February announced that 10 more companies would be getting timber.  They must be 
going to receive second grade timber; or will the minister allocate some of that timber in the moratorium and 
step-down areas? 

Dr Edwards:  All will be revealed. 

Mr OMODEI:  All will be revealed in the fullness of time.  That is what we have been listening to.  The 
Government has said that it is concerned about the environment and that it will make decisions on a scientific 
basis.  Will the minister tell me that the old-growth decision was a scientific decision?  The Regional Forest 
Agreement was a scientific decision.  It is interesting to note that in the Senate last week the RFA legislation was 
finally passed.  It has had the longest gestation period of any Bill in the Senate for many years.  It has taken four 
years to get it passed.  Guess how it was passed.  It was passed by the coalition with the support of the Labor 
Party. 

Senator Bob Brown said right to the last minute that people were still logging in wilderness areas.  When people 
attempted to pin him down on where it was happening, he could not give an answer.  The federal RFA must now 
pass through the House of Representatives, which I presume it will do.  We will then have federal legislation 
giving security of tenure for 20 years for those States that have an RFA. 
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I attended the Timber Communities Australia conference in Tasmania the other day.  The member for Cockburn 
should have gone there because he might have learnt something from the Deputy Premier of Tasmania, who is 
his union mate from the Federated Storemen and Packers Union.  I reckon that he would be right up his alley.  
The Deputy Premier of Tasmania is also the Minister for Forests and, as we all know, about six other portfolios 
as well.  He said that the damage the greens were doing to the industry in Tasmania is an abomination.  He said 
that there was bipartisan support in Tasmania for the RFA.  He said that projects were going well and creating 
more jobs.  When somebody questioned him about his attitude to what was happening in Western Australia, he 
said that he felt sorry for us.  What a sham.  That shows the complete contrast between the can-do Labor 
Government in Tasmania and the Gallop no-can-do Government in Western Australia because it is frightened of 
the Greens (WA). 

I do not know whether members saw the television footage the other night of an attack that was carried out on 
machinery at a mill site in Tasmania causing $4 million of damage.  It has not yet been established who were the 
perpetrators.  The Tasmanian State Government has offered a $100 000 reward for information leading to the 
arrest of any of the people involved.  It has not been established that the green movement did the damage, but 
there is strong suspicion that it did.  The $4 million of damage was devastating.  The position was similar in 
Western Australia during the run up to the last state election.  Greens were tied up to machinery and defecating 
on machinery in front of police officers.  They tried to burn bulldozers.  The shirt of one of the contractors 
caught alight.  Where did that information come out?  We did not see it.  However, the people in the south west 
lived with that every day.  They lived with people tying themselves to trees. 

The mayor of Moon’s Crossing is a young bloke who works in the timber industry.  He has a young family with 
four young children.  When the greens moved in to Moon’s Crossing to stop logging in that area, he and a few of 
his mates from the timber community moved in alongside them.  They completely defused the whole situation.  
At Barragup at Nannup only a few months ago they did the same thing.  Reneo went in there with his dreadlocks, 
as the undercover agent, and found out what was going on.  All the machines were tied up with wire and wire 
was strung across logging tracks.  These events have not been reported in the media.  They have happened since 
the election.  During all this time 50-plus mills have closed.  These are the men of timber.  Men of timber were 
part of the origins of Western Australia.  They cut down Swan River mahogany to build railway lines and 
wharves.  They exported timber to line the streets of London.  Timber mills have a long, proud history in the 
area.  I am not a timber man; I am a farmer, and I know the people of Pemberton.  Some young men are from 
families that have been in the timber industry for five generations, but those young men have lost their jobs and 
are receiving dole payments.  When former Premier, Richard Court, backflipped on his decision to log karri, he 
told Cabinet that he must go down to Pemberton and face the people.  He got kicked all over the park, as the 
saying goes.  He accepted people’s criticism and responded courteously to them.  In the three weeks prior to 
visiting the area he met the doctor, the dame, the dressmaker and the football coach. 

This Government took a quantum step based on a political decision rather than on science.  Surely it would be 
commonsense, therefore, for the Premier of Western Australia to visit Pemberton or Manjimup to explain the 
Government’s intentions and that a range of people are considering various issues.  

I will tell members how many committees and bodies have been established: there is the Forest Products 
Commission, the Conservation Commission of Western Australia, the Cabinet standing committee comprising 
half a dozen ministers, the ministerial advisory committee chaired by Judge Gunning, the round table discussion 
group, a series of subreference groups, the South West Area Consultative Group, the Warren-Blackwood Human 
Resources Group, the Walpole Wilderness Committee, the Timber Industry Restructuring Assistance Centre, the 
South West Development Commission, business enterprise centres and so on.  How many more committees or 
bodies do we want?  What does a political party do first when it is in trouble?  It sets up a committee.  Those 
committees are becoming sick and tired of the Government’s inaction, as are many of the bureaucrats in the 
minister’s department.  Every time something looks as though it will come to fruition or a signature is close to 
endorsing a project it does not happen.  One timber exit recipient was sent four different cheques.  The first 
cheque did not include goods and services tax, the second cheque was not made out to the right amount and there 
was something else wrong with the third cheque.  The fourth cheque was correct.  That is a reflection of this 
Government’s incompetence.  The person to whom the cheque was made out had to wait 14 months to be paid.  I 
would like to sit down with the minister or somebody and work through the issues.  Surely to God a proposal to 
exit a business or provide an assistance package does not need to be referred to Cabinet three or four times.  
Bureaucracies are in place to handle that sort of thing.  Has the minister not heard the saying, “The Government 
doesn’t change; only politicians do.”  If departments employ good bureaucrats they should be allowed to 
implement a system that works so that they can get on with their task, for God’s sake.  

The Premier could visit the timber region armed with proposals to implement a basket of projects that could 
generate jobs.  One such project is the Deanmill and Manjimup production centre value-adding project, which 
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involves Dino Gossatti, Clare Craft and Max Jensen.  A quick decision should be made to assist that project.  
Another is the Pemberton mill value-adding project, to which the previous Cabinet allocated $5 million and 
which the Labor Government supported.  The Pemberton recreation centre is another one to which I will refer 
later.  A biosphere plant could be developed on the Diamond mill site, which holds the chip mill and which has 
been there since 1975.  It was built under the former Labor Government when Dave Evans was a very good 
Minister for Forests and Agriculture.  Marri timber will take over all of the forest coups if it is not harvested and 
used in manufacturing.  It should be chipped and used to fuel a biosphere plant to generate electricity that can be 
pumped back into the grid, rather than be left on the ground.  Proponents have expressed interest in doing that.  

The Department of Justice work camps, established when Peter Foss was the minister, helped Walpole win the 
national tidy towns competition.  They employ people from Pardelup who are on work release programs.   
Noxious weeds are a huge problem in forests throughout Western Australia.  I visited the Warren River recently 
where I used to fish for marron as a boy.  I would need to fly in by helicopter to fish there now because the 
blackberry bushes are 40 feet high.  Every riverbank from Collie to Augusta is covered.  A huge number of jobs 
could be created by employing people to pull out the blackberry bushes and other noxious weeds, such as arum 
lily and bridal creeper, in the interests of protecting the environment.  
The Minister for Education, who is taking a keen interest in this debate, should fast track the building of the 
Manjimup primary school.  Since becoming Minister for Education, two temporary classrooms have been 
removed from Pemberton to Nannup, which was great for morale!  I say that with my tongue firmly planted in 
my cheek.  That is just what should not occur when a community is in a crisis.  On the other hand, the minister 
said he would retain the teaching staffing levels.  I appreciate that; it is a good idea.  The minister must be sure to 
do so.  If he does not fulfil that commitment, I will haunt him.   
A project called the Northcliffe cluster was proposed, which involved a number of very small milling operations, 
whose owners were members of families with young children.  A $20 000 grant was organised by Ann 
O’Donnell.  The Leader of the Opposition and Hon Peter Foss have spoken to those people about it.  It is a good 
idea.  Guess what?  This Government has removed the resource from Northcliffe and killed the Midway sawmill.  
The owner was paid off and he left.  
Mr McNee:  Did it take 14 months to pay him? 
Mr OMODEI:  No, his cheque came somewhat sooner.  That mill had the drying kilns and other infrastructure in 
place and had equipment that could cut third-grade karri logs.  The minister might be able to tell me who will cut 
third-grade karri. 
Mr Barnett:  A significant amount of timber is coming from the forest around Northcliffe and where there were 
once about 45 jobs, there are now none.  Timber production is going to other towns. 
Mr OMODEI:  The volumes to which I referred in my speech are first and second-grade volumes.  In addition, 
about two-thirds more of the timber is third-grade and salvage timber from both jarrah and karri logs.  The 
recovery of karri must be handled reasonably well, otherwise it is only good for chipping.  That is why we chip 
the log by-product.  A prime karri tree, which stands 100 feet high to the first limb and is 1.5 metres thick in its 
prime, will provide 46 per cent recovery of first-grade timber.  Eleven or 12 per cent becomes sawdust, about the 
same amount is bark and the rest is heartwood and chip.  Before 1975 that resource was burnt in the forest and 
nobody cared.  At the end of the chute at the Pemberton mill a fire burnt for 30 years.  

It is good to see the Premier here.  I have been speaking for 50 minutes.  I hope he has been listening.   

A new tourist bureau similar to the bureau in Margaret River could be established in Pemberton.  The main street 
of Pemberton could be enhanced to entice tourists to return.  A food processing industry could be established as 
well as a winery for Manjimup.  Under the previous Government, The Houghton Wine Company built a 
$30 million winery in Nannup.  It is an excellent project that could be replicated.  The Government should 
aggressively approach wineries with that in mind.  Orlando Pty Ltd is not represented in Western Australia and it 
should be given some incentive to set up a winery in Manjimup.  Also the area is an ideal environment in which 
to establish a health resort.  

The forest fishing festival floundered because of lack of financial assistance.  The comedy festival is now held in 
Busselton through lack of sponsorship.  Other projects that could be established are farmers’ produce markets, a 
community resource centre and an entertainment centre.  They are all listed somewhere in the South West 
Development Commission. 

The Pemberton Community Centre is an issue close to my heart.  In April 2001, when the coalition was in 
government, Cabinet decided to endorse an allocation of $5 million for 2001-02 and 2003-04 towards continued 
operation of the Pemberton Sawmill and construction of downstream manufacturing based on 30 000 cubic 
metres of karri.  The mill’s production was to be dedicated to supplementation of both blue gum and marri and 
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the resource was consistent with the Regional Forest Agreement value-adding strategy.  Cabinet also endorsed 
the offer of up to $700 000 to acquire the country club and the consolidated sporting facilities in the town to 
permit the development of a business incubator for furniture and fine woodcraft.  The offer of $700 000 would 
go towards buying the old sports club in which the Government could build the business incubator to teach 
people how to do fine woodwork and woodcraft.  The rest of the money would go towards finishing the 
recreation centre, which already had $1.8 million allocated to it via the Department of Sport and Recreation and 
the local shire and community, and there was some commonwealth money.   

When government changed at the beginning of 2002, I rang the Treasury and it gave me a commitment that this 
money would be transferred to either the Department of Sport and Recreation or the South West Development 
Commission.  Guess what happened?  The money was not transferred and I now understand it to be the subject 
of some discussion by government.  I have the minutes of the cabinet meeting with me that show it was a 
decision of Cabinet.  This matter is holding up a significant project for Pemberton.  Anyone can imagine what a 
$2.5 million project that will house all the sporting clubs under one roof with a licensed area would do for that 
town.  Coupled with the gymnasium and the basketball and squash courts, it would be very good for the town. 

It is now 20 March 2002 and there has been no word on that money.  I have had letters from the Minister for 
Education about the issue, guaranteeing that it would either be dealt with by the Department of Sport and 
Recreation or the -  

Mr Barnett:  Has the sewerage project for Pemberton also been delayed? 

Mr OMODEI:  There are a range of things that could be done.  If the communities in the lower south west were 
going to be under stress, the Government could inject some infrastructure funds that would put in place infill 
sewerage -  

Dr Gallop:  Could I remind the member that your leader believes that too much is being spent in Western 
Australia today.  Where will that money come from? 

Several members interjected. 
The SPEAKER:  Order, members!  I am sure the member for Warren-Blackwood wants to be heard during his 
last six minutes.  
Mr OMODEI:  Hopefully under your guidance, Mr Speaker, we might get some sense out of the Government.  I 
will talk briefly about money issues apart from the $700 000 I just mentioned. 
The Government parrots its commitment of $123 million to the restructuring of the forest industry in WA.  Every 
press statement it has made is prefaced by this amount of $123 million.  The truth of the matter is that this is 
more than just simple deception; we have deception on volumes, deception of people and deception over the 
budget.  Funding of $123 million over four years would come to about $30 million a year.  However, when 
reviewing the budget it is hard to find this money.  First, $12 million of the funding from the regional fund has 
been deferred; and, secondly, $15 million belongs to the Commonwealth and the federal Minister for 
Agriculture, Fisheries and Forestry under the Regional Forest Agreement.  That amount has been added into the 
funding that the Government has put into this year’s budget.  An amount of $75 million has also been double 
counted in the regional fund.  In reality, the money to which the Premier referred is not there and that is why he 
is taking so long to decide on the matter.  The Premier is deceiving not only the people in the lower south west 
region, but also his friends, the Greens (WA).  While these people are operating in the area, the amount of 
money coming into the coffers of the State Government is maintained.  As soon as they exit from their jobs, not 
only must the Government pay exit and redundancy costs, but also it will experience a reduction in royalties, 
something I am sure the Premier did not consider.  However, the price that the Government is paying now was 
worth it because part of its forest policy helped it to win the election.  That is what this is about and that is where 
the deception has been.  
Dr Gallop:  The problem is that you are not being honest about the issue. 

Mr OMODEI:  How dare the Premier accuse me of not being honest.  The Premier lacks compassion and 
internal fortitude.  He cannot stand up to the Greens and he is making a hash of government in Western 
Australia.  The Premier has no business acumen and all he is a professional politician.  The Premier and his 
academic mates have never done a decent day’s work in their lives.  

Dr Gallop interjected. 

Mr OMODEI:  The Premier is making political decisions that impact upon industry and, in particular, on 
families.  The resource that the Premier is withdrawing from production is a state-owned and renewable 
resource.  Therefore, he must be at least morally bound to do the right thing by the people that he dislocates.  

Dr Gallop interjected. 
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The SPEAKER:  Order, members!  The member for Warren-Blackwood has only three minutes left and the 
cross-chamber interjections are stopping him from proceeding.  

Mr OMODEI:  I understand there is still an open invitation to the Premier to visit the south west region.  I refer 
the Premier again to the front page of the South Western Times of Wednesday, 14 November, which is now three 
months ago.  It reads as follows - 

Manjimup Shire Council is waiting to hear from Premier Dr Geoff Gallop about an invitation for him to 
visit the Warren area. 

The invitation was on the basis it would benefit people to see Dr Gallop taking a personal interest in the 
area affected by closure of the timber industry. 

The Premier can say that he has delivered on his election promise to stop the logging of old-growth forest.  
However, the second part of that commitment was to ensure that the people of those communities were looked 
after and that an alternative industry was attracted to the south west region to make up for those jobs lost.  There 
has been a lot of paddling under the water and many discussions going to-and-fro in the Cabinet.  In a fit of 
pique the Premier said to pay people up and “whatever” them off, which is a disgrace. 

Dr Gallop:  I never ever said any such thing.  

Mr OMODEI:  My sources said that the Premier did. 

Dr Gallop:  It is a disgrace that you would make such claims.  My support for those workers is well known by 
everyone.   

Several members interjected. 

Mr OMODEI:  Pay them up and piss them off; that is the Premier’s attitude.  As for the Premier’s Parliamentary 
Secretary to the Minister for the Environment and Heritage and his Minister for the Environment and Heritage, 
who both had two hours notice before question time today - 

Mr Logan interjected 

Mr OMODEI:  I think the member for Cockburn has told a couple of porkies. 

Mr Logan:  I will be on my feet in a minute.  

Mr OMODEI:  If the member for Cockburn points his finger at me - I thought it was unparliamentary to point - 
then I am also good at pointing. 

The truth of the matter is that the questions went to the Minister for the Environment and Heritage.  The minister 
did not even find out about them until 2.00 pm, which is great efficiency.  The questions also went to the 
Minister for Agriculture, Forestry and Fisheries and the parliamentary secretary did not even know about it.  This 
happened in question time and it is a disgrace.   

DR EDWARDS (Maylands - Minister for the Environment and Heritage) [5.08 pm]:  This is a very serious issue 
and I thank the member for raising it.  The seriousness of the issue is shown by the fact that he took the full 
amount of time to talk about it this afternoon.  I will respond briefly to some of the points he made and the 
Premier will also respond. 

When our policy on old-growth forests was drawn up, we knew that it would have an impact on people and we 
were clear about that.  The Premier stood in front of Parliament House and was up-front with the people.  He told 
them what we believed the effect would be.  We went to the election with a commitment package of around 
$55 million to help the community through this transition.  Once we got into Government and went through in 
more detail what we were doing, we upped that figure to $123 million.  Despite what the member said, the 
money is there.  It is spread out in the budget over a number of portfolios.  Perhaps he needs a lesson on how to 
find it. 

Mr Omodei:  Tell me where it is.   

Dr EDWARDS:  I am happy to show the member for Warren-Blackwood. 

Mr Omodei:  I have been in Parliament for 14 years and I cannot find it.  

Dr EDWARDS:  That is a reflection more on the member for Warren-Blackwood than on the Government.  The 
money is in the budget and it is being spent.  The Government has set aside $37 million for the workers 
assistance package to ensure that people exiting the industry or who face retrenchment receive appropriate 
redundancy payments, relocation assistance or other benefits.  As of 18 March, workers assistance package staff 
had serviced 326 people.  Some 211 workers received redundancy payments and 131 people had accessed work - 
64 people are employed full-time, 14 are self employed, three work on a casual basis and the remainder are 
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temporary or part-time employees.  Those people have moved onto joinery work, air tool work, wood 
processing, plant operating, pine wood processing, forklift operating and a range of other jobs.  I am pleased that 
those people have been able to move on.  The Government will continue to work with affected workers to 
develop plans and to move them on to other jobs.   

A $26.5 million industry package has been provided to ensure that mills that continue to operate generate a 
higher level of employment and are involved in value adding and manufacturing.  That has involved two 
processes.  Stage A, which involved a call for proposals, closed in December.  Those proposals were evaluated 
by the Forest Products Commission in December and January and were then referred to Cabinet.  As a result, 10 
companies have been invited to move forward to stage B, during which they will go through business planning 
processes.  Applications for money from the industry development assistance package will be evaluated at that 
stage.  The companies will also be evaluated according to their financial viability and record, because the 
Government wants to make sure that they can deliver what they say they can.  We also want to make sure that 
they will create the maximum number of jobs from the volume of timber they will receive.  

Mr Barnett:  Is this your portfolio or is it Hon Kim Chance’s portfolio?   

Dr EDWARDS:  I am reading from my notes. 

Mr Barnett:  Is it your portfolio? 

Dr EDWARDS:  No, it is not my portfolio. 

Mr Barnett:  Why are you able to comment on it now when you could not at question time? 

Dr EDWARDS:  Come on!  I did not know about this matter until two o’clock.  I apologise to the member for 
Warren-Blackwood.  If he had asked me the question verbally, I would have done my best to answer it.  I am 
sorry it was sent off. 

Mr Omodei:  I was told to send it to the parliamentary secretary to the Minister for Agriculture, Forestry and 
Fisheries.  

Dr EDWARDS:  Not by me.  I was in meetings all morning. 

Mr Omodei:  If you looked at the question, you would find that I put a line through the reference to the Minister 
for the Environment and wrote in the parliamentary secretary to the Minister for Agriculture, Forestry and 
Fisheries, because I was told to ask the question of the parliamentary secretary.   

Dr EDWARDS:  That is not on the question I have. 

Mr Omodei:  I presume that you automatically sent it to him. 

Dr EDWARDS:  That was not my instruction.   

Mr Omodei:  It was. 

Dr EDWARDS:  It certainly was not my instruction.  I am happy to try to answer any of the member for Warren-
Blackwood’s questions.   

The Government is encouraging the companies involved in stage B to move towards value adding.  The member 
for Warren-Blackwood referred to a number of value-added products.  Just last week I had the pleasant 
opportunity to visit Inglewood Products Group.  I was impressed with the work I saw.  I have visited that 
company before, but on this occasion one of the products I was shown was wooden boxes that were made for the 
Olympics.  I understand that the company made about 3 000 medal boxes.  They are substantial boxes with felt 
inlays.  They are incredibly well crafted.  When they are opened, everything slides and displays in a magnificent 
manner. 

Mr Omodei:  I hate to pick you up minister, but Inglewood Products did not make the boxes.  They did the inlays 
and all the computer work.  The boxes were made by Glen Holst. 

Dr EDWARDS:  Yes, it was done in conjunction with Mr Holst.  Similarly, around 20 000 boxes are made for 
commemorative medallions.  This is a fine example of where the industry can go.  I had an interesting discussion 
with the people at that company about how they had used computer equipment to make sure that the wood could 
be cut to the specifications required.  Those boxes are excellent examples of what can be done with our timber 
and what can and will be done in the future with the help of the industry assistance package.   

Some other projects are close to the stage at which jobs will be provided in the region.  The Royal Life Saving 
Society of Australia call centre will create up to 100 jobs in stage 1 of the two-stage project.  Fifty people will be 
employed in Manjimup, 25 people in Pemberton and 25 people in Bridgetown.  I have been informed that 
construction work has already begun in Manjimup.  Expressions of interest have been sought to provide training.  
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Funding is now being sought from the State Government for stage 2 of this project.  The Government is 
supportive of that.  Although that project will not employ timber workers, it will provide opportunities in those 
local communities.  The Government is encouraging the call centre to look further afield for inbound calls, to 
make sure it is a sustainable unit.   

The Minister for State Development also announced industry development opportunities through a $5 million 
south west industry assistance scheme.  Currently the Department of Industry and Technology is evaluating a 
number of projects.  The Government will be in a position to announce some of those shortly.  Some other 
funded initiatives for industry development and attraction include the provision of $250 000 for the development 
of an economic alliance between the four shires of the Warren-Blackwood region.  The funding builds on work 
that the alliance has done and the vision is for the shires to cooperatively attract further investment.  Of this 
funding, $50 000 will specifically assist tourist bureaus within the Warren-Blackwood region.  An amount of 
$200 000 has been handed over for the design and implementation of a Warren-Blackwood promotional strategy.  
That is another good idea for this region.  The Government has allocated $1 million towards the cost of the 
proposed sky jetty tourism icon.  This project is currently subject to a feasibility study, but we have had better 
news from the federal Government - it has money available for that project.  I hope that will come to fruition.   

An amount of $178 000 has gone towards the relocation of the Stallwood Furniture manufacturing outfit.  That is 
good for Greenbushes.  I acknowledge the work done by the previous Government.  We are happy to see that 
flow on.  The timber advisory service has received $210 000 towards the total cost of expansion of the centre.  
An amount of $722 000 has gone directly to Manjimup for the Westrail land redevelopment.  The aim of that 
project is to provide a better entry statement to the town, to encourage highway traffic to enter the central 
business district.  Nearly $20 000 has been allocated for headworks at Fonty’s Pool Vineyards Pty Ltd in 
Manjimup and a $1 million incentive package was put together to attract a purchaser of the Maes Ltd fruit and 
vegetable cooperative.  An additional $500 000 is available for the expansion of that operation.   

Money is going and will continue to go into the south west of the State.  In my portfolio, a total of $25 million 
was provided in the budget to be spent on new national parks.  That funding is broken up into capital works and 
recurrent funding.  Work is going on and will progress - things will happen.   

I will pick up on some of the things the member for Warren-Blackwood said, and will begin by talking about 
karri.  The previous Government made commitments and we are keen to follow them through.  Discussions have 
been held with both Sotico Pty Ltd and the main proponent to encourage them to move forward.  The same 
figure - $5 million - is available for when that happens, which I hope will be soon.  We are working with them 
on a number of related issues to do with the site.  I hope they are resolved quickly, to our and their satisfaction.  
We want to make sure that the people of Pemberton get some better news.   

The member for Warren-Blackwood also mentioned the furniture industry.  We would like the furniture industry 
to expand.  Money is set aside for the industry to market the types of furniture that will be available.  That is in 
the budget.  The Government has held discussions with the association about using that money. 

Mr Omodei:  That is $1 million?   

Dr EDWARDS:  Yes. 

Mr Omodei:  Good. 

Dr EDWARDS:  I have visited Nannup, but I am not sure why my visit did not count.  I had a good visit.  

Mr Omodei:  To the mill? 

Dr EDWARDS:  Yes, I have been to the mill. 

Mr Omodei:  That is interesting, because I was told that not one Labor member had been there.   

Dr EDWARDS:  I spent quite a bit of time there.  I addressed the workers.  Quite a few stories arose out of that 
visit, which I will share with the member at some stage.  I understand what the member for Warren-Blackwood 
is talking about.  One of the workers I met had worked in one business that went out of business and then went to 
Simplot Australia Pty Ltd, which also went out of business.  He then went to Nannup and thought he would be 
faced with the same thing.  He told me about the impact that had had on his family.  It was good for me to meet a 
number of those people, because I heard their personal stories and about some of the difficulties they have had 
with mortgages and families and the difficulty in balancing all of that.  The previous Government deserves credit 
for where it got to with Nannup, and I am happy to give that credit.  I am pleased that the present Government 
has been able to build on that.   



Extract from Hansard 
[ASSEMBLY - Wednesday, 20 March 2002] 

 p8637b-8665a 
Mr Paul Omodei; Mr Colin Barnett; Mr Tony McRae; Mr Rob Johnson; Mr Bernie Masters; Deputy Speaker; 

Mr Alan Carpenter; Dr Judy Edwards; Speaker; Mr Fran Logan; Mr Max Trenorden; Dr Geoff Gallop 

 [14] 

I will make some comments about stage B, and what the member has referred to at Nannup and Greenbushes.  
Nannup and Greenbushes mills have contracts to the end of the current forest management plan, and financial 
arrangements that lock in the supply of timber after that.  That is exactly the same arrangement that the 
Government intends to offer the 10 companies that are on the list going forward in stage B.  A form of contract 
would lock them in for a period, to the extent that this is allowed under the Conservation and Land Management 
Act 1984.  After that, a financial arrangement will be made, so that what the companies have is bankable.  The 
Government knows that it must provide them with an effective 10-year allocation, even though technically a 
contract volume cannot be given until the forest management plan is signed.  The mechanism used by the 
previous Government for Greenbushes mill is available to the present Government as well, and it intends using 
that.   

The member for Warren-Blackwood made comments about smoke hazes, perhaps implying that the Government 
has interfered in what the Department of Conservation and Land Management does with burning.  The 
Government has made no changes to CALM’s smoke protocols and procedures, so all the activities referred to 
by the member for Warren-Blackwood about CALM liaising with the Bureau of Meteorology have not changed 
under the present Government.  The Government regards that as operational, and has avoided interfering in it.   

Mr Omodei:  It is a nonsense.  It should be changed, and you know it.  We put up with smoke down in my 
electorate all the time, and just as many people, pro rata, suffer asthma there as anywhere else.  It really is a 
nonsense.  We will destroy all our forests, then the Minister for the Environment and Heritage will be happy.  
There will be smoke haze over Perth for a month then.  

Dr EDWARDS:  I am glad to have clarified that point! 

Fire is a very serious issue, which concerns the Government.  All of us saw what happened in Sydney over 
Christmas.  On the day before New Year’s Eve, I went out to the airport late at night to farewell some CALM 
and Forest Products Commission workers who went over to assist in the firefighting effort.  I also made sure that 
I met them on their return to Perth, to hear some of their stories.  I was delighted, and I pay tribute to those 
people.  We have received a letter at CALM thanking the Fire and Emergency Services Authority, CALM and 
the Forest Products Commission firefighters.  A verbal message came back very quickly, saying that any time 
anyone from Western Australia left they should be replaced with someone from Western Australia.  The 
feedback I got, particularly from CALM people - I did not have the opportunity to talk to FESA people - was 
that our people were very highly regarded, and they learnt a lot from what happened, but they were also able to 
impart a lot of Western Australian knowledge and expertise to people in Sydney.   

This is a very serious issue.  The Government is working through it in an orderly manner.  I hope that, once the 
stage B process has been dealt with, and contracts and financial agreements are given to those companies, there 
will be much greater certainty in the central south west.  About 20 proposals are on the table at the moment, from 
industries interested in investing in that area, but until there are greater signals of confidence, there will be some 
trouble getting them to move.  The Government’s vision is of a viable, sustainable south west, where the member 
for Warren-Blackwood can feel happy, and he can go out and hug pine trees as much as he wants.  

MR MASTERS (Vasse) [5.24 pm]:  A gigantic con trick, a near total fraud, has been perpetrated on all Western 
Australians by the Labor Party and the Gallop Labor Government, relating to virtually all the south west forest 
issues.  The fiction put forward by the Labor Party in the lead-up to the election, and in the 13 months since, 
relates to both the protection of our forest environment and the fairness and compassion with which members of 
south west timber communities have been treated by the Premier, the professional politician.  When I read his 
biography, I get the impression that he has never in his life got his hands dirty.  

Dr Gallop interjected.  

Mr MASTERS:  If the Premier would like to tell me what real jobs he has had outside of academia, the unions 
and political life, I would love to hear.  He is a professional politician, and it is a pity that he is lacking in real 
world experience.  

The issue of the environmental duplicity of this Government will have to wait for another day.  I remind the 
Government that the forest and its many natural values cannot be protected by simply stopping logging or 
putting a line around the forest area on the map.  The Premier interjected while the member for Warren-
Blackwood was speaking to the effect that “logging has stopped forever”.  The most impolite thing I can say is 
that that is a very foolish statement.  If the forests are not managed properly, there will be nothing better to do 
with them than log them, because they will lose all their environmental and natural values.  I will leave that for 
another day, because the focus of this motion - 

Dr Gallop:  Would your party log old-growth forests?  
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Mr MASTERS:  The Premier said that logging has stopped forever, but if his Government and all future 
Governments do not carefully manage those forests, there will be nothing left to value except the timber.  

Dr Gallop:  Will you log them?  

Mr MASTERS:  No, your Government will; if it does not manage the forests, it will log them.   

Today I will talk about the treachery of this Government in its dealings with the human side of this forestry 
issue.  Most Perth people thought that the election of this Government and the end of logging in old-growth 
forest would also see an end to the forest dispute, but the green agenda has always been, and will always be, to 
demand far more than just an end to old-growth forest logging.  I will provide a few examples of that.  Hon 
Christine Sharp, a member of the upper House of this Parliament, in her autumn 2001 newsletter, in an article 
headed “forest frustration” stated - 

I have proposed evaluation criteria for new logging sites during this transition period (under current 
contracts) which propose that logging needs to avoid areas of high conservation value, ecological 
linkages, areas surrounded by extensive disturbance, and sites where water quality is an issue.  
However, amidst these concerns, I am deliberately focusing on the long-term issues of “regrowth” 
logging under the next management plans.  

When one reads that carefully, it is revealed that four additional agenda items have been added to the cessation 
of logging in old-growth forests, that the Greens (WA) member of Parliament in the other place has raised.  That 
political person has certainly not said to anyone, let alone her electorate, that the forest issue is dead and buried 
now that old-growth forests are protected from logging.  

Dr Gallop:  Hon Christine Sharp is not part of the Government.  

Mr MASTERS:  No, but the deals the Government does with her and the other Greens (WA) members make 
them de facto members of the Government.  I was particularly surprised by the comments by Dr Sharp in a 
report she wrote in 1995, entitled “Using the Forests”, published through Murdoch University.  On page 16 it 
states - 

An acceptance of the objective of old-growth sustaining logging could be such a ground rule.  

I will not give all the details, but in this paper she raised the issue, which she appeared to support, of logging old-
growth forests in a sustainable way.  Unfortunately, she experienced a terrible misfortune after she wrote this 
document.  In 1996 she became a member of Parliament.  Her belief in the sustainability of logging old-growth 
forests was expeditiously thrown out the window because she was now a politician and not someone particularly 
interested in reality, science or anything else that was genuinely important; she was just interested in winning 
votes.  

Another issue relating to how the people of Western Australia thought that the election of the Labor Government 
would bring an end to forestry issues is exemplified by a media release put out by Hon Kim Chance on 16 May 
2001 in response to the Australian Conservation Foundation, which claimed that woodchips were being sold in 
Australia, including Western Australia, for nine cents per tonne.  That was a grossly erroneous and deliberately 
misleading statement because, as the minister pointed out, the correct price per tonne for woodchip in Western 
Australia is $24.17.  Whether that is a fair and reasonable price and whether timber should be used for 
woodchips is not the point.  The point is that the Australian Conservation Foundation was very mischievously 
trying to stir up another forestry issue by falsely claiming that Western Australian woodchips were being sold for 
nine cents per tonne.  If that is not deliberately misleading - I could say far worse things than that - I do not know 
what is.   

I also remind members that in the lead-up to the last election, when the forestry issue was being very strongly 
debated in the community, many green groups - I emphasise “many” - were being very critical of the fact that we 
were exporting our woodchips to Japan.  I will not dwell on the racism aspect of that, but I assure members that 
the reason those green groups emphasised on many occasions the Japanese destination of the woodchips was 
quite clearly to get a bit of xenophobia and racist-type blood boiling in people’s veins.  Also, the claim was made 
many times that we in Australia, particularly in Western Australia, were cutting down our forests and shipping 
them off to Japan, but that Japan was not logging its own forests.  Japan has a very healthy forestry industry.  I 
do not have the document in front of me, but my understanding is that in 1998 its production of sawn timber was 
somewhere in the order of 500 000 cubic metres.  I have in front of me an article written by three Japanese 
authors which relates to the environmental impacts of clear-cutting and other forestry activities in forests in 
Japan.  Again, a very false impression was created in the lead-up to the last election, which the Labor Opposition 
did nothing to deny or bring out the truth about, that Japan was the worst of all evils for various reasons, and also 
because it was not logging its forests but was taking ours instead.   
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I will give members a few more examples of how the green movement has not accepted the banning of old-
growth forest logging as the be-all and end-all of this issue.  In The West Australian of Wednesday, 25 April 
2001, a large article on page 40 is headed, “Edwards rejects plea to extend logging ban”.  The Minister for the 
Environment, who I am sorry to see has just left the Chamber, was responding to a call from the green 
movement to declare a moratorium on logging in south west forests because the Conservation Council of 
Western Australia claimed that many more forests should be assessed and identified as old growth so that they 
could be removed from the productive forest timber base.  On 14 April 2001, another article in The West 
Australian is headed, “Greens rap Nannup sawmill deal”. 

Dr Gallop:  What is the point of all this?  I cannot quite work out what you are saying.  

Mr MASTERS:  I will say it for the fourth time.  The Labor Party went to the election promising that there 
would be an end to disputation on forests if it was elected because it would stop the logging of old-growth 
forests. 
Mr Hyde:  That is not in the motion. 
Mr MASTERS:  So what?  The member is not wearing a long-sleeved shirt.  So what?  It is not relevant.  
In spite of a very clear intention that the Labor Party was trying to get across to the people in Perth that there 
would be an end to the forestry issue once a Labor Government was elected, the truth is now coming out and 
people are realising that the green movement, which the Labor Party was very much hand in glove with trying to 
ensure that people voted Labor or green - anything but Liberal or National - 

Mr Kucera:  Or One Nation.   

Mr MASTERS:  Even One Nation.  The bottom line is that the Labor Party was duplicitous in its dealings with 
the community of Western Australia because it knew, just as we did, that the greens would have an insatiable 
desire and would always ask for more and more.  In The West Australian of 14 April last year, after the 
Government had done the right thing by the people of Nannup and had announced a funding package to allow 
the Nannup mill to continue, the green movement criticised the decision by the Government.  The Western 
Australian Forest Alliance, the Conservation Council of Western Australia and Beth Schultz criticised the 
allocation of 20 000 cubic metres of first and second-grade jarrah logs to Nannup for the next 12 years, even 
though the Government was trying to do the right thing.  It is now being bitten by the same less than honest 
group of environmentalists that obviously bit us with great effect in the lead-up to the last election.   

In the Bunbury Herald of 6 March last year, an article headed, “Fears grow for regrowth” states -  

South west conservationists’ fears were confirmed last week when Environment Minister Judy Edwards 
announced more areas of regrowth forest would be logged now that old growth logging had been 
stopped.   

The hypocrisy of the green movement in daring to totally deny that its agenda had been satisfied by the banning 
of old-growth forest logging absolutely amazes me.  I could go on with a few more of these examples in which 
the people of Western Australia were conned by the Labor Opposition and the green movement into believing 
that all the issues would disappear once old-growth forest logging was finished.  It absolutely amazes me that the 
Government has not responded to that and told the truth about the subject.   

Media releases like the one put out by the Minister for Forestry on 16 September last year indicates that the 
Forest Products Commission received a tick for its best practice.  It was accredited under international standard 
ISO 14001 for the environmental management system that is used or applied in the harvesting of native and 
plantation timber resources.  For those members who do not know what ISO 14001 is all about, it basically 
means that the process that the Forest Products Commission has in this place in this instance has been assessed in 
such an exhaustive way that there are no negative impacts of any significance relating to the day-to-day activities 
of that group.  On 16 September the minister announced that the Forest Products Commission had received 
accreditation under ISO 14001, which basically means that the harvesting of native timbers was being carried out 
on a sustainable basis.  One would have thought that that would have had song and dance-type consequences and 
that the Minister for Forestry and the Minister for the Environment would have jumped through hoops and let off 
fireworks and everything else to tell people that, contrary to everything that was said about the then Government 
not allowing the forest to be logged and managed in a sustainable way in the lead-up to the election, suddenly, in 
the space of seven months, that had all turned around and it had been accredited under ISO 14001.   

I am disappointed that the member for Warren-Blackwood has to stand up and criticise the Government for its 
failure to act in many areas of the forest logging debate, which is still very much alive, when clearly the 
international community has shown that logging of forests has now been carried out in a sustainable manner.   
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To get to the real nub of the motion, it is important to look at the Australian Labor Party’s pre-election promises 
as they relate to the restructuring of the timber industry and the protection of livelihoods of families in the south 
west - two issues that are mentioned in the motion. 

I refer to a document entitled “Labor. protecting our old-growth forests”.  Clearly, it was put out in the lead-up to 
the last election.  On pages 7 and 8, under a section headed “Creating New Jobs and Safeguarding Existing 
Jobs”, are 10 dot points that detail to a reasonable degree 10 initiatives that the ALP, when in government, would 
undertake to create new jobs and safeguard existing jobs.  I have spoken with the member for Warren-
Blackwood, because the new jobs and the safeguarding of existing jobs apply overwhelmingly in his electorate.  
Of those 10 initiatives, at absolute best, two have been implemented.  One of the initiatives - I will go into them 
in some detail - was written in a muddled way, and I will need the minister to advise me what the ALP meant by 
that initiative.  We believe that another initiative has been half implemented.  Therefore, of the 10 initiatives that 
were promised in the lead-up to 10 February last year, at worst, six are unfulfilled. 

The first dot point is that Labor will - 

create 100 new, secure jobs in CALM and the Forest Products Commission, with priority given to 
displaced timber workers . . .  

To the best of my knowledge, 100 new, secure jobs in the Department of Conservation and Land Management 
have not been created.  I have heard of a dozen, I think, but certainly 100 jobs have not been created. 

The second dot point is that Labor will - 

create 30 jobs in an escalated jarrah and karri regrowth thinnings program utilising displaced timber 
workers; 

It is really sad that the minister is not here, but I notice the parliamentary secretary is in the Chamber.  Maybe I 
can get advice during their responses about whether there is any proof that those 30 jobs have been created. 

[Leave granted for the member’s time to be extended.] 

Mr MASTERS:  The third dot point is that Labor will - 

provide incentives for plantation companies to employ displaced timber workers among the estimated 
850 new direct jobs that will be created in the plantation industry in 2001;  

It does not say that by 2001 or commencing in 2001, 850 jobs will be created; it says that in 2001, 850 jobs will 
be created.  That is in addition to an extra 400 jobs that will be created after 2001.  I am not aware of any of 
those 850 new, direct jobs having been created in the plantation industry as a result of the implementation of this 
initiative. 

The fourth dot point is that Labor will -  

work to protect the jobs of the 100 employees at Pemberton karri mill . . .  

There is a bit of truth to that initiative having been carried out.  I understand that the Pemberton karri mill has 
dropped from two shifts to one shift, based upon the timber allocation that has been guaranteed to it by the 
Government.  That means that the jobs of 50 of the existing 100 employees have been protected.  Of course, the 
corollary of that is that 50 people have lost their jobs. 

The fifth dot point, which seems to have been put into effect, is that Labor will - 

offer incentives for the operators of Albany’s new plantation-based wood chipping mill to employ 
timber workers among its 230 employees. 

That does not mean that all of the 230 employees will be ex-timber workers, but incentives will be offered so 
that some timber workers will be employed among those 230 people.  I understand that those incentives have 
been offered.  Maybe the Premier could tell me how many of those 230 employees, who are now working 
because the mill is up and running, are ex-timber workers. 

The sixth dot point is that Labor will - 

provide up to $100,000 for a mobile mill capable of converting waste from logging operations into 
blocks suitable for charcoal, rather than this waste being burnt on the forest floor . . .  

That has not happened - no action. 

The seventh dot point is that Labor will - 

allocate up to $500,000 for a training and development program at the Pemberton Aquaculture Centre, 
which would train 12-18 persons each year for work in the aquaculture industry. 
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I understand that initiative has been put into effect.  At best, 12 to 18 people have been trained, but I wonder how 
many people have been employed in the provision of those training skills - two, three, four?  The initiative has 
been implemented, but the jobs are not being created. 

The eighth dot point is that Labor will - 

encourage the establishment of a laminated veneer lumber (LVL) plant in Western Australia based on 
public softwood resources, creating an estimated 140 direct jobs . . .  

Mr Omodei:  It is in Perth. 

Mr MASTERS:  As the member for Warren-Blackwood pointed out, my understanding is that that plant is 
already operating in Perth.  There are no new initiatives and no new jobs have been created. 

Mr Omodei:  It is not operating.  An agreement Act is being considered at the moment. 

Mr MASTERS:  Okay.  Maybe the Government is halfway to doing something, but at this time there are no new 
jobs under that initiative. 

The ninth dot point is that Labor will - 

investigate the feasibility of assisting the establishment of a medium density fibreboard (MDF) plant 
and/or a particleboard plant based on plantation resources;  

Labor will not establish a medium-density fibreboard plant - fair enough, this Government does not want to get 
into private enterprise.  It will not assist the establishment of a medium-density fibreboard plant; it will 
investigate the feasibility of assisting the establishment of a medium-density fibreboard plant.  To the best of my 
knowledge, not a single job has been created as a result of this - zero jobs. 

The final dot point is that Labor will - 

support the establishment of an environmentally and economically viable pulp mill combined with a 
plantation-based wood chipping facilities, creating between 80 and 230 new jobs . . .  

To the best of my knowledge, there has been no action on that front; therefore, no jobs have been created.  When 
all those commitments, initiatives and promises are added up, the jobs that have been secured or created to date 
total, according to my calculations, fewer than 300 - 13 months after the election.  Of the remaining minimum 
number of 1 250 jobs that were promised, not one has been created.  If the dot points that I have just read out are 
analysed, the actual number of jobs that the Australian Labor Party said might or could be created is significantly 
higher.  Therefore, the wider community had an expectation that anything up to 2 000 jobs might be created, 
based upon the promises contained in the pre-election policy statement.  However, I remind everyone that fewer 
than 300 jobs have been either secured or created, and another 1 250 jobs that were promised have not yet been 
created.   

I will continue to deal with the ALP policy that was put out to the public in the lead-up to the election.  On pages 
8 and 9 is a section headed “Worker and Industry Assistance Package”.  Nineteen initiatives were listed.  
Because most of the initiatives will apply or take effect in the Warren-Blackwood area, I will leave it to the 
member for Warren-Blackwood to analyse that in a future debate.  However, I again remind the Premier that 
under that section of his pre-election policy were 19 initiatives, and I look forward to all 19 being implemented.  
On pages 10 and 11, under the heading “Furniture and Fine Wood Industries”, seven initiatives were provided.  
Again, to the best of my knowledge, only some of them, at best, have been put in place.  Therefore, the 
Government has a long way to go to achieve any meaningful runs on the board in the furniture and fine wood 
industries.  Finally on this issue, on pages 13 and 14, under the heading “Plantations”, are 11 initiatives.  To the 
best of my knowledge, none of them has been initiated, started or put into effect.  

The people of Western Australia and, in particular, members of south west timber communities, have been 
defrauded by the Australian Labor Party and the Gallop Labor Government.  They were promised expenditure of 
significant amounts of money as detailed in the initiatives I have just referred to.  Very few have been put into 
effect.  The ALP’s promises have not been met and it is my estimation - I hope I am a bad judge of the character 
of the Government - that most of the promises and commitments will not be met in the remaining term of this 
Government.  There is no real or honest determination by the Government to protect the livelihoods of families 
affected by timber industry restructuring.  Then again, what is the big deal?  If the electoral reforms that this 
Government is desperately trying to put into place are successful, and if the reforms remove much of the 
electoral representation and political power of those people, they and their electorates will be of little or no 
consequence at the next election.  They are expendable.  In the eyes of this Government, timber communities, I 
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am sorry to say, are expendable.  A Perth-based centralist ALP Government will not lose any sleep over these 
people.  They are not worth worrying about. 

Dr Gallop:  They are so important to us that we have allocated $123 million. 

Mr MASTERS:  Allocated? 

Dr Gallop:  They are important to us. 

Mr MASTERS:  Was it Goebbels in Nazi Germany who said that the bigger the lie, the easier it was to sell? 

In the eyes of the ALP Government people in south west timber communities are of no consequence and are not 
electorally significant; they are largely irrelevant.  The Gallop Government should be ashamed of its arrogance, 
its insensitivity and its dismissive attitude to decent - 

Dr Gallop interjected. 

The SPEAKER:  Order! 

Mr MASTERS:  It is okay, Mr Speaker, I am happy to repeat my last sentence.  The Labor Government should 
be ashamed of such an arrogant, insensitive and dismissive attitude to decent, hardworking Western Australians. 

MR LOGAN (Cockburn - Parliamentary Secretary) [5.53 pm]:  I want to set the record straight on an issue that 
has been raised three times by the member for Warren-Blackwood.  It is whether I, as parliamentary secretary, 
was given a question that was referred to in question time today.  I addressed the issue at question time but I will 
address it again.  After question time and outside the House, I raised the issue again with the member for 
Warren-Blackwood.  I indicated to him that I had not received a question he claimed he had given me.  When 
that was challenged by the member for Warren-Blackwood, he said that we should speak to an officer from the 
Premier’s office.  We did that.  We spoke to the officer concerned, who confirmed that was the case.  He 
confirmed that the question from the member for Warren-Blackwood at question time today was given to the 
Premier’s office and forwarded to the office of the Minister for the Environment.  Because of the topic and the 
timber figures quoted, it was referred to the Minister for Agriculture, Forestry and Fisheries, as was appropriate.  
I am not saying that the member for Warren-Blackwood did not change his question - which initially included 
the reference to parliamentary secretary - but he certainly did not give it to me.  I want to set the record straight 
on that and make it clear to the House.  The member is aware of that. 

I will now get on with the issue at hand, the motion moved by the member for Warren-Blackwood.  Possibly 
unlike other members in the House, I have a great deal of sympathy for the position put by the member for 
Warren-Blackwood and a great deal of sympathy for the position in which he finds himself.  Unlike other 
members, because of the nature of my job before I entered Parliament and the work I did before becoming an 
official of the metalworkers union, I got my hands dirty as well as getting my entire body covered in oil and 
grease.   

Mr Masters interjected. 

Mr LOGAN:  It is more than the member for Vasse did.  The biggest safety problem he ever faced was snapping 
a fingernail on a pen!  Unfortunately, I lived through the 1980s and 1990s when a significant amount of 
restructuring took place. 

Mr Omodei interjected. 

The SPEAKER:  Order, member for Warren-Blackwood! 

Mr LOGAN:  If the member for Warren-Blackwood cares to listen, I will point out to the House that I have lived 
through a significant amount of restructuring in a number of industries due to the nature of my work before 
becoming a union official for 15 years.  I have seen restructuring in the vehicle industry; I have seen it in the 
aircraft industry; and I have seen it take place in the mining, manufacturing and engineering industries.  The 
number of jobs lost in those industries would make the number of jobs lost in the timber industry pale by 
comparison.  Thousands and thousands of jobs were lost in those industries.  I will not go through the details of 
the packages the workers got compared with the package this Government has put in place for timber industry 
workers, because it would be embarrassing.  The workers who lost their jobs in those industries got nothing 
compared with the package for timber industry workers.  I feel sympathy for the member for Warren-Blackwood 
because industry restructuring is a shocking thing to go through.  I am fully aware of that, probably more than 
any other member of the House.  It is heartbreaking to see family breadwinners, who have worked in industry all 
their life, suddenly lose their job.  It is heartbreaking to see grown men and women in tears, knowing that they 
no longer have a job and they do not know where to turn.  I understand that; I have seen it. 
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Dr Gallop:  Was the member involved with the closure of the Midland railway workshops? 

Mr LOGAN:  I certainly was.  I remember the former Premier, prior to 1993, visiting the Midland railway 
workshops and promising the workers that their futures were secure.  What happened a few months later, after 
the election?  The whole lot was sacked!  We will not go into the reason that they were sacked and the deals that 
were done with private industry before the election.  We know about them.  We know why those people lost 
their jobs and the deals that guaranteed that they would lose their jobs.  I will not raise it now; I will save it for 
another time. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER:  Order!  The Leader of the National Party has a position in this place that grants him a bit of 
tolerance.  He was not interjecting; he was conducting a conversation across the floor of the House that drowned 
out the member on his feet. 

Mr LOGAN:  I was trying to put the issue into context.  I have sympathy for the member for Warren-Blackwood 
and the situation he faces as the local member.  I understand why he gets emotional.  I get just as emotional 
about restructuring.  I acknowledge that.  I understand why he gets upset and thrown out of the House.  He is 
doing the right thing by defending his constituents, whether they be the general community or workers.  Good on 
him.  Through my years on the shop floor as a union official, I have learnt that when things are inevitable they 
must be accepted.  The problem with the member for Warren-Blackwood, as has been shown in this House since 
we have been in government, is that he cannot accept it.  He cannot accept that the Government has made a 
decision to lock up old-growth forests and reduce the amount of timber available.  He continues to work himself 
into a lather about the issue trying to fight a decision that has been made.  If members had experience of 
restructuring they would know it was inevitable.  People move on.   

Sitting suspended from 6.00 to 7.00 pm 
Mr LOGAN:  I referred to the failure of the Opposition to move on by accepting the Government’s decision to 
end old-growth logging by reducing the timber available from old-growth forests.  The timber industry, the 
unions, the shires and the community have accepted that fact.  They want to move on and they are moving on.  It 
would be beneficial to the debate in the House if the member for Warren-Blackwood reflected on the fact that 
those sectors of the community have acknowledged that fact; they may not like it but they are moving on. 
I will deal with two parts of the motion.  First, I refer to the statement in which the member for Warren-
Blackwood condemns the Labor Government for its failure to protect the livelihoods of the families in the south 
west affected by the restructure of the timber industry.  The workers assistance package was referred to by the 
Minister for the Environment and Heritage and I will restate some of the figures quoted by her and inform the 
House of the current position in the restructuring program.  At this stage, 326 workers are being serviced by the 
workers assistance package staff and 211 workers have received redundancy payments.  Members should bear in 
mind the motion which states that the Labor Government has failed to protect the livelihoods of families in the 
south west as a result of the timber industry restructure.   
Let us look at what is in the workers assistance package that is available to the workers who were unfortunately 
affected by redundancy.  First, there are top-up redundancy payments; second, retrenchment training courses; 
third, retrenchment training attendance allowances; fourth, training assistance; and fifth, an employer wage 
subsidy up to $200 per worker per week for up to six months.   

The Premier opened a mill the other day in Albany where the employer took advantage of the employer wage 
subsidy of $200 a week for relocating workers.  Also available to workers under the restructure package are 
travel allowances, relocation assistance and rental or mortgage assistance.  The workers assistance package was 
agreed to and endorsed by both the industry and the unions.  Members should bear in mind what I said when I 
began my speech tonight and compare the timber industry restructure package with the restructuring packages of 
other industries of which you, Mr Speaker, would be aware.  Did the redundant workers in the mining, aircraft, 
steel, vehicle, engineering or general manufacturing industries receive a package anything like the timber 
industry received?  Of course they did not.  The Premier said at the beginning of the restructuring process that 
Labor would look after workers who found themselves unemployed or who had lost their jobs in the forestry 
industry restructuring.  That package acknowledges that we are looking after those workers.  Members cannot 
say that those people are not taking advantage of any of the elements in the package; they are taking advantage 
of them.  The package was specifically designed to ensure that the livelihoods of families were not affected by 
this historic restructure of the timber industry; it was designed specifically to ensure that their livelihoods are not 
affected. 

Mr Trenorden:  You can’t say that.  You know better than that. 
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Mr LOGAN:  The Leader of the National Party has just walked into the Chamber.  I will not repeat what I said 
about the whole package.  He should look at it and compare it with other industries that have been restructured.  
It is a very generous package.  As the Premier has already highlighted in this place today, it is more than the 
former coalition Government would have offered had it been in the situation that this Government is in today.   

Mr Omodei:  We were going to have 280 000 cubic metres under the regional forest agreement; don’t mislead 
the Parliament. 

Mr LOGAN:  The coalition offered nothing under the RFA.  We have delivered and we have put our money 
where our mouth is.   

Mr Omodei:  You have delivered three-fifths of five-eighths.  

Mr LOGAN:  We have put our money where our mouth is.  Members opposite do not like to acknowledge that, 
but it is the truth. 

I will highlight the infrastructure of the workers assistance package.  In Manjimup there is a timber industry 
restructuring assistance centre, which I have visited.  In that centre are four staff, one each from the Department 
of Training, the Department of Industry and Technology, the Department for Community Development and the 
South West Development Commission.  Also operating out of that office is a forest liaison officer for the 
purpose of making sure that the information about restructuring, redundancies and packages is available to those 
workers as and when the business exit assistance packages are signed off by the companies.  That office and the 
workers assistance package staff are working in conjunction with various charities to ensure that families are not 
disadvantaged by the restructuring process.  The members of those families receive moral, economic and 
spiritual guidance, should they need it, because of the dislocation they face.  A workers drop-in centre has been 
established in Manjimup as part of the process.  To indicate the Government’s good faith in looking after the 
people of the south west, in particular in Manjimup, I remind the House of the recent closure of the Manjimup 
Apple Extract Syndicate’s processing centre.  The workers who were laid off there had their cheques for their 
last week’s pay dishonoured by the banks and the Government stepped in and paid that week’s pay to those 
workers. 

Mr Omodei:  The workers haven’t been paid yet. 

Mr LOGAN:  They have received the cheques.  A member of the staff distributed the cheques.  The member for 
Warren-Blackwood should check. 

Mr Omodei:  Which day?  They had not received them last Friday. 

Mr LOGAN:  The member for Warren-Blackwood should check.  It shows what he knows about his own 
constituency.  The cheques were handed out by a member of the ministry staff.   
Mr Barnett:  You raised it.  You had better be right.  You have not done well with your performance today.  
Mr Omodei:  Your creditors lost $2.5 million.  

Mr LOGAN:  As I pointed out to the House, the workers assistance package, which is supported by industry, the 
unions and the community, will ensure that the livelihoods of families in the south west affected by the 
restructuring process are looked after.  The package is supported by the industry and the unions, which endorsed 
this process.   
The motion before the House refers to this Government failing to protect the livelihoods of families in the south 
west.  The member for Warren-Blackwood spoke at length about his history in the south west and how life used 
to be.  I understand why he raised those matters and sympathise with him.  He went on at length about the Labor 
Government not providing figures for timber availability.  However, we heard nothing about the way in which 
the restructuring program has affected the livelihoods of people in the south west.  He did not provide one piece 
of evidence to support his argument.  I am referring to the words put forward in the motion of the member for 
Warren-Blackwood.  The problem is that he lost his way.  The member got so emotional about the process that 
he forgot to speak to the motion and about the effect of this process on the families of the south west.  He forgot 
to talk about them.  He did not provide any evidence.  He did not back up his motion with a single piece of 
evidence of a family that has been affected.  He simply provided more emotional claptrap.  

Mr Barnett:  Do you tell those people that this is claptrap?  You are a heartless, cynical leftover.  You should get 
down and care about real people. 

Mr LOGAN:  I have been through the workers assistance package piece by piece so that I can explain exactly 
what is in the package; that is, what is available to people and the support mechanisms we have put in place to 
ensure that we look after the livelihoods of people in those communities.   

Mr Omodei interjected. 
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Mr LOGAN:  I suggest that if the member for Warren-Blackwood has any evidence - he has not produced any 
tonight - of the livelihoods and incomes of families being affected by the forest restructuring process, he take it 
up with the Timber Industry Restructuring Advisory Centre in Manjimup, which is in his own backyard.  We 
will resolve the problem for the member. 

Mr Barnett:  You are a union leftover in the chardonnay set.  

Mr LOGAN:  As the Premier said, the member for Warren-Blackwood should have some honesty and tell this 
House the real situation, not the dinosaur emotional claptrap that is going around in the member’s head.  

Mr Barnett:  That is an insult to unemployed people.  You call this emotional claptrap.  

Mr LOGAN:  You are an insult to this Chamber. 

Mr Barnett:  The Labor Party caused the plight of those people.  

Dr Gallop:  He did not say that. 

Mr Barnett:  That is what he said. 

The SPEAKER:  I call the Leader of the Opposition to order for the first time.  

MR TRENORDEN (Avon - Leader of the National Party) [7.13 pm]:  It is a sad day when a former unionist 
who is now a member of Cottesloe’s chardonnay set wipes his hands of working-class people.  

Mr Omodei:  He lives in Swanbourne. 

Mr Logan interjected. 

Mr TRENORDEN:  The member spent 15 minutes wiping his hands - 

Mr Logan interjected. 

Mr TRENORDEN:  He is even worse than Pontius Pilate.  At least when Pontius Pilate washed his hands they 
did not have Jesus’s blood on them.  The member already has blood on his hands.   

Mr McGowan:  That is a terrible thing to say.   

Mr TRENORDEN:  It is true. 

Mr McGowan:  You are accusing someone in this place of having blood on his hands.  That is a terrible thing to 
say.  

Mr TRENORDEN:  I am talking about the member washing his hands of the issue. 

Mr Watson interjected.   

Mr TRENORDEN:  I will be there on Sunday and Monday.  Will the member be there? 

Mr Watson:  Where? 

Mr TRENORDEN:  In the timber country.  He will not be there.  He does not have the intestines to be there.   

Mr Watson:  Why not?   

Mr TRENORDEN:  The workers would tell the member what they think of him.  That is why he should go.  
When I last visited the mill at Manjimup, between 15 and 20 workers stood around me in a semicircle and gave 
me both barrels.  I stood there and took it.  I admit that they had every reason to do that.  It is important that 
people on the government benches, particularly the Premier, go down to that area and take what the workers 
have to say.  Those people are real human beings with real problems.  They are great country people.  The 
member for Cockburn talks about packages and says that all that matters is that workers receive their redundancy 
packages. 

Mr Logan:  Rubbish. 

Mr Trenorden:  What should the workers do about their mortgages on houses that were once worth $120 000 but 
are now worth only $60 000 or $70 000?  There is no compassion for workers in that position. 

Dr Gallop:  Will you tell us about your forest policy?   

Mr TRENORDEN:  I will tell the Premier exactly what it is. 

Dr Gallop:  We are waiting with bated breath. 

Mr TRENORDEN:  We have not changed it. 

Dr Gallop:  It is to stop the logging of old-growth forests. 
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Mr TRENORDEN:  No, it is not to stop the logging of old-growth forests. 

Mr McGowan:  That is what your former leader said when we were in opposition.   

Mr TRENORDEN:  No, he did not. 

Mr McGowan:  He said that time after time, as did the member for Stirling.   

Mr TRENORDEN:  I remind the member - 

Mr McGowan:  I remember.  

Mr TRENORDEN:  No, he does not.  He has a very poor memory.  We are concerned about the forest; however, 
we are more concerned about the jarrah forest than we are about the marri and karri forest.  We are surrounded 
by jarrah timber.  Only six per cent of the habitat in which jarrah grows is left.  The rest has been cleared.  We 
are sitting on some of that land.  The metropolitan area of Perth and the area through Mandurah have been 
cleared of jarrah.  I live on the fringe of the jarrah forest.  It is under the pump.  It takes a couple of hundred 
years for a jarrah tree to grow to a stage at which it can be harvested.  The timber industry does not consider the 
jarrah we are taking from the forest to be A-grade jarrah.  The member for Warren-Blackwood may correct me, 
but at least 80 per cent of the habitat in which marri and karri grows remains.  We have the argument that that 80 
per cent is most important, and the six per cent of jarrah forest is less important.  

The argument about the science is important.  The member for Rockingham made the point that we want to 
protect the jarrah.  We would have set the cap at about 213 000 cubic metres of jarrah.  We thought that was as 
far as we could go.  However, we would have made jarrah available.  I have not heard one person in this 
Chamber say that we should tear down these walls and throw them on the fire.  They are made from magnificent 
timber. 

Mr McGowan interjected.   

Mr TRENORDEN:  Some people have not thought the process through.  

Mr Whitely interjected 

Mr TRENORDEN:  I was about to make the connection.  Many people still love jarrah.  They want those jarrah 
trees to come down so they can build their houses out of the timber and have jarrah floors, furniture and exposed 
trusses.  They still want that.  On the other hand, other people say that we should not harvest it.   

The National Party wants a sustainable industry.  Jahroc Furniture in York - in my electorate - makes 
magnificent furniture from marri.  Marri is one of the favourite timbers.  Ten trees must be cut down to find a log 
that will make reasonable furniture, although the timber might be used for other things.  We cannot tell if the log 
is suitable until the tree has been cut down.  Companies like Jahroc are making magnificent furniture, and there 
are many others.  That company is in my electorate and I am extremely proud of it.  It is run by fantastic people.  
The company moved into the old mill and made it a special, substantial place.  How will the company get its 
marri?  I was asked that question when I was there a few days ago. 

Mr Logan:  Would you say that it is sustainable to use 10 trees to get one piece of wood?   

Mr TRENORDEN:  It is sustainable. 

Mr Logan:  That is the reason they use a lot of jarrah.  

Mr TRENORDEN:  If a person is going to harvest karri, he will take down marri with it, because they grow side 
by side.  When the marri comes down with the karri, the logger will make that selection and will do the best he 
can with the rest of the timber.  So yes, it is sustainable.  However, an expert should go through the forest to pick 
quality logs for that furniture.  The policy of the National Party is that it should be a sustainable industry.  We do 
not want Western Australians ordering timber from Asia - from Borneo or Indonesia - in an uncontrolled way.  
Those forests are stripped and are not protected.  We should be responsible for our own forests and production.  
That should be done in a controlled and logical manner.   

Dr Gallop:  Are you in favour of the logging of old-growth forest?  

Mr TRENORDEN:  Yes, I said so. 

Dr Gallop:  It is an important policy.  

Mr TRENORDEN:  The Premier asked me a question and I answered it.  He should listen.  A large number of 
people in this State might say that an “old-growth” forest should not be logged; however, what they are referring 
to is an 80-year-old regrowth forest.  The best and prettiest forest is regrowth forest.  The beautiful Walpole area 
is not the most popular area of the State because its trees are looking ragged.  They have never been harvested. 
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Mr Hyde:  Come to Denmark.  They are using regrowth forest timber.  It is a sustainable industry.  

Mr TRENORDEN:  I have holidayed in the Walpole-Nornalup area many times.  My family went down there 
year after year after year, so I am quite au fait with that part of the world.  In fact, I love that part of the world.  
The motion states that the Premier should do something about this problem.  We praised the Premier during the 
middle of the crisis in the wheatbelt, because he went to Lake Grace and faced those people.  I give the Premier 
credit for that.  He is the Premier of Western Australia.  I do not have any problem with saying that he is my 
Premier, because he is.  However, he is also the Premier of the people we are talking about in this debate.  He 
needs to go down there.  He is a decent person.  He needs to take the time to front those people.  It is his moral 
responsibility.  I trust that he will do that, because it is a key function of leadership.  The Premier should go not 
just to where the good news is, but also to where the bad news is.  I give the Premier credit for going down to 
Lake Grace at the peak of the crisis in the farming industry last year.  Luckily, that turned around.  However, the 
Premier went down when the situation was not so good.  That is a point in his favour.  I hope he will keep it up.   

I refer again to the creation of a sustainable industry.  Are we going to say to Western Australians that they 
cannot build with timber, but must use steel?  I went to Alberta five or six years ago and saw magnificent 
pressed substitute for timber being made out of wheat straw.  That is a sustainable industry.  Are we going to do 
that?  We are not looking at doing that at the moment.  However, a magnificent pressed substitute for timber is 
made out of wheat straw and is used for trusses and in a whole range of industries.  It is not timber.  Are we 
going to tell Western Australians about that?  If the Government is going to suppress the amount of timber 
coming out of these areas, government members must suppress the use of timber in their homes.  As far as I am 
concerned, that is their moral responsibility.  They cannot say that people can get timber from Borneo, Indonesia 
or Malaysia because they do not care about the forests in those countries.  All they care about is that our logs are 
not cut down.  If a person is an environmentalist, it should not matter where the logs come from.  Western 
Australia should have a sustainable industry.   

Mr Omodei:  Built on science.  

Mr TRENORDEN:  That is absolutely correct.  It should be built on science.   

The Australian Labor Party is dishonest, because in talking about packages, it is not giving credence to what 
those communities want.  Those workers do not want to be paid X amount of dollars to move out of Nannup or 
Manjimup.  Their lives are in those towns.  They play netball and football, and their kids go to school there.  
That is what they want to continue to do.  Those people who are lucky to have jobs in the town, and who did not 
work in the timber industry, are also affected, because the quality of the school and the football team goes down, 
as does the quality of life in the town.  The member for Cockburn should not breeze over those matters as if they 
do not exist.  That is a metropolitan attitude.   

Mr Hyde:  He didn’t do that. 

Mr TRENORDEN:  Yes he did.  The clear inference was that it does not matter because the workers would get a 
package.  That was all that mattered.  Where is the human element in that package?  The member for Cockburn 
got stuck into the member for Warren-Blackwood for that attitude, but his attitude was worse.  He is an ex-union 
man.  How quickly people forget!  We are slowly moving through a restructure package.  I feel desperately sorry 
for the people in those areas.   

Some members of my party say that tourism will save those people.  Tourism has no chance of saving those 
people.  I was a tourist 30 years ago with my father.  It is a beautiful part of Western Australia.  What will 
happen in tourism to make the difference over the next two, three, five or 10 years?  The answer is that nothing 
will happen.  People go there now; they went there five and 10 years ago.  There are magnificent wineries in 
Pemberton.  We all have a passion for the Gloucester Tree and other things down there.  I do not think that a 
single member in this room does not have a passion about that magnificent part of Western Australia.  However, 
there must be a process.   

I suggest that two ministers are trying to do something about it.  Whether the Premier likes it or not, the evidence 
suggests that his Cabinet is not giving this matter due consideration.  Government members have other things on 
their minds; they consider other matters to be more important.  However, these people are hurting.  As the 
Premier of Western Australia, he has the direct responsibility to take away some of that hurt.  I will be down 
there on Sunday and Monday.  I will be shot down again.  The member for Warren-Blackwood has been there 
when those people have got stuck into me.  They have every right to do that because the National Party put up a 
forest policy right at the end of the Regional Forest Agreement process.  Our policy was leapfrogged by the 
policies of the Liberal and Labor Parties.  However, we were a part of that process.  I have no qualms about 
those workers giving me both barrels, because they have every right to do that.  They are human beings.  They 
have life, dreams, hopes and passion.  We are not giving them any hope.   
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DR GALLOP (Victoria Park - Premier) [7.27 pm]:  I will deal with a number of points that were raised in this 
debate.  First, I will outline the objectives of the Labor Party policy on old-growth forest, because we have clear 
environmental objectives.  I will make the point that those objectives are consistent with the needs of families 
who live in Western Australia now and into the future.  Secondly, I will outline that the Government 
acknowledges that those policies will have a significant impact.  We need to manage the transition from old-
growth logging.  That is why the Government developed a plan to go along with its commitment.  Thirdly, I will 
illustrate what I believe is the right attitude to take on the future of the south west of our State; that is, a positive, 
forward-looking approach instead of a negative, knocking approach.  Finally, I will outline the specific measures 
that the current Government has developed to assist the people in that area.   

There has been much rhetoric from the Opposition, but not a lot of argument.  There has been a lot of abuse, but 
not a lot of analysis.  It is about time that the Opposition started to do its homework and dealt with these issues 
by using the facts.  The first point of the argument concerns our policy. 

Mr Barnett:  If you had had the courtesy to listen to the argument, you would have realised that the members for 
Warren-Blackwood and Vasse detailed, in great length, what is going on.   

The SPEAKER:  Leader of the Opposition!   

Dr GALLOP:  I will start with the Government’s policy.  The future of our State’s old-growth forest has been a 
matter of controversy for many years.  I am proud to say that the one major political party in Western Australia 
that has seriously looked at this issue and reached the correct conclusion, which is that we should stop old-
growth logging in Western Australia, is the Labor Party.  I took that policy to the 1999 conference.  Members 
will remember the debates that occurred, and the demonstrations by members of the timber industry.  We stuck 
to our guns, got the policy through the Labor Party, and then took it into the election.  It is a forward-looking 
policy, based on a simple proposition - that the conservation of our old-growth forests is of much more value 
than logging them.  As a corollary to that, the policy has the power and the potential to create more jobs for the 
future, and a better quality of life than the alternative.   

Mr Omodei interjected.  

The SPEAKER:  Just because the member for Warren-Blackwood wishes to make an interjection does not mean 
that the Premier, or whoever is speaking, must take that interjection.  The member has suggested about five times 
in the first two minutes that he wants to make an interjection; the Premier has not accepted that and is continuing 
with his speech.  

Mr Omodei interjected 

The SPEAKER:  I call the member for Warren-Blackwood to order for the first time.   

Dr GALLOP:  Within days of the election of the Government on 10 February 2001, the logging of old-growth 
forest ceased.  It was formally announced on 4 November 2001 that all old-growth forest, including the one per 
cent set aside to ensure contracts could be met, would be protected from logging.  That will go down in the 
history of Western Australia as one of the most significant decisions ever made by a Government.  The 
Government is committed to creating 30 new national parks, including 12 proposals developed under the 
Regional Forest Agreement.  To date, the Government has announced boundaries for seven proposed national 
parks - four in the Walpole wilderness area, the Greater Preston National Park, the Greater Beedelup National 
Park and the Greater Kingston National Park.  The basis of this debate tonight is a policy commitment developed 
by the Labor Party while in opposition, put to the people at the election, and overwhelmingly endorsed at that 
election.  That policy is now being implemented.  The time has come for all members of this Parliament to 
accept that that is the future for Western Australia.  We should be working together to make sure that that future 
is consolidated for all Western Australians; not just our generation, but future generations as well.  There is no 
doubt that this policy has the ability in and of itself to allow Western Australia to be projected in the Australian 
and the international scene in such a way that the very decision will create jobs.  I make the first point - the 
policy commitment has a strong conservation base but, in and of itself, it will create jobs. 

The future is in conservation.  One thing that impressed me very much when I was researching this issue in 
opposition was a letter sent to me by Professor Bill Castledine, who many members would remember.  He is a 
famous surgeon from Fremantle Hospital, who retired to the south west and has developed new jobs.  In the 
letter he referred to an article in a United States newspaper, which, if my memory serves me well, indicated that 
every year in the United States 75 million Americans wanted access to a wilderness experience.  So many 
wanted it, that access to the parks had to be rationed because there was not enough room.  There is a thirst in the 
world today for a nature experience, and people want the real thing.  They do not want the regrowth forest, they 
want the ancient forest.  I make the point again - the decision has conservation value but, in and of itself, it will 
create jobs.  



Extract from Hansard 
[ASSEMBLY - Wednesday, 20 March 2002] 

 p8637b-8665a 
Mr Paul Omodei; Mr Colin Barnett; Mr Tony McRae; Mr Rob Johnson; Mr Bernie Masters; Deputy Speaker; 

Mr Alan Carpenter; Dr Judy Edwards; Speaker; Mr Fran Logan; Mr Max Trenorden; Dr Geoff Gallop 

 [26] 

Mr Omodei interjected.  

Dr GALLOP:  The Government created the Walpole wilderness area, which will achieve World Heritage listing.  
The Government will develop that World Heritage listing.  

The second point is that the Government acknowledges the impact of that policy and the need to manage the 
transition.  In opposition, I made that point clear to rallies of timber workers and others, and to representatives of 
local government and the timber industry.  The Government developed a plan to manage that transition, which 
indicates the commitment it has to the people in that region.  The Government would not allow the situation to 
emerge in which the support required for those people was not available.  When the Labor Party came to 
government, it reviewed the situation, and allocated more money than it said it would in the budget process, 
because it wanted to make sure that the money was there for those people.   

Mr Omodei:  You had to do that.  You had no choice.  

Dr GALLOP:  I point out to the member for Warren-Blackwood that that is a sign of the Government’s 
commitment to those people.   

I will remind the House of the alternative.  This might be a bit embarrassing to the member for Warren-
Blackwood, because, to be fair to him, he was very concerned about the strategy of the previous Government.  
The previous Government, as members will know, did not intend to save old-growth forest, but it did intend to 
reduce the karri and jarrah cut.  That Government went in with RFA mark 1, which failed, and then it went in 
with RFA mark 2, which involved very serious cutbacks in that industry.  It was very interesting - and the 
member for Merredin, as a new member, will find this interesting - that when the previous Government came in 
with RFA mark 1, and the then Opposition asked where the worker assistance package was, the Government said 
it did not need one.  Its policy would have involved serious cutbacks in the industry.  Then, when the then 
Government went to RFA mark 2, it copied what the Labor Party in opposition had developed as a worker 
assistance plan.  Can the member for Warren-Blackwood tell me how much money was put aside?  

Mr Omodei:  In which year?  

Dr GALLOP:  In the plan his Government developed.  How much was put aside to deal with the radical 
reduction in the timber cut that would have come with the then Government’s plan?  

Mr Omodei:  About $30 million.  

Dr GALLOP:  Exactly, and it was not sufficient to deal with the problems.  Today, the Opposition comes into 
this Parliament and criticises the Government that made a $123 million commitment to the timber workers and 
the timber industry for restructuring.  As the member for Warren-Blackwood said, the previous Government 
made a commitment of $30 million.  There were very serious cutbacks in timber production under the previous 
Government’s plan. 

The little part of the story that the previous Government did not tell is that there is such a thing as the forest 
management plan, which is a very controversial area.  The Government is making sure that that plan is done 
scientifically.  If the Opposition, when in government, just quoted a figure without knowing whether it was 
sustainable, it was misleading people about what would have happened in the timber industry.  The previous 
Government intended to cut the timber levels, without a plan or any resources.  The present Government has 
saved old-growth forests, and it has a plan and the resources to deal with it.  That is the difference.  

I now proceed to the third part of my argument - the attitude to the south west.  Occasionally, the member for 
Warren-Blackwood moves from the negative to the positive mode.  Deep down, he has a very positive view of 
the area he represents.  It is an area rich in resources, with great potential, and it is creating momentum today, 
independently of the timber industry.  I remind the House about some of the things that have been happening in 
the south west of Western Australia.  Mineral production in the Warren-Blackwood area increased in tonnage by 
41 per cent between 1998 and 2000.  Limestone and lime sands production increased by 185 per cent, and kaolin 
clay by 31 per cent.  Wine production in Margaret River increased by 141 per cent between 1996 and 2000, and 
in Manjimup the increase was 125 per cent.  The increase for the south west was 139 per cent.  The expected 
growth to 2005 in Margaret River is 42 per cent, in Manjimup 18 per cent.  Apple production in the south west 
between 1993 and 1999 increased by 133 per cent.  A problem exists in Manjimup currently, but the 
Government has said to any potential developers that $1 million of industry assistance is available if they go 
there.  

I will get to the point.  This area is growing.  It should be promoted, not knocked.  I had a very interesting 
meeting with representatives of the wine industry.  They made the point that the Manjimup Shire Council took a 
very positive and forward-looking approach to their industry.  They said that they like working in the area 
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because the shire council supports them.  The shire councillors and the president speak positively about the area 
because they know it has the potential to grow.  This constant negative rhetoric from the member undermines the 
potential of the region.   

I will repeat the first three arguments.  First, the conservation of old-growth forests is good and will create jobs.  
Secondly, the Labor Party has a plan to deal with the transition.  That plan is much more sophisticated and better 
resourced than the plan the then Liberal-National Party Government would have had had it been re-elected.  
Thirdly, we have a positive view of the south west and the Manjimup and Warren-Blackwood areas, because we 
believe there will be new jobs.   

I turn now to the fourth argument - the nitty-gritty of what we are doing.  The statistics from the workers 
assistance program demonstrate that since July 2001, 211 workers have received redundancy payments, of which 
131, or 62 per cent, have gone on to secure alternative employment or create alternative sources of income.  We 
are managing this process by working with these workers.  Aspects of this management need improvement, and I 
have discussed that matter with some of the unions that are involved in the area.  Some aspects of the 
management are a bit top down and do not look at the needs of the workers.  We hope to remedy that.  That is an 
area that we need to improve.  The basic framework for the resources that we are putting into the area is 
excellent, but we need to go into the mills and the communities more to find out about the individual workers 
and their needs.  These are new jobs.   

I turn now to the jobs created through government assistance.  At the Stallwood Furniture factory, 40 jobs were 
created by the provision of $178 000 in financial assistance to relocate from the metropolitan area to 
Greenbushes.  That was agreed to in principle under the previous Government, but we delivered on the payment.  
At Fonty’s vineyard, 10 jobs were created through the provision of $19 600 in headworks assistance.  At the 
Nannup timber mill, 54 jobs were retained by the provision of $1.4 million in financial assistance for an 
integrated timber processing centre.  That was agreed to in principle under the previous Government, but was 
negotiated and paid for by our Government.  This will operate on 20 000 cubic metres of jarrah rather than on its 
previous contract of 40 000 cubic metres, while retaining all existing jobs.   

On 14 February 2002, Western Australia’s first biodiesel plant at Picton was announced.  How did that come 
about?  That came about because of our regional investment tours.  The firm was looking for a location.  It went 
on our investment tour, made contact with the Western Australian Government and looked around and 
discovered that there was a perfect location in that area.  Twenty contractors will be involved in that project and 
it will create jobs for people in the future. 

Mr Johnson:  How many people in the future? 

Dr GALLOP:  My notes say 10, but I think it is 100 and is a typing error.  I will check on that.   

Mr Johnson:  I do not think so.   

Dr GALLOP:  What does the member think? 

Mr Johnson:  I think it will be 10 or fewer.   

Dr GALLOP:  They are permanent jobs, but there are jobs associated with it that are not included in this 
analysis. 

Mr Barnett:  Has it been built yet? 

Dr GALLOP:  No.  The Opposition is totally incapable of having a sensible debate about anything. 

Mr Barnett:  The projects we talk about actually happen.  

Dr GALLOP:  How did those people come to look at Picton?  Because of the initiative of our Government.  A 
$70 million expansion at the Sons of Gwalia tantalum mine at Greenbushes has been announced. 

Mr Barnett:  What did you have to do with that? 

Dr GALLOP:  I am talking about new investment in the area.  At the moment we are considering potential 
projects for support.  The member knows about the call centre.  There is also potential at the Donnybrook 
woodchip mill.   

I will now mention the other funded initiatives in that area.  An amount of $250 000 has been allocated for the 
development of an economic alliance between the four shires of the Warren-Blackwood area.  They were very 
keen on that and the Government has funded it.  The member applauded that initiative and that is a good thing.  

Mr Omodei:  We started that! 

Dr GALLOP:  I am not in the business of saying that opposition members are all bad and we are all good.  
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Mr Barnett interjected. 

Dr GALLOP:  We have allocated $200 000 for the design and implementation of a Warren-Blackwood 
promotional strategy; $1 million towards the cost of the proposed sky jetty tourism icon, subject to a feasibility 
study; $210 000 to the Timber Advisory Centre towards the total cost of the expansion, which will enable the 
development of new displays on value-added products for native and plantation timber industries; $722 500 for 
the Westrail land redevelopment at Manjimup, which will create a new town statement linking the South 
Western Highway with the central business district; and a $1 million incentive to attract a purchaser for the 
Manjimup Apple Export Syndicate fruit and vegetable cooperative, with an additional $500 000 available for the 
expansion of the operation if it is taken up.  This Government is proactive in this area.  This Government cares 
for the affected workers and it is doing something about it.  This Government has a plan for the region and it is 
doing something about it.   

I have dealt with all the points raised in this debate.  However, I will conclude by looking at the position of the 
Opposition.  There are a lot of contradictions in the Opposition’s position, one of which is the member for 
Warren-Blackwood coming in here and saying that we need to spend more.  He has a problem: the Leader of the 
Opposition says that we are spending too much in Western Australia.  He says that the midyear review figures, 
which project expenditure in Western Australia, are too high and we need to cut back.  I ask the member for 
Warren-Blackwood: where will the money come from?  We have allocated $123 million in a tough budget 
environment, but his leader is saying that we must cut back on expenditure.  That represents a bit of a problem 
for the member. 

Mr Omodei:  Why don’t you just spend the $123 million?  

Dr GALLOP:  Because it is spent in the process of managing the transition and because we do things properly.  
There is another problem for the Opposition.  There is a problem in its economic argument; that is, the 
contradiction between what the Leader of the Opposition is saying about expenditure and what the rest of the 
members of the Opposition are saying about needing to spend more on this, that and the other.  There is also a 
problem with its environmental credentials.  The member for Vasse wrote to Wilson Tuckey, the federal 
minister, in 1999 and said that we should reduce the areas of non-old-growth forest within existing national 
parks to allow logging.  He wants to take timber out of national parks and log it!  On top of that, the Opposition 
has said that it will continue the previous Government’s policies of logging old-growth forests.   

In summary, we have the conservation policy of stopping logging in old-growth forests.  That policy is good on 
conservation grounds and is good for the future of Western Australia.  We have a plan for the transition and we 
have allocated the $123 million to it.  We have a positive attitude towards the south west of the State and the 
Warren-Blackwood region.  We are committing dollars to that region to create investment and new jobs.  
Finally, the Opposition is in no position to criticise us about what we are spending when its leader says that too 
much money is being spent in Western Australia today.  

MR BARNETT (Cottesloe - Leader of the Opposition) [7.48 pm]:  I will be brief because I know that other 
members want to make some comments.  I will restate some figures cited by the member for Warren-
Blackwood.  At the time that former Minister Hodge, a Labor minister, was responsible for the forests, the jarrah 
cut was 680 000 cubic metres.  During the time of Minister McGinty, who is still a member of this Parliament, 
the cut was 520 000 cubic metres.  During the time of Minister Minson, a Liberal Party minister, it was down to 
490 000 cubic metres.  At the time of Minister Edwardes, the member for Kingsley, the cut was 324 000 cubic 
metres - about half of the cut under Minister McGinty and not that long a period had passed.  It is true that the 
Regional Forest Agreement, through its machinations - it was a tortuous process - ultimately recommended 
286 000 cubic metres.  That was the situation.  The Labor Party has introduced its slogan-type policy that there 
will be no cutting of old-growth forest, and it is now talking about 140 000 cubic metres.  As the member for 
Warren-Blackwood explained, in reality, in an indicative cut, it is about 100 000 cubic metres.  I have said that 
the Opposition’s position is that the figure will be far less than that in the RFA.  I have said that we will stick 
with at least - I emphasise “at least” - 180 000 cubic metres.  That is a much lower figure than we had during our 
time in government.  That level will allow some certainty for the industry and allow it to be sustainable.   

I know and the Premier knows that he has received advice that 180 000 cubic metres is okay.  The Opposition 
knows that the minister, Hon Kim Chance, happens to believe that 180 000 cubic metres is okay, and that about 
half of the Premier’s Cabinet is of a similar view.  The timber industry, the timber workers, the mill operators 
and, indeed, some of the more thinking conservationists believe that 180 000 cubic metres will allow the industry 
to continue, towns to survive, people to have jobs and for a smooth transition to take place.  Under Labor’s 
policy, which is little more than a slogan - albeit a popular slogan, I concede, that it used well politically - that it 
will not cut old-growth forests, south west towns are being decimated. 
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About six weeks after the last election I went down to the south west with the member for Warren-Blackwood.  
It was just after Labor had made its decision that there would be no cutting of the so-called old-growth forests, 
and I remember a conversation I had with a group of timber workers who worked for a small mill.  Do members 
know what they said to me?  I had not met them before.  They said, “Colin, we hate going to work today.”  
Labor’s policy had been in place for literally only about a week.  I asked them why.  They said, “Because a few 
weeks ago we were going out to the back of” - 

Mr Omodei:  Mattaband 10. 

Mr BARNETT:  They were going way out past the back of Pemberton where no-one goes, and they were cutting 
timber from old-growth forest.  They said, “These trees are old.  We know that if we don’t cut them down, in the 
next 20 or 30 years the white ants will get through them in any case, and they will fall down.  That is where we 
have been working.”  I asked them, “What is making you unhappy about going to work today?”  They said, 
“Because we are going out there cutting down trees that are 90 or 100 years old on the edges of our townships, 
and those trees should be left to grow for at least another 30 years.  We’re cutting down the best trees - the 
strong, healthy, young trees.”  Indeed, those trees were attractive to the townships and the community.  These 
people were simple, hardworking, decent Australians who knew that it was inherently wrong.  They had worked 
all their lives in the industry.  I had sympathy for them.  That one conversation started me thinking.  Unlike the 
Premier, I have been down to that area three times since the last election, and I will continue to go down there.  
That is just one story. 

I was in the south west briefly two weeks ago - I went to three towns.  Again, I walked around the streets of 
Manjimup with the member for Warren-Blackwood and a few other people.  The Premier says that I am 
negative.  When I walk past empty shop windows and am told by people that another five shops will close in the 
next few weeks, it is pretty hard to walk away from that and say that it is positive.  I went to a school, and the 
school psychologist told me about problems of bullying, of distraught parents and of increased domestic 
violence, about which the minister should be concerned - all related, albeit indirectly, to job insecurity and loss 
of jobs, pride and dignity.   

The Government has allocated to the Nannup mill several hundred thousand dollars for training.  The mill does 
not need that; it needs more timber.  When I go to that mill, I walk around and see people and machinery 
working.  Some sophisticated work is done.  However, a lot of the work is fairly unsophisticated.  It is sorting 
logs and planks.  Those people have been doing that work for years.  They are not highly educated.  Many of 
them - I say this respectfully to them - probably do not have high literacy levels.  They work for low incomes; 
their salaries are low.   

Mr Hyde:  Your industrial laws cut their wages. 

Mr BARNETT:  The member for Perth is an insulting fool!  These people have always been low-income, 
hardworking Australians, and the member insults them like that.   

Withdrawal of Remark 

The SPEAKER:  The Leader of the Opposition knows that his comments about the member for Perth are 
unparliamentary, and I ask him to withdraw them.   

Mr BARNETT:  I withdraw.   

Debate Resumed 

Mr BARNETT:  I point out that these people are decent, hardworking Australians - the sort of people whom the 
Labor Party used to stand up for but no longer does so.  They are sorting timber, loading pallets, moving timber 
around and cleaning up.  Their jobs have gone.  What do they get?  They get a redundancy payment.  Members 
in this place are on 100 grand a year at a minimum.  Get a life!  Those opposite are all champions of the workers.  
They are all on $100 000 a year - that is what they get - and those workers are getting $30 000 or $35 000 if they 
are lucky.  They will get a redundancy payment that might be in the range of $15 000 to $20 000, or maybe up to 
$40 000 or $50 000.  Some of them may own a house in Manjimup.  They might have seen the value of their 
house fall by $30 000 or $40 000 or whatever.  They probably cannot sell it.  Therefore, their redundancy 
payment will not even make up for the loss of equity in their home.  If they have a mortgage, they may well be 
into negative financial territory.  That is what the Government is doing for those people.  Many of the others live 
in timber cottages that are the property of the companies.  The companies are closing down.  Okay, those people 
might be able to stay in their cottages for a little while, but what is the point?  There are no jobs and no 
opportunities.  What is the point of living in the timber cottage?  People are in despair.  They are quietly leaving 
those communities.   
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If members believe that I came back from the south west feeling negative, I will admit it.  I felt depressed when I 
came back, because I care about those people.  Those opposite can laugh and snigger, but the forebears of the 
Labor Party stood up for those people.   

[Interruption from the gallery.] 

The SPEAKER:  Would the staff remove that person from the gallery, please.  People in the public gallery, you 
are quite welcome to be here.  However, you cannot participate in any of the debate.  If you do, you will be 
removed.  I ask you to recognise that this place cannot function if people other than members of Parliament take 
an active part in the proceedings.   

Mr BARNETT:  I will say one thing for the Construction, Forestry, Mining and Energy Union: at least it has a 
Liberal speaker at its rallies at Parliament House, and I appreciate that.   

Those hardworking people do not have a lot of options.  If they have a mortgage on their house, their redundancy 
payment may make up for the equity they have lost in their house, if they are lucky.  If they have a low level of 
equity in their house, they may well be negatively placed.  If they live in low-cost, subsidised company housing - 
essentially timber cottages - they have nothing.  When people face trauma and loss of employment, pride and 
dignity, in a sense they give up.  Many people are giving up.  The sort of comment I heard from people when I 
was last in that area two weeks ago was - this is sad, and I care for those people - that they wished it was all over.   

The south west has enormous things to offer.  I am happy enough with my involvement, and I have great 
confidence in the south west as a whole.  However, if government members think that people, with relatively 
limited education in many cases, can move from a position in the timber industry for 30 years and suddenly 
become a cappuccino waiter, they are deluding themselves.  If members opposite think that those people could 
be ecotourist guides, with knowledge of numbats and everything else, they are deluding themselves.  The people 
who will do those jobs will have a different level of experience.  This Premier has not had the courage - that is 
what it is - to go down to the south west to talk to those people.  The Premier should be ashamed of himself.  He 
stands in this place and says that the Government has a policy of no old-growth logging.  He talks slogans, 
paraphrases and parrots on, but he does not go down to that area to look at the tragedy that is going on.  Those 
people will pack up and leave those communities.  

The south west will survive - of course it will.  What will happen is that people from my electorate will buy 
holiday houses down there at low prices.  The Government will take the heart and soul out of those communities.  
Those people are permanent residents with kids in schools who play football at the local club.  They own their 
own house and go to the local pub at night to have a few beers.  All the decent value of that community is being 
eroded. Labor members - the former champions of the workers -  

Several members interjected. 

Mr BARNETT:  A few workers are in the gallery.  I congratulate them for coming to watch the proceedings of 
Parliament.  This Government has very little in common with those people.  This is the $100 000-a-year set, the 
chardonnay set, the greenie set and the gay and lesbian set.  They do not the support the people in the gallery.  

Debate interrupted, pursuant to standing orders. 
 


