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SOUTH WEST FORESTS 

Grievance 
MS A.S. CARLES (Fremantle) [9.51 am]: I rise today to call on the Minister for Forestry to end the logging of 
native forests in this state. I acknowledge the conservationists here today, people who have spent years fighting 
for the preservation of our native forests. I also acknowledge the members of the Preston Environment Group, 
led by Peter Murphy, who are travelling here today by bus from the south west to place the spotlight on the 
plight of Arcadia Forest, a beautiful native forest near Bunbury that is due to be logged this year.  

With the national debate focused on the role of carbon and carbon pricing, now is the time to assess the real 
value of Western Australia’s native forests. Now is the time to acknowledge the true work and value of our 
living native forests, for only then will we understand that they are worth more alive than dead. Climate change 
is happening, our planet is warming, and there is no serious scientific disagreement with this. We need to reduce 
the amount of greenhouse gases being released into the atmosphere if we are to solve this, and the role our native 
forests can play in this cannot be underestimated. Whether we are interested in the environment or in the bottom 
line, we can no longer ignore the role our native forests play in mitigating climate change impacts.  

The important Australian National University 2008 report “Green Carbon”, which I have referred members to 
previously in this place, found that native forests are more resilient to climate change than plantations because of 
their genetic biodiversity. Basically, the bigger the tree and the older the tree, the more carbon it stores. A forest 
is more than a group of trees; it is an entire ecosystem that has developed over time, including undergrowth, flora 
and fungi, insects and wildlife and the microclimates that contribute to rainfall and groundwater replenishment. 
This cannot be replaced by a fast-growing monoculture plantation. The scientific evidence is growing and 
compelling. Our native forests are uniquely valuable.  

It is the sound scientific evidence that we should be using as a basis for government decision making on the 
future of our native forests, not the business-as-usual model of previous decades that is failing us. If we do not 
wake up to the science soon, we may lose our opportunity to act, and what a travesty for the next generation that 
would be.  

It is almost eight years since the forest management plan was developed to provide for the so-called sustainable 
management of this industry, yet it cannot be shown that logging native forests has been of any real value, both 
economically or environmentally. Indeed, the Conservation Commission warned during the 2009 audit that the 
original assumptions were not keeping pace with science and that a sustainable future for this industry could well 
remain an elusive and unrealistic objective at a time when the world faces carbon constraints and severe climate 
threats.  

Our south west forests and the animals that live in them are under threat—threat from the impacts of climate 
change, reduced rainfall, pests and diseases, logging, mining, salinity, burning and clearing. Diseases such as 
dieback are infecting our forests and there is an urgent need to quarantine areas not yet affected by this disease. 
The forest management plan has failed to protect biodiversity and has failed to manage these threats as more and 
more animals are now facing extinction. The FMP is a document that is showing its age. Vital new information 
has become available that radically changes the original assumptions of the FMP. Climate change has led to 
dramatically reduced rainfall in the south west. In a frightening development reported in the media only last 
week, some towns in the south west are now relying on trucked water to top up their supplies. This continual 
drying pattern is having significant impacts on the south western forests and the ecosystems they support. More 
species are threatened and facing extinction and this new information should spark an immediate reconsideration 
of the current FMP. Minister, the focus of forest management in WA must be on restoration and protection.  

I turn briefly to cost arguments. Although many of us have long suspected that the Forest Products Commission 
is running at a loss, last June at a budget estimates committee hearing, the minister himself described the 
finances as being in a parlous state, to say the least. The FPC will not pay any dividends to the government in 
2010–11 or 2011–12. The accounts for the year ending 30 June 2010—the latest accounts—show that the FPC 
annual loss before government grants and subsidies is more than $24 million. That is right. The FPC is currently 
carrying a loss of $24 million and that is before we know the impact of Gunns’ exit from the industry in 
February. The FPC’s biggest customer has walked away. How ironic that even Gunns could not make a profit 
out of native forest logging. When will the FPC wake up? This industry is not sustainable, minister.  

The finances of the FPC are in disarray and clearly show that taxpayers are bailing out the logging industry to 
the tune of millions and millions of dollars, from the massive $160 million industry bailouts 10 years ago to the 
present day. Enough is enough, minister. It is time for the rorts to finish and it is time for our precious native 
forests to be properly valued. We need to wake up to the science and adopt a new carbon accounting method in 
WA. If we do this, we will soon see that we cannot afford to cut down our native forests. I am sure that the irony 
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is not lost on members in this place. WA taxpayers are subsidising the destruction of our greatest natural assets, 
our native forests.  

I return, minister, to Arcadia Forest, just near Bunbury and the bus load of people who are spending today 
coming to Parliament to try to get the minister’s attention. They are coming up here from the south west in the 
hope that the minister will finally listen to them. They know that Arcadia Forest cannot speak for itself, so they 
are coming to spend their day to speak for it. They want the trees, which provide habitat for the rare mainland 
quokka, to be protected. Is that really such a tall order, minister; is it really such a big deal? Many of these 
people have fought for 20 years to protect Arcadia and have not received any concession. Is it not time the 
minister heard their voices? If we want our south west to retain its beautiful internationally recognised 
biodiversity, if we want forests to store carbon and provide habitat to numerous species, if we want to encourage 
tourism, or if we simply want forests to exist as a safe and beautiful place to relax and escape to recharge our 
batteries in this busy world, we must act now to protect our native forests. 

MR D.T. REDMAN (Blackwood–Stirling — Minister for Forestry) [9.59 am]: I thank the member for 
Fremantle for raising her grievance today and also for her passion in this area. She has raised these matters with 
me on a number of occasions. Indeed, this is a good forum to have such debates. The fundamental premise of the 
grievance is a request, effectively, for the government to end logging in our native forests. There are a few things 
I want to walk through in the short time I have today. The first is the process in this state for managing our 
forests and determining what will and will not be harvested. That process is outlined in the “Forest management 
plan 2004–2013”. The plan has just been through a mid-term review; indeed, the government is starting the 
process of determining the next FMP, which will run from 2013 onwards. 

There have been a lot of calls from those with the same thinking as the member for Fremantle to stop the logging 
of our native forests. But, equally, there have been a number of calls from the industries with down-line 
harvesting that rely on the native harvest. Those industries produce a range of value-added products and get an 
economic outcome from native forests. In my opinion, the process is a sustainable one. A tremendous amount of 
rigour went into the FMP. It is very important for governments to stick to the process. A significant amount of 
input went into the process when the plan was first put in place. Both the Department of Environment and 
Conservation and the Forest Products Commission are required to operate in accordance with the principles of 
economically sustainable forest management. The forest management plan was also produced by the 
Conservation Commission of Western Australia and takes into account a broad range of scientific input, as well 
as a fairly exhaustive community consultation process. Indeed, the Minister for Environment will have carriage 
of the process for the next FMP. Recently, a five-year review was conducted by the Conservation Commission. 

What is the evidence for where we are at so far with the forest management plan? In 2007 the Environmental 
Protection Authority’s “State of the Environment report: Western Australia 2007” stated in reference to wood 
production that this sector had made considerable advances towards a sustainable approach in recent years, 
including an environmental management system and meeting its sustainable limits. That environmental 
management system is internationally accredited and is audited independently. In terms of biodiversity, which 
the member also mentioned in her address, the forest check, which is a long-term biodiversity monitoring 
program that compares harvested forest with unharvested forest, is producing strong evidence of jarrah forest 
being both resilient and robust. The report goes on to suggest that logging in the jarrah forest has not had a major 
impact on the number of species present, and that analysis shows that different species inhabit the logged and 
regenerated sites from those in the sites that had not been logged. 

I could go into a number of issues, including the advice from DEC suggesting that the yields from the forests 
have been higher than expected. That helps to reassure us that the level of harvest is sustainable under the current 
settings. We have a process and we are reviewing the current plan. That is the appropriate forum for the 
community, scientists and government to have input to the next cycle. That is the forum for debate on this issue. 
It would be totally unfair to take that from the businesses that are reliant on the native harvest sector. In fact, they 
are looking for some sort of security for their future and for security of access to resource. There is a process in 
play that the government needs to support. 

Climate change was another point that was mentioned by the member. I know that the FMP adopted a 
considerable precautionary approach to climate change. There is a heap of ongoing monitoring and research on 
that issue. It is interesting to note that even in the DEC report, there is reference to the potential benefit that 
silvicultural practice might have on climate change in preserving some of the ecological values in our forests. 
Taken from an agricultural perspective, if a crop is grown too thickly, the competition between plants is such 
that there are reduced yields all round. If there is a drying climate within the forest, the competition could have a 
fairly devastating effect on the biodiversity and ecological values in the forest, which was the point made by the 
member for Fremantle. There is potential for silvicultural practice by thinning to help in the sustained ecological 
management process in our forests. That point should be up for debate, and we should consider that point in the 
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scope of managing our forests in the future. It should also be pointed out that harvesting occurs only in the 
regrowth forests. In a lot of cases, there is potential for those forests to be overstocked and quite vulnerable to 
drought stress; hence, selective thinning could well have a role. 

Before I conclude, the other key point that the member raised is the state of the finances of the Forest Products 
Commission. She was quite right when she made the point that I had said that it was in a parlous state. A whole 
range of issues have contributed to that, not the least of which is the global financial crisis; hence, sales of some 
of the high-value products have dropped. Also, a number of investments made under the previous government by 
the Forest Products Commission into the new plantation sector — 

Mr M.P. Murray interjected. 

Mr D.T. REDMAN: It is a fact that the member cannot walk away from. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Collie–Preston, this is not your grievance. You know that you have an opportunity 
to make a grievance in this place. I formally call you to order for the first time. 

Mr D.T. REDMAN: The government certainly has had to make some hard decisions around the new plantation 
sector. I have every confidence in the long-term sustainability of the native forest sector. The process that is in 
place for the community and government to follow is the FMP process, and we are moving into the next cycle. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Collie–Preston and Minister for Regional Development! I formally call you, 
member for Collie–Preston, to order for the second time, and, Minister for Regional Development, for the first 
time. 

Mr D.T. REDMAN: I support the FMP process. I support moving into the next cycle to give some certainty to 
the timber industry, which relies on the supply of wood from the native harvest sector. The Liberal–National 
government is putting in place a rigorous process. I think that members of the opposition, not the member for 
Fremantle, should hang their heads in shame at the position in which they left the financial sustainability of the 
Forest Products Commission. It is something they cannot walk away from. 
 


