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STATE FOREST 16 
Partial Revocation of Dedication — Motion 

HON HELEN MORTON (East Metropolitan — Minister for Mental Health) [5.44 pm]: I move — 
That the partial revocation of state forest 16 laid on the table of the Legislative Council on Wednesday, 
11 March 2015, be carried out.  

The state forest revocation proposal that was tabled on Wednesday, 11 March 2015 relates to the partial 
revocation of state forest 16 within the McLarty pine plantation. The area proposed for excision is around 
130 hectares and is situated about 18 kilometres south west of Waroona. The excision is required for the 
relocation of the state explosives facility from its present site in Baldivis. Following a review into the availability 
of land for future urban development in the Perth metropolitan area, the government decided that the existing 
state explosives facility at Baldivis should be relocated so that area can be used for residential and public 
purposes. In 2005, LandCorp was commissioned to investigate and assess the suitability of potential replacement 
sites for the state explosives facility. An interagency task force was established to coordinate the search for 
a suitable replacement site that would meet the following five criteria: adequate separation from other 
incompatible land uses; an appropriate distance from Perth; proximity to water sources; environmentally 
acceptable; and no land tenure constraints. The task force had representatives from several government agencies, 
including the Department of Mines and Petroleum and the then Department of Environment and Conservation. 
Over an eight-year period, an extensive search for a suitable replacement site was undertaken. The portion of 
state forest 16 was the only site found to potentially satisfy all of the safety, environmental and logistical criteria 
required for the safe and secure storage and manufacture of explosives and the storage of ammonium nitrate. 

The findings of the interagency task force led to the preparation of a site selection report by task force–appointed 
consultants. The site selection report examined engineering, risk assessment, environmental and planning issues 
associated with the preferred site in state forest 16 and concluded not only that the site met the assessment 
criteria, but also that there were no major constraints.  

Stakeholder consultation occurred through representation on the task force and participation in the site 
assessment process. There was support from all agencies consulted. The Forest Products Commission requested 
replacement land to offset the reduction in pine production capacity at McLarty. The Department of Parks and 
Wildlife requested continued access to a limestone pit next to the southern boundary of the proposed state 
explosives facility site and raised the issue of additional fire management costs associated with the site. The 
Department of Mines and Petroleum, which will be responsible for the day-to-day management of the explosives 
facility, has agreed to develop an internal and external fire management plan for the McLarty site. The 
Department of Mines and Petroleum requested that arrangements be made to excise the area from state 
forest 16 so that it can be set aside as a reserve with a suitable purpose for the new state explosives facility. 

All marketable forest products have been removed from the site. It is intended that sand and limestone extraction 
will occur ahead of the construction of buildings and internal access roads. 

The site falls within the Shires of Waroona and Harvey and the Peel and greater Bunbury region schemes 
respectively. The Department of Planning is preparing a recommendation to the Western Australian Planning 
Commission to allow rezoning of the site. The two local authorities have given in-principle support. Their formal 
views are now being sought by the Department of Lands. 

LandCorp has purchased two freehold properties with a combined area of about 201 hectares that satisfy the 
Forest Products Commission’s requirement for replacement land suitable for pine planting. The two properties 
are lots 12 and 13 McAlinden Road and are situated approximately 25 kilometres south, south east of Collie. 
Lots 12 and 13 are now owned by the Western Australian Land Authority—that is, LandCorp—and are leased to 
the Forest Products Commission to allow the establishment of a pine plantation on the land. On completion of 
the proposed excision from state forest 16, lots 12 and 13 will be added to state forest 29. The proposed excision 
from state forest 16 is consistent with government policy and has been endorsed by the 
Conservation Commission of Western Australia, the vesting body for state forest. 
To enable timely de-commissioning of the present state explosives facility at Baldivis and the subsequent 
development of that area for housing, there is a need for the proposed excision of the explosives facility 
replacement site at McLarty to be finalised as soon as possible. 
I recommend this revocation proposal to the house and ask members to support it.  

HON STEPHEN DAWSON (Mining and Pastoral) [5.51 pm]: I rise to indicate that the opposition will 
support this partial revocation—so the minister can relax! As the minister said, this revocation will cause the 
excision of approximately 130 hectares from state forest 16 in the south west. The excised land will be used for 
the storage of explosives and will be managed by the Department of Mines and Petroleum. We know from the 
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minister’s contribution that these explosives were previously stored at a site in Baldivis; however, urban 
encroachment has necessitated the move to the new site. The minister also advised us that the land was 
previously planted with pine trees that were harvested by the Forest Products Commission, and she advised us of 
the location of the land in question, so I will not go over those matters again. 

I am aware that the DMP will be responsible for management of the site, including development of a fire 
management plan and a transport plan to ensure that all operators are properly licensed to carry explosives. I am 
also advised that the land will be fully fenced, with CCTV cameras installed, and that there will be bunded bare 
earth around the site. I have a couple of questions; I am not sure whether the minister is in a position to answer 
them by way of interjection, but if she cannot, she might at some later stage provide answers to the house, but 
I do not propose that the questions will in any way slow down the process of revocation. 

With regard to the switch from the 130 hectares that is being taken from state forest 16 and the 201 hectare 
offset, I understand it is being described as part of an offset agreement but I do not think the government is 
recording the offset on the official offsets register, and I am wondering why not. I believe there has been a claim 
by the Department of Parks and Wildlife that the register is only for Environmental Protection Act–negotiated 
offsets, but I would have thought that surely the more cases on the register, the more it would be possible to 
determine a robust offsets system. I also contend that it is only by having cases listed on the register that there 
can be any transparency in the offsetting arrangements. This is quite important, because there is a high degree of 
community scepticism about offsets and offsets policies; we have had debates on that in this Parliament 
previously. I ask the minister to take that issue on board for me. 

I understand that the Forest Products Commission is pleased with the exchange. It is obviously gaining a larger 
land area, but I am also advised that the new offset area has better, higher rainfall. At the briefing it was claimed 
that the soils are better suited to forestry than those at the state forest 16 location, so it certainly sounds like 
a win–win situation. 

I am also aware that there have been some concerns raised locally in relation to the explosives site moving from 
Baldivis down to the new site. Without wanting to hold up the motion tonight, perhaps the minister could 
undertake to provide supplementary information at a later stage about the consultation that occurred. 
I understand that the Shire of Harvey has been appropriately consulted, but there have been some local 
community concerns in relation to the issue; I am just not clear as to — 

Hon Helen Morton: All the neighbouring properties were consulted. 

Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: I thank the minister. Are the neighbours happy — 

Hon Helen Morton: I’m told that there were no concerns expressed. 

Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: Great; I am pleased with that. I understand there have been some modifications 
made in relation to the site—where roads were going to be et cetera—so I am aware of and supportive of that, 
and I am very pleased to hear that the local neighbours have been consulted and that their issues have been 
ironed out, or that they are certainly happy with the process. 

Those were the main points that the opposition wanted to raise. We are supportive of the partial revocation; I had 
a couple of questions, and I hope the minister will bring back some information in relation to the first one. As 
I said, I think this is a win–win situation and certainly the Baldivis community will be supportive of it. Because 
of urban encroachment around Baldivis, it makes sense for this revocation to take place. With those comments, 
I will conclude my remarks. 

Question put and passed. 
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