
Extract from Hansard 
[COUNCIL - Wednesday, 10 December 2003] 

 p14689b-14691a 
Hon Ken Travers; Hon Bruce Donaldson; Hon Dee Margetts; Deputy President 

 [1] 

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

Motion for Disallowance 
Resumed from 3 December on the following motion moved by Hon Dee Margetts -  

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

HON KEN TRAVERS (North Metropolitan - Parliamentary Secretary) [2.02 pm]:  My understanding was that 
Hon Bill Stretch wished to make some comments, and I assumed that Hon Dee Margetts would make further 
comment as she has received a briefing on the matter.  If no other member wants to comment, I will clarify some 
issues raised during debate last week.   

First, notification to members was raised, and I advise the House that on 24 March all members for the 
Agricultural Region - namely, Hon Dee Margetts, Hon Frank Hough, Hon Bruce Donaldson, Hon Murray 
Criddle and Hon Kim Chance - and Mr Terry Waldron from another place were notified by letter of the proposed 
excision from the area.  Those members were asked to comment within 30 days, and my understanding is that no 
comment was received from any of those members by that time.   

A number of members raised concern about issues such as salinity.  My understanding is that, as a result of a 
request by the Department of Conservation and Land Management to the Water Corporation, trial plots have 
been established to demonstrate to neighbouring farmers the types of trees that can be planted in the area to 
significantly assist in addressing the salinity problem.  As well as excising the area that is still natural bushland 
and putting it into the conservation of flora and fauna reserve, that planting will significantly enhance the 
protection of the area.  The Department of Conservation and Land Management has already planted a trial 
sandalwood plot, with the approval of the Water Corporation, which it is currently able to do under the 
reservation.   

Hopefully, that addresses the concerns that members raised.  I should add that after the motion was moved in the 
House, the minister’s office reconfirmed with me that it contacted the member and left messages on the 
answering machine in her electorate office on two occasions offering a briefing on this matter, and it received no 
response.  I hope that clarifies the matters that were raised during the debate last week.  I certainly urge members 
to oppose the disallowance motion and support this excision. 

HON BRUCE DONALDSON (Agricultural) [2.05 pm]:  I will clarify a couple of points, because Hon Bill 
Stretch is away on urgent parliamentary business.  We were contacted, as usual, which is very good.  I had the 
opportunity to speak to the Shire of Kojonup, a number of farmers from the area and local residents.  They 
informed me that they did not have a problem with the issue.  From that point of view, I did not respond to the 
letter, because I did not think it was necessary.  I spoke to Hon George Cash, who has handled this matter on 
behalf of the Opposition, and he informed me that he had been given an extensive overview of the matter.  I do 
not know whether he had received a briefing, but he had certainly studied the whole issue in depth, and he 
indicated to our party room that he was satisfied with the information he had received.  As a member for the 
Agricultural Region, I will not support the disallowance motion.  I believe Hon George Cash has already 
indicated that that is the Opposition’s position. 

Hon Ken Travers:  My only comment about Hon Bill Stretch is that I was looking forward to hearing his 
remarks, because I know he has been to the location. 

Hon BRUCE DONALDSON:  That is quite true.  He had hoped to get back to the Chamber, but it looks as 
though this debate will be finished before he gets back, unfortunately.  The parliamentary secretary is quite 
correct.  Hon George Cash asked Hon Bill Stretch to follow up the issue because he lives in the area.  He also 
satisfied himself and spoke at length in our party room on this issue.  With that, I will not support the 
disallowance motion. 

HON DEE MARGETTS (Agricultural) [2.07 pm]:  Madam Deputy President - 

Hon Ken Travers interjected. 

Hon DEE MARGETTS:  Pardon me; the parliamentary secretary has forgotten that the person who moves the 
motion closes the debate, and he cannot speak after me. 

Hon Ken Travers:  But you sought leave to continue your remarks, so if you are just responding to the comments 
that have been made and this is your right of reply, I am happy with that. 

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich:  There is tension in the House already, and we have only been here for a short time. 
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Hon DEE MARGETTS:  Yes.  As we get closer to the end of the - 

Hon Nick Griffiths:  I want to wish everyone the compliments of the season. 

Hon DEE MARGETTS:  I thank Hon Nick Griffiths. 

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon Adele Farina):  Order, members! 

Hon DEE MARGETTS:  The area that we are looking at is currently being used for a CALM tree trial, and a 
sign on the property indicates that.  The fact that it has the official and legal status of an A-class reserve raises 
some questions about the basis upon which that area is being used by CALM for a tree trial.  I am grateful for the 
briefing that I received in the interim.  I now have an aerial map of the region.  From that map, it is clear that 
there is a mosaic of various tree species.  I have been advised that some of them are sandalwood and other 
species.  It appears that the area will still be retained as an A-class reserve, albeit with a different specific status 
that removes the water reserve aspect of it.  I understand from local conservationists and regional scientists that 
this is an area of high conservation value.  I also understand that the official species list available has been based 
only on casual visits; no specific study or research has been done into the flora and fauna species.  It was a flora 
and fauna reserve as well as a water reserve until the amendment was made.  Now it will not be a water reserve.  
That may or may not create some problems.  However, some of my local constituents have said that they believe 
it is a pity that the Department of Conservation and Land Management does not see a benefit in retaining that 
area as a buffer for the reserve rather then continuing to use it for tree trials.  Alternatively, if it is called a timber 
reserve, the weeds could be dealt with - it is only 40 hectares - by planting an understorey to create a buffer for 
the flora and fauna species.  I believe that around 40 bird species and a number of reptile species have been 
found in the area.  However, I am not aware whether any systematic pit trapping has been done to find out what 
other species may exist or are dependent on this particular piece of remnant vegetation.  Previously I mentioned 
that there are not a lot of viable areas of remnant vegetation within that shire in percentage terms.  There is also a 
salinity problem.  In discussions with my colleague Hon Christine Sharp, we do not have any problems with the 
Department of Conservation and Land Management retaining deep-rooted perennial species of any sort in an 
area that has a salinity problem with areas of high conservation value remnant bush in the vicinity.  My main 
concern is that the Department of Conservation and Land Management should have the ability to see something 
other than plantation or remnant -  

Hon Ken Travers:  Is this your right of reply or is this a continuation of your first speech?   

Hon Norman Moore:  Take your pick.   

Hon DEE MARGETTS:  Members can take their pick.  I apologise because I was rushed getting here - 

Hon Ken Travers:  You have raised a range of new issues to which I have no ability to respond.  I want to put on 
the record that the Government does not support a number of issues that you have raised in your speech.   

Hon DEE MARGETTS:  I can understand the parliamentary secretary’s view but I talked about a number of 
these issues when I was briefed.  Given that the parliamentary secretary originally said that salinity was not a 
problem or an issue with regard to removing an A-class reserve, I am also making the general point that there is 
a range of choices when dealing with an area in which there is a serious salinity problem -   

Hon Ken Travers:  What I said - 

Hon DEE MARGETTS:  The parliamentary secretary originally said that salinity is not the issue and cannot be 
dealt with in this manner.   

Hon Ken Travers:  No.  To correct you, what I said was -  
Hon DEE MARGETTS:  You said that water conservation reserves are not there for salinity.   
Hon Ken Travers:  That is closer to what I said, yes.  A reservation for water is not meant for the purposes of 
dealing with salinity.   
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon Adele Farina):  Order, members!  The parliamentary secretary will come to 
order!  This is not a debate.  Hon Dee Margetts has the call and I remind her that this is her right of reply and she 
needs to speak to only the matters that have been raised in the debate. 
Hon DEE MARGETTS:  Thank you, Madam Chair - as I am doing.  If the parliamentary secretary does not 
understand that water reserves are established to protect water quantity and quality, he needs to do more work to 
understand the importance of the good management of water reserves.  Unfortunately, the clear evidence from 
this and a range of other issues like this show that a specific management strategy has not been implemented for 
this A-class reserve.  If the single species list has emanated from casual visits, a management plan is not 
available and an actual study has not been done of the flora and fauna species even though this reserve was 
classified to protect flora and fauna, it is wrong to seek Parliament’s approval to amend a reserve before having 
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that information.  It may well be that we are being asked to give legal status to the Department of Conservation 
and Land Management’s using the area for a tree trial.   
Hon Ken Travers:  That is wrong.  
Hon DEE MARGETTS:  The area is required for a tree trial.  To maintain an area for a tree trial it is important to 
deal with the weeds in some way.  We have been told by various speakers on this issue that agricultural weeds 
are a problem in the reserve.  However, many voluntary groups in this State have set about to establish 
understorey to deal with the weeds.  There are established ways of dealing with agricultural weed problems.  
One way is to start from the outside and move in.  I am simply saying that it might have been better to consider 
some of the other options that could be adopted for turning this area into a buffer zone.  Some members of the 
local community are disappointed with the Government’s amendment.  I hope that this debate will lead to at least 
a systematic flora and fauna study.  If a management plan is required to make sure the rest of this area is better 
looked after than it has been to date, I hope that will be done.  I hope also that a river is running through that 
area.  I have been assured that proper management of that river area will occur regardless of whether it is for 
timber reservation or something else.  Although I do not know whether it is the case, I have been assured that a 
timber reserve does not necessarily mean that the species that have been planted will be harvested at any 
particular time.  I would like to think that, in future, before Governments seek to remove an A-class reserve, a 
management plan will be implemented and a proper study will be done of the area.  
Question put and negatived. 
 


