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REGIONAL FOREST AGREEMENT 

Statement 

HON DIANE EVERS (South West) [6.37 pm]: The Western Australia Regional Forest Agreement was put in 
place 20 years ago by the government of the day. Although it was suggested that it was to help preserve the forests, 
it was really to allow logging to occur without any environmental oversight. Now that 20 years is up and it is ready 
for a renewal. I would like to read a quote from Associate Professor Grant Wardell-Johnson, who recently said, 
according to my notes — 

Forests are biologically, ecologically, economically, and socially disproportionately important 
ecosystems. In particular, South-western Australian forests are biologically, aesthetically, evolutionarily 
and geomorphologically unique and have been continuously culturally important for millenia. 
South-western forests have been unsustainably exploited for timber for decades such that public forests 
are now mined and forestry on private land disadvantaged (by the continuation of an ecologically unsound 
and only very marginally profitable native forest industry, propped up by the Government). Warming and 
drying under climate change is interacting with unsustainable forest use and irreplaceable components of 
the ecosystem are being lost. 

The need to better protect the ecological health of the forests is clear. However, it would be wrong to assume that 
the opposition to the Regional Forest Agreement stems from environmental concern alone. The Regional Forest 
Agreement’s failings are likely to impact negatively on the very industries and communities that it protects. 

The Greens have a policy on this, which suggests that we must do a far better job of protecting and improving 
the health of our forests than the current RFA allows. Essentially, we argue for the end of the RFA and a return to 
the same level of scrutiny of native forest industries under the Environment Protection and Biodiversity 
Conservation Act to which other industries are expected to conform. We argue to end logging in native forests, 
other than that which peer reviewed scientific research indicates is required to maintain or improve forest health. 
We also argue for a forensic analysis of the economics and the social mandate for native forest logging, regardless 
of whether the Regional Forest Agreement is extended. This should include an independent performance audit of 
the Forest Products Commission. We argue as well for the management that places ecological health of the forests 
above the provision of resources for industry—the only logical path if we are to preserve both, and the communities 
they support. This is also the only path that adequately recognises the intrinsic value of the forests themselves. 

Unfortunately, the RFA review process is limited and inadequate. It assumes that the RFA will be extended, regardless 
of the findings of the review. It does not provide scope for the fundamental reform of forest management that is 
so urgently needed in Western Australia. RFAs across the country, including in Western Australia, have not eased 
environmental problems and have actually exacerbated them in some cases, as Professor David Lindenmayer from 
the Fenner School of Environment and Society at the Australian National University explains. As Senator Janet Rice 
explains, “At the moment, when an area is logged under an RFA it’s deemed to be occurring in an ecologically 
sustainable way even where there is ample evidence this is not the case.” 

This has occurred despite the inclusion of three principles that guide today’s concept of ecologically sustainable 
forest management, as outlined in the RFAs: first, to maintain the ecological process within forests; second, to 
preserve their biological diversity; and, third, to obtain for the community the full range of environmental, 
economic and social benefits from all forest uses within ecological limits. Professor Lindenmayer argues that 
RFAs require critical scrutiny and significant reform. He states — 

RFAs are entrenching native forest logging as a loss-making enterprise that degrades important values 
such as water availability, carbon storage, wildlife conservation, and the tourism value of forested areas. 
They are not giving Australians a sound return on their publicly owned natural assets. The agreements 
are ideological, not logical. It’s time for a rethink. 

He also said — 

… all of the existing RFAs have deep-seated problems. Simply rolling them over as if nothing has 
changed in the past 20 years is inappropriate and irresponsible. 

Scientific research shows that all we are doing at the moment under the RFA is “managing” the decline of our 
precious forests—an exercise that we will be judged badly for in the future. It is inexcusable. In his 
“Independent Review of the Implementation of the WA RFA 2009–2014”, Wilkinson notes, and I quote — 

The economics of native forest logging remain a contentious issue. The lack of an overall assessment of 
the relative economic benefit of native forest harvesting leaves a key performance outcome of the 
WA RFA largely unaddressed. 
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For example, the prices attained for native hardwoods and plantation timber are artificially held low in 
Western Australia as a result of policy settings, management practices and state agreements. A higher price could 
encourage greater recovery of timber from the trees that are felled. FPC-contracted prices are below the real value 
of the timber, depressing the market and limiting opportunities for private land managers and plantation growers. 
Professor Lindenmayer’s advice is astute. He states — 

A complete overhaul of the RFA process is clearly warranted. But this must go well beyond a review of 
the new science, extensive though it is. We need a truly forensic analysis of the economics of (and social 
mandate for) native forest logging. This would include independent audits of government logging agencies. 

I argue that the Western Australian RFA, and all RFAs, should be scrapped and an improved governance model 
developed that better upholds federal responsibilities laid out in the Environment Protection and Biodiversity 
Conservation Act. In fact, the Australian Greens introduced the Regional Forest Agreements Legislation (Repeal) 
Bill 2017, which seeks to end the destruction of Australia’s native forests by repealing the act that enables logging 
to continue with exemptions from our country’s environmental protection laws. 
It is beyond the scope of this statement here tonight, and beyond my resources, to detail an alternative approach in 
full. However, options that reinforce the power and intent of the EPBC act should be investigated immediately. It 
is worth considering a temporary extension of the RFA for a year while this process is undertaken. This would 
provide time to actually study the impacts on the forest. 
All I ask is that we put this off for a year and research it, study it, find out what we are doing and find out what 
changes are happening due to climate change and other forest management practices that we have. We know that 
burning is getting worse each year; the control of it is getting harder and more expensive each year. We have to 
look at what we are doing and review the Regional Forest Agreement and get it back in line so that we are looking 
after the environment when we go out to log, if we go out to log, and look after the forests so that our children, 
grandchildren and so forth will have forests in the south west of Western Australia rather than just bare ground, 
salt affected, vacant and empty, and not providing any life for all the flora and fauna that exist there now. Please 
consider this; please delay and look into it. Just do not renew it—please. 
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