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FORESTRY — SOFTWOOD ESTATE 
Statement 

HON JACKIE JARVIS (South West) [5.11 pm]: I rise to make some statements following on from a motion 
earlier today in which the forest industry in general was mentioned several times. I would like to provide some 
clarity around some of the comments that were made. During the discussion of his motion, Hon Tjorn Sibma made 
a comment about the environment policy of this government being made by press release and urged us to think 
about the consequences of policies. He said something along the lines of the logical conclusion of the government’s 
commitment to expand the softwood estate is necessitating the clearing of native vegetation. I acknowledge that 
the forest industry is not particularly happy with some of the decisions that we have made, but I would like to 
inform the house that it was a bit of a slur on the forest industry to say that it would be part of a softwood expansion 
that involved the clearing of native vegetation. Back in the 1980s, I believe it was a practice that bushland would 
be pushed over to plant pine plantations. These days, of course, every wooden product that we buy here in 
Western Australia would have a Forest Stewardship Council certification, and I would be incredibly surprised if 
any of the sawmills operating in our softwood estate or any of the makers of by-products in our softwood estate would 
be risking their forest stewardship certification by accepting pine trees that had been grown on land that previously 
had native vegetation on it. I feel it was irresponsible to make a broadbrush statement like that, to imply that the 
expansion of the softwood estate would require the clearing of native vegetation. 
It is also worth reflecting on why we need to expand the softwood estate. As I have spoken about before in this 
house, state governments of every colour have been party to state agreements to supply pine timber to a number 
of industries in Western Australia. Anyone who has been to a new housing estate in Western Australia in the last 
20 years will know that we use structural pine in much of our construction. Dardanup has a timber processing hub 
where laminex is made from the by-product of those plantation timber products. The supply agreement under the 
former Liberal–National government was under threat because, for whatever reason, that government simply decided 
not to replant trees. It was almost as though it thought there was a magic pudding of pine trees that we could chop 
down and sell to processors and we would not need to replant them. Granted, 15 to 30 years to get a crop of trees is 
not something one can just forget about and hope that someone will deal with at the end of the election cycle. 
As a reminder, between 2009 and 2016, under the then ministers Hon Terry Redman and Hon Mia Davies, a total 
of 1 404 hectares was planted. That averages out at 175 hectares per annum. If we compare that with periods during 
which Labor governments have been in office—between 2001 and 2008, and then between 2017 and 2019—we 
have averaged around 1 400 hectares of new plantings every year. That means that 11 years of Labor governments 
have seen 16 000 hectares of pine trees planted to support our local industry—not only pine producers, but also 
the manufacturing industry. That is the comparison: 1 400 hectares per annum under Labor, and 1 400 hectares over 
a five-year period of the Liberal–National government. 
It is a really interesting marketplace. When the state agreements were struck many years ago, WA was seen as the 
primary source of pine trees. In more recent years, European pine has become more readily available in Australia, 
despite the carbon miles it takes to transport it. At one time we wanted big, long logs, and the rest of the tree, the 
bits that were not available for structural timbers, were made into laminate, but it was seen as a lower-priced product. 
In more recent years, European countries have moved to using biomass for biofuels, and the woody biomass, which 
is a by-product, has become a valuable biofuel in Europe. This has led to each tree being of more value, which in 
turn means that they can look at exporting these softwood structural timbers to places like Australia, despite the huge 
distance, and still make a profit because much more money is being made from by-products. 
This means that when we do not have Western Australian trees, we are using timber from Europe. There has been 
a lot of discussion about the decision on native timber. One of the arguments I have heard is that it is terrible that we 
are going to have to import timber. Well, it did not seem so terrible back when Hon Terry Redman or Hon Mia Davies 
were ministers; they took no care to plant more trees. 
The plan is to plant another 33 000 hectares, and, no, the plan is not to bulldoze bushland to plant those trees. 
Hon Tjorn Sibma mentioned “policy by media release”; perhaps it might help if he referred to some of those media 
releases, to keep up to date. We have had these conversations before. The minister in the other place has answered 
questions many times, and there have been some ludicrous suggestions that we are going to acquire land compulsorily 
and that farmers are going to be pushed off their land. The opposition cannot have it both ways. It cannot tell us 
one week that we are using up valuable farmland and the next week say that we are knocking over native vegetation 
to plant pine trees. 

I thought it was important to stand here and defend the forestry industry, even though I am probably not in favour 
with the forestry industry at this point in time, and I am happy to accept that. Hon Steve Martin again repeated his 
concern that the Forest Products Commission and the minister were supportive of the forestry industry in 2020 and 
that the announcement in September 2021 was seen as a blindside by the industry. I absolutely take that on board, 
but I again question—I have done this more than once—what the endgame would have been had we waited until 
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the end of the forest management plan period. Every single wood producer in Western Australia knows that we have 
a 10-year forest management plan and they knew that there would be a review by the end of 2023. The alternative 
was that we waited until closer to 2023 to make the announcement. I personally think it is a much better decision 
to make the announcement as soon as the science was in and we understood what was happening in our drying climate 
and with bushfires, and knew there simply would not be that supply of native timber available. I tell you what: 
I have been in business and I would much prefer to know what is happening to my business two or three years out 
than two or three months.  

I wanted to make that point. As I said, I am more than happy to defend the softwood industry in the south west 
and other parts of the state. The suggestion, even in passing, that there would be timber producers who are willing 
to bulldoze native vegetation was, quite frankly, very unhelpful. Thank you. 
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