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FOREST MANAGEMENT PLAN 2014–2023 
Statement 

HON GIZ WATSON (North Metropolitan) [9.45 pm]: I want to make some comments tonight about the 
proposed 10-year forest management plan for this state, and also on the ongoing logging of native forests in the 
south west.  

These comments are timely because the period for public submissions on the “Draft forest management plan 
2014–2023” closed today. The next forest management plan will determine what happens in south west forests 
for the next 10 years. Among other things, it will determine the amount of native forest logging that will go 
ahead; it is also supposed to protect ecosystem health, biodiversity values and the long-term economic viability 
of our forests. These are extremely important matters.  
The draft FMP proposes two very different levels for sustained yield. One option is a substantial increase in the 
number of native trees that can be logged; the other is a slight decrease in current levels. However, in my 
opinion there is a third option, which is to stop—or at least substantially reduce—native forest logging. We 
should certainly be exploring the third option. Unfortunately, the draft management plan does not provide this 
option.  
The fact that two such widely divergent figures for the so-called sustained yield are presented in this plan speaks 
volumes. The sustained yield level is in fact—or it should be—a scientific question that should, properly, be 
determined by expert scientists. The draft FMP has been prepared without an independent scientific assessment 
of the sustained yield having been conducted, which is a severe problem in being able to make any reasonable 
comment on the draft management plan. 

As we all know, our south west forests are too precious to be woodchipped. These forests are recognised 
worldwide as biodiversity hot spots and they are also a vital carbon sink. Our forests are already under severe 
stress. Rainfall in the south west has declined 20 per cent in the past 30 years, and stresses on our forests from 
climate change and associated rainfall reduction are compounded by logging, clearing for mining, diseases such 
as dieback, and prescribed burning. However, our forests continue to be logged to make low-value products such 
as woodchips and charcoal. Currently, the majority of felled karri trees go to woodchips, and 160 000 tonnes of 
jarrah logs are supplied to Simcoa annually for charcoal to be used in the production of silicon. That is a terrible 
waste of magnificent hardwood, let alone a waste of magnificent trees. Local action has recently revealed that 
karri trees up to 600 years old are being logged and turned into woodchips. This has shocked many Western 
Australians, and rightly so. They had assumed that our oldest trees were protected from logging under the ban 
that was put in place to protect old-growth forest.  

The truth is that we do not need to any longer log our native forests, as we currently have enough plantation 
timber to meet industry needs. WA’s logging industry may not even be profitable. In 2010–11 the Forest 
Products Commission made a $13 million loss. If we stop logging our native forests, we may even earn far more 
money by managing them for their carbon credits, yet the government has not even considered this option in the 
draft FMP. We should be using the south west forests as a carbon bank. The draft FMP will not secure the long-
term health of our forests. It does not contain significant measures to protect threatened flora and fauna or 
preserve our forests’ role in the carbon and water cycles. Even if the content of the draft FMP were perfect, there 
is a key element missing—that is, the enforcement provisions. A forest management plan is supposed to ensure 
that the state and the commonwealth meet their environmental protection obligations in our forests. This is not 
happening with the current FMP. Numerous breaches are occurring. The Environmental Protection Authority has 
identified serious noncompliances by the Department of Environment and Conservation, including failure to 
establish formal conservation reserves. The Forest Products Commission itself has recorded 200 breaches by its 
contractors, including the logging of old-growth forests. The FMP, however, is not directly enforceable by the 
courts. This means that the logging industry is essentially unregulated. The draft FMP proposes to address this 
problem by requiring DEC to prepare a regulation policy. This measure is highly unlikely to make the FMP 
legally enforceable, nor will it guarantee that the state and commonwealth meet their environmental protection 
obligations. 

I would also like to put on the record some concerns I have had about the process of making submissions on the 
draft FMP. In recognition of the statewide significance of this plan, the EPA determined that the draft FMP 
would be formally assessed for its environmental impacts at the level of a public environmental review. This 
process involves presenting a public environmental review document to the public. In this case, the EPA 
determined that the document will be the draft forest management plan. Submissions on the draft FMP are to be 
made to the Conservation Commission, which is the proponent for the purposes of EPA environmental impact 
assessment. Perhaps members can already see the problem here. A member of the public who wishes to make a 
submission to the EPA has to address it to the Conservation Commission but submissions to the EPA are 
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supposed to be kept confidential. A second key problem with this process is that the draft FMP is just that—a 
draft. The scientific study that will, I understand, inform the final plan has not been done. Hence, we do not even 
have an independently assessed sustainable yield. The draft also contains multiple choices for management. Two 
very different levels for the sustained yield are presented. The different options sketched in the draft will have 
very different environmental impacts. Until the crucial research has been done, and the draft FMP becomes a 
more concrete proposal, the public will not have sufficient information on which to base its submissions. It is 
essential that once the proposal is finalised, it should be put to the public again for a public environmental 
review. Rolling the two processes into one precludes valuable community input on what is a very significant 
proposal. 

Our native forests are an extremely valuable public asset. They play an essential role in regulating climate and 
water cycles. They are home to world-renowned biodiversity, including the state emblem of the numbat. We 
must ensure that they are managed transparently, accountably, sustainably and in accordance with the best 
scientific evidence available. The community expects nothing less. 

I would like to conclude by saying that my efforts over the past few months to prepare a submission to the draft 
management plan for south west forests for the next 10 years have been frustrated by, amongst other things, the 
lack of adequate answers provided in this place. For example, in seeking the full report of the audits on 
compliance that have been done by DEC, I was basically told that I could not have that information and I should 
put in a freedom of information request, which as I said at the time and I say again is an extraordinary thing to be 
said in this Parliament. Similarly, if we do not have an accurate and scientifically based assessment of what the 
sustainable yield is, we have a huge gap in the information that is required to determine what sort of 
management plan needs to be in place for the next two years.  
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