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TOURISM IN DONNYBROOK, WOODCHIP-MILL 
Grievance 

MS SUE WALKER (Nedlands) [9.40 am]:  My grievance is to the Minister for Tourism.  I grieve on behalf of 
the local people in the Donnybrook area, particularly those in the tourism industry and the wine trade.  Is the 
minister aware that the tourism industry and wine trade in the south west town of Donnybrook and surrounding 
area will be severely damaged - possibly decimated - if plans by the Gallop Government to place the woodchip-
mill of the Japanese-owned company WA Plantation Resources Pty Ltd in that company’s preferred location of 
Donnybrook go ahead? 

The Shire of Donnybrook-Balingup and the woodchip company intend to place this mill, which will provide only 
20 jobs, smack bang in the middle of an area being developed for vineyards and the tourism industry.  The 
company, the shire and the South West Development Commission have seven options, but they are pushing the 
company’s preferred option of placing the mill on 52 acres of crown reserve land just two kilometres from the 
town, in an area of pristine beauty adjoined by 400 acres of vineyard, with a potential annual farm gate value of 
$20 million to $30 million, plus tourism and complementary business outcomes. 
Residents in the immediate vicinity are developing small lots and other intensive uses for the tourism industry.  
The locals who have invested in that land are aggrieved because they have invested financially and emotionally - 
one vineyard has invested over $7 million so far.  They have put their hearts and souls into this area on the basis, 
first, of the express support of the Donnybrook-Balingup Shire Council that the Brookhampton locality would 
support an important new tourism industry based around wine; and, second, that the area was zoned for rural use 
and parks and recreation.  These wine businesses are acting as a tourism drawcard for the region, and have high 
tourist exposure on the South Western Highway frontage.  Locals are not only aggrieved but also outraged at 
what they regard as acute deceit by the council.  The council had given the clearest indication of land uses in that 
locality, and it has now refuted that decision. 
Alarmingly, in May of this year, the council and the mill company announced, without any community 
consultation, a decision to build the woodchip-mill in the Donnybrook area, slap-bang in the middle of a 
potentially vibrant, picturesque, pristine tourism area.  That location may save the company a few dollars, but it 
will have a severe impact on the tourism and associated industries.  The shire is urging the Minister for Planning 
and Infrastructure to make a fast decision on this matter. 
From my reading of different documents and from speaking to locals, it is apparent that the shire has no basic 
understanding of the impact on tourism, and it has no tourism policy in place.  Has the minister been to that area 
and assessed the incredible damage to the tourism industry as a result of such an ill-thought-out proposal? 
Incredibly, following an interim report in September, the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure said in the 
House - 

On balance, it would appear that Donnybrook is the most favoured option in a broad strategic sense 
because it generates a comparatively low overall cost, requires minimal road improvements, is able to 
utilise single locomotive operations and deviates traffic concentrations away from communities.  

I am advised by locals that the minister must have had her speech written for her, because that does not reflect 
what was said in the interim report.  It is directly opposed to the views of the locals, and it completely ignores 
the finding in the interim report.  I am also led to believe that the report has been tailored to suit the preferred 
site.  Absolutely no account has been taken of the impact on tourism, in not only Donnybrook but also any of the 
seven localities.  The mill, which needs 25 acres, could easily be located in less populated areas, such as Kirup.  I 
raise this matter because of the tourism crisis in this State. 

The day after the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure’s speech, the Minister for Tourism issued a media 
statement about the aim of the extra state funding for the regions, including the south west, and said - 

The aim is to renew confidence in the tourism industry and support the many hundreds of small 
businesses concerned for the future. 

He said that he would use the funds for additional marketing and promotion of rural Western Australia.  He 
made that statement on 20 September this year. 
I also refer to the Western Australian Tourism Commission document headed “The Value of Tourism - South 
West Region of Western Australia”, dated September this year, which states - 

Tourism businesses - Over 600 businesses directly involved in tourism gaining more than 50 per cent of 
their income directly from tourists.  They include . . . 190 Attractions including wineries . . .  
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The current planned investment for that area is $218.4 million.  Is the minister aware that the location of the mill 
at Donnybrook will destroy the “great wine drive” planned for this State?  The ludicrous suggestion by the 
Minister for Planning and Infrastructure in her media statement on 19 September that Donnybrook “came out 
ahead of the pack” was made only eight days after the United States tragedy and only five days after the collapse 
of Ansett Australia Ltd and Skywest Airlines Pty Ltd and the crisis meeting with the tourism industry that the 
Minister for Tourism and I attended on 14 September.  Is there any communication in Cabinet on these issues? 
The next day the Premier was interviewed outside the House.  A photograph of him appeared in the newspaper.  
He said that the big issue in the regions is tourism, so it is appropriate that money - $5 million - be spent on 
advertising and marketing those regions.  What is the point of that if the industry is to be decimated? 
The woodchip-mill is welcomed by the community, and it can work.  However, the community says that its 
position must be suitable and accommodate all interests.  The establishment of such a mill will mean an increase 
of approximately 65 000 trucks a year.  Can the minister imagine tourists being encouraged to traverse that 
scenic route, particularly on a rainy day, trying to pass trucks, with the mist that usually billows up?  I am told 
that five or six school buses use that road every morning and afternoon.  There is not one overtaking lane for 78 
kilometres along the Boyup Brook road.  I am also told that it would cost approximately $12 million to upgrade 
that road, and it would destroy any prospect of a tourism industry in a beautiful apple-growing area. 

I ask the minister to bring some logic and commonsense into this decision.  What does the minister intend to do 
to stop the decimation of the tourism and wine industries at Donnybrook and to properly examine the location of 
a woodchip-mill in this area, bearing in mind its impact on tourism and the environment, and socially? 

MR BROWN (Bassendean - Minister for Tourism) [9.47 am]:  I thank the member for her grievance.  For a 
number of years I have had the opportunity to attend the tourism awards in this State.  At those awards, a number 
of speakers, particularly from the south west, have said that the best thing the Government can do for tourism in 
the south west of the State is to protect old-growth forests.  Whenever that was said at the tourism awards, there 
was thunderous applause by operators in the industry.  It was interesting that in the coalition’s years in 
government, it never listened to the tourism industry.  It could not have cared less and did not listen.  It 
continued to destroy old-growth forests of high conservation value. 

My first point is that the Labor Government has listened intently to the concerns of the tourism industry about 
protecting old-growth forests.  My second point is that I am confused about the Opposition’s position.  The 
member for Nedlands said that the Opposition opposed a chip-mill. 

Ms Sue Walker:  No. 

Mr Sweetman:  No, that is not right. 

Mr BROWN:  Therefore, the Opposition does not oppose the chip-mill. 

Ms Sue Walker:  The minister did not listen to what I said.  He was too busy talking to the Minister for Planning 
and Infrastructure.  I said that the locals do not oppose the chip-mill; it is the positioning of it that they oppose.  
Is the minister listening to me on behalf of the locals? 

Mr BROWN:  No, the member has had her go.  She has clarified her position.  I did not interrupt her, so now is 
the time for her to button up!  Members must listen in this place; they do not get every opportunity to speak.  The 
member for Nedlands has had her go.  She was not interrupted, but was listened to in silence.  I know members 
of the legal profession have a little difficulty understanding this - 

Several members interjected. 

Mr BROWN:  Here they go, they are all up to it now.  If they want a debate on the issue, I will reply, but they 
must be silent during that. 

Mr Masters interjected. 

The SPEAKER:  Order, member for Vasse!   

Mr BROWN:  I listened in absolute silence, unlike the rabble over there. 

The grievance before us expresses concern about a nature-based tourism industry - from an Opposition that 
destroyed old-growth forest!  There is also concern about a chip-mill that the Opposition supports.  The Minister 
for Planning and Infrastructure has had significant meetings with the local authority and a public meeting with 
the community to discuss the opposition and concern.  I understand that at a public meeting the local community 
requested a strategic site study.  Did the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure listen?  Yes, absolutely, 
because the strategic site study was carried out, and the results have been made available for further public 
comment.  The Minister for Planning and Infrastructure has met with the local community, the business 
community and all the groups concerned. 
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I want to make clear that planning issues fall within the responsibility of the Western Australia Planning 
Commission.  They do not fall within the tourism portfolio.  The Planning Commission deals with tourism 
issues, sites of chip-mills and many other issues.  Each agency does not have its own planning authorities.  The 
Western Australian Planning Commission is the one place to which people take their concerns, and they are dealt 
with on a statewide basis.  It is important for the tourism industry, the forestry industry, the mining industry and 
all the other industries, and for the general community, to be able to put their views persuasively and strongly to 
the Planning Commission and planning authorities, and for those views to be taken seriously in planning 
arrangements.  I am not the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure, but as I see it, the responsibility is to ensure 
that sensible planning decisions are made that assist the economic development of the State.   

In a State with a growing population and increasing industrial diversity, there will be challenges over land use.  
We are already seeing that in a large number of areas, and we will continue to see it as industry expands and 
becomes more diversified, and as different groups in our community challenge each other over appropriate land 
use.  We have not been much used to that because Western Australia has a very large land mass and a very small 
population.  The responsibility of the planning authorities will be to try to ensure that an appropriate balance is 
struck that meets tourism and industrial interests, provides jobs and assists the community.  Industrial tourism is 
on the rise.  People are very interested in production processes.  One has only to talk to the management of Alcoa 
to hear of the number of bus tours on the Alcoa site.  They are booked out months in advance because of the 
interest.   

I believe I have dealt very successfully with the grievance raised by the member for Nedlands. 
 


