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STATE FORESTS 7, 14, 20 AND 56 

Partial Revocation of Dedication — Assembly’s Resolution 

Message from the Assembly requesting concurrence in the partial revocation of certain state forests further 
considered. 

Motion to Concur 

Resumed from 15 October on the following motion moved by Hon Peter Collier (Leader of the House) — 

That in response to Legislative Assembly message 29, the proposal for the partial revocation of state 
forests 7, 14, 20 and 56, laid on the table of the Legislative Council on Tuesday, 15 October 2013, by 
command of His Excellency the Governor be carried out. 

HON HELEN MORTON (East Metropolitan — Minister for Mental Health) [12.26 pm]: The state forest 
revocation proposal tabled on Tuesday, 15 October 2013, relates to the construction of the Mundaring water 
treatment plant and the formal dedication, realignment or widening of three existing roads. The proposals require 
partial excisions from state forests 7, 14, 20 and 56, totalling 33.1 hectares. If the proposed excisions are 
approved, two unconstructed roads will be added to the estate managed by the Department of Parks and Wildlife 
as an offset for the excisions and to rationalise management of unused roads through state forest. The potential 
gain is around three hectares. In two of the proposals, the road widening will result in vegetation clearing. All 
four proposals have the support of the Forest Products Commission, the Department of Lands and the relevant 
local government authorities. They have also been endorsed by the Conservation Commission of Western 
Australia, the vesting body for state forest. 

Area one relates to the proposed excision of 9.3770 hectares from state forest 7. The Water Corporation has 
requested the excision to rationalise the tenure of the Mundaring water treatment plant site, which is currently 
under construction. The site’s tenure consists of state forest 7 and crown reserve 50999. Crown reserve 50999 is 
managed by the Water Corporation. The area is situated approximately five kilometres south of Mundaring. It is 
proposed to transfer the excised portion of state forest to the Water Corporation in freehold to formalise the 
tenure of the Mundaring water treatment plant. I am aware that questions were asked in some of the briefings 
that were undertaken in preparation for this motion and that some extra clarification was provided in response 
regarding this area around the Mundaring water treatment plant. Those people who were around the East 
Metropolitan Region a number of years ago when this site was being sought for the development of the 
Mundaring water treatment plant will know that it took a number of years to settle on, and a lot of community 
action and involvement to come up with, this particular site. I can remember going to a number of meetings in 
the Mundaring area at which people were voicing concerns about the variety of options being given for the siting 
of this treatment plant. In the end it was the site that was already occupied by the department. As part of the 
memorandum of understanding, the Water Corporation provided an offset package to the Department of Parks 
and Wildlife. It was agreed that the Mundaring water treatment plant would be constructed on the land occupied 
by the department’s historic Mundaring office complex, which included an office and the depot. The offset 
package involved the relocation of the Mundaring office, the construction of a new office, and land for 
conservation.  

The relocation and construction of the new Department of Parks and Wildlife office complex were completed by 
the Water Corporation in consultation with the department. The new office included an office and a depot 
replicating the functionality of the historic office with modern office space, vehicle parking and depot facilities 
at an approximate cost to the Water Corporation of $15 million. A 3.25 hectare portion of reserve 25155, 
managed by the Water Corporation, is to be vested in the Conservation Commission of Western Australia as an 
offset, and managed by the Department of Parks and Wildlife. This portion of reserve 25155 is surplus to the 
Water Corporation’s requirements and will be managed for conservation. This all relates to area one.  

Area two relates to the proposed excision of 1.8121 hectares of state forest 14 situated approximately 
1.5 kilometres south east of Dwellingup. The Shire of Murray has requested this excision to allow for the 
dedication of an existing private property access route known as Holmes Road. Holmes Road was constructed 
prior to 1990 and provides access to lots 1190, 1187 and 1188, which are privately owned freehold lands. The 
dedication of Holmes Road will formalise access to these lots and rationalise the situation prevailing on the 
ground by legalising the current access. I am sure that those members who have seen the diagrams of this will 
recognise that it is not going to make a big difference to very much at all. This proposal does not require the 
clearing of vegetation. If the revocation proceeds, an unused road on the eastern side of lots 1190, 1187 and 1188 
will be closed and included in the adjoining state forest. The area proposed for addition to the state estate is 
about 1.7 hectares and will rationalise management of roads surrounding lots 1190, 1187 and 1188. 
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Area three relates to the excision of six separate portions of state forest 20, which have an area of 3.957 hectares. 
Main Roads Western Australia has requested these excisions as part of its upgrades to South Western Highway 
approximately five kilometres south east of Balingup. The proposed road reserve will be 60 metres wide to 
match the existing surveyed road corridor through private property immediately to the south. The widened road 
corridor will allow Main Roads to undertake the planned improvements to South Western Highway, but will 
result in some vegetation clearing. The native vegetation affected by the proposal was identified as primarily 
jarrah and marri forest with endemic understorey species. Main Roads commissioned an environmental impact 
assessment and an environmental management plan for this project, both of which were provided to the former 
Department of Environment and Conservation. Again, for those members who have seen the diagrams of this, 
the amount of land being taken is a narrow strip along each side of the road that will enable the widening of the 
road through the state forest to be equivalent to the width of the road that transverses private property.  

Area four relates to Main Roads’ proposed upgrades to Bussell Highway north of Margaret River and requires 
the excision of six portions of state forest 56, totalling 18.3141 hectares. Contingent upon the excision of these 
portions of state forest, a portion of existing redundant road reserve is to be closed and added to the adjoining 
forest estate. The area proposed for addition is about 1.4 hectares. This proposal involves the clearing of native 
vegetation consisting of a mix of native forest and introduced species that are part of radiata pine and blue gum 
plantations. Main Roads commissioned an environmental impact assessment and an environmental management 
plan for this project and both were provided to the former Department of Environment and Conservation. I 
believe that these moves being sought at the moment are very reasonable and I also understand that extensive 
briefings have taken place. Nothing contentious has come out those briefings, and as a result, I recommend this 
revocation proposal to the house and I ask members to support it. 

HON STEPHEN DAWSON (Mining and Pastoral) [12.36 pm]: I rise to speak on behalf of the opposition on 
this issue. As the minister pointed out, these four parcels of land are in a range of areas around the state—some 
in the Perth hills and some in the south west. The minister said that the four excisions have been endorsed by a 
range of agencies, including the Forest Products Commission, the Department of Lands—I think she said—and a 
range of local government authorities, as well as the Conservation Commission of Western Australia, which, of 
course, is the vesting body for state forests.  

As none of these parcels of land is in my electorate, I am certainly not across all of the areas, bar one, and that is 
the area near Mundaring Weir. I am very well aware of that issue because I spent quite a lot of time in that area 
earlier this year after my aunt passed away. She used to run the Mundaring Youth Hostel, which is just across the 
road from this facility. I have driven past it on many occasions, particularly when I was up there trying to look 
after my aunt’s estate. I am also aware of this particular area because it is in the electorate of the former member 
for Swan Hills, my dear and departed friend Jaye Radisich. In 2002, when this issue of a water treatment plant in 
Mundaring was first being debated in the community, I was in the office of the then Minister for Environment, 
Hon Judy Edwards, so I am very aware of the community consultation—in fact, the community anguish and 
angst that was around this issue. 

Hon Sue Ellery: Did Jaye say that to you? 

Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: The former member for Swan Hills was certainly very vocal on the issue and she 
ensured that the views and concerns of her constituents on this matter were brought to our attention. Being in the 
minister’s electorate, she would also have been very aware of this issue and the angst in the community, the 
community meetings and stories in the local paper. In fact, because of the prominence it gained, there were 
stories in The West Australian.  

This brings me to the point that this water treatment plant has been on the books since 2002 and, in fact, it is 
essentially built. It is a bit concerning that the government is now coming to us saying that it wants this extra bit 
of land so that the water treatment plant can function properly. I cannot blame the minister; I dare say successive 
governments are at fault on this issue. 

Hon Ken Travers: Only since 23 September 2008. 

Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: I was not around; I certainly was not in this place during the last Labor 
government, so I am happy to say that it was at fault on this issue as well. It should have made sure that this land 
was excised at that stage all those years ago. Of course, for the last five years, members on the far side have been 
in charge. They too should have brought something to the Parliament to ensure this land was excised. The 
minister said the agencies were consulted on this excision. Given the angst felt all those years ago, I hope and 
trust that the Mundaring community was consulted so that it is aware of this excision and is not too unhappy 
about it. I appreciate that, as the minister said, a number of offsets are attached to this excision. Whenever we 
take land out of state forests, it is very important that we create offsets and replace like for like, by replacing the 
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revocated forest and putting more forest into the conservation estate. I will not say too much more about 
Mundaring. I have put on the record that I hope and trust there has been community consultation.  

I refer to the other parcels of land, one of which is in Dwellingup, as the minister said, in the Shire of Murray; 
the shire requested that excision. The government is delivering on that request. The other two are state forest 
areas 20 and 14. Both relate to Main Roads requests. I again put on the record the opposition’s support for these 
two excisions. I think it is important in regional areas where there are dangerous roads that people travel on quite 
frequently, and also that people die on, that as parliamentarians and governments we make sure those roads are 
safe. We must do all we can to ensure that lives are not lost in these areas. There are safety issues with those 
roads. I know, Madam Deputy President (Hon Adele Farina), you will be aware of these roads. I think it is 
important we address this issue and act to excise this land and ensure that these roads can be built as a priority.  

I have copious notes on this issue but I am quite happy to place on the record the opposition’s support for the 
excisions. It would be remiss of me not to say that a number of other excisions should have been made in the 
south west, and perhaps other members might seek to make the point on those issues. I again say on behalf of the 
opposition that we support the revocation motion.  

HON LYNN MacLAREN (South Metropolitan) [12.41 pm]: I, too, support the amendment to excise parts of 
state forests 7, 14, 20 and 56. I express my appreciation to the minister and his staff and officers from the 
Department of Parks and Wildlife who went through these various proposals in detail with me in a timely 
manner. There is nothing in these proposals that concerns me at this point. I asked the officers for some 
additional information, which was provided to me yesterday, and that information reinforced my support for the 
excisions. I asked the officers whether any habitat trees would be impacted by the clearing, and I was assured 
they would not be. I asked for the Conservation Commission’s advice, and that was provided to me.  

The department seems to have done a very thorough job and nothing drew my constituents’ attention to any 
concerns that the conservationists might have about this. It is important that whenever we revoke state forest, 
which is public land, we examine it carefully, so it is appropriate that it has come to Parliament for our 
consideration. The Greens support this revocation motion.  

HON KEN TRAVERS (North Metropolitan) [12.42 pm]: Thank you, Madam Deputy President.  

Hon Liz Behjat: Rolling your sleeves up ready for action?  

Hon KEN TRAVERS: I was getting a bit hot.  

Several members interjected.  

Hon KEN TRAVERS: When members finish their debate, they can let me know and I will start my 
contribution. 
Hon Liz Behjat: Dress standards in the chamber are slipping; that’s all.  
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon Adele Farina): Order, members! Hon Ken Travers should not encourage 
interjections.  

Hon KEN TRAVERS: I always find these revocations interesting, because often the work has already 
commenced or been completed. I remember a couple of years ago a proposal to partially revoke forest alongside 
Gnangara Road, but the plant was completely built and had been operating for a number of years by the time the 
revocation came to Parliament. It has always intrigued me that we have a system that requires parliamentary 
approval for the excision of state forest, but we find the work gets done beforehand. If there was a habitat tree 
there, Hon Lynn MacLaren, it would be long gone by the time we debated it today.  

The point I also want to put on the record—I am sure my good friend the member for Collie–Preston would want 
me to—is that we support not only this revocation motion, but also what is not in this motion today. I am talking 
about some of the revocations necessary to allow the upgrade of the Collie Coalfields highway. That has been 
promised for a considerable length of time, and when it does not occur, we are told that it requires excisions 
from, I think, state forests and national parks. I accept there are different processes for each area. In supporting 
this, I urge the government to bring forward those motions to the house. We have been told now for more than a 
couple of years that those roadworks near the turn-off have not occurred because excision from the state forest or 
national park is required. I want to put on the record that the Labor Party is keen for those works to go ahead. 
Had those elements been included in this motion, we would have supported the motion with vigour. Those roads 
are required.  

This debate highlights that from time to time we need to get a balance. There are issues around roads—we are 
dealing with that now—and around protecting state conservation. Sometimes we have to accept a trade-off 
between those two for the greater good and that is what we are doing. We need to do that for other projects. I do 
not know whether the government is in a position to tell us this afternoon when it expects those future motions to 
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come before this place. Are we likely to see them before the end of this year? I am also interested to know from 
the government whether it can commence the works so we can get on with upgrading the roads on the Collie 
Coalfields highway. I would not be surprised if some of the work has started on the Mundaring — 
Hon Helen Morton: It’s built.  
Hon KEN TRAVERS: It is built in Mundaring, but what about the three roads in the south west?  
Hon Helen Morton: The bulldozers are ready to roll.  
Hon KEN TRAVERS: They have not started to roll yet?  
Hon Helen Morton: I am assured not.  
Hon KEN TRAVERS: Can the minister explain why one has been built and at the other place the bulldozers 
have not started? How can the bulldozers be on one piece of land before the excision, but not the other? I do not 
necessarily want to encourage the government to roll bulldozers out before the parliamentary process, even if it 
allows it. I would far prefer these sorts of revocations to be dealt with under the parliamentary process. It is well 
known that for most of this year this chamber has lacked enough business to keep members occupied and 
productive. These matters could have been introduced in this place and we could have dealt with them. 

Hon Helen Morton: You will find those Collie road ones coming in the next term of government.  
Hon KEN TRAVERS: In the next term of government!  
Hon Stephen Dawson: We will have to bring it in! 

Hon Helen Morton: I mean in the next session of Parliament; sorry. 
Hon KEN TRAVERS: I knew the government was slow, but even I did not believe that! 

Hon Helen Morton: You do not have to worry about bringing it in; we will do it in the next session. 
Hon KEN TRAVERS: I can assure the member that they will be brought in in the next session of Parliament if 
they are not brought in during this session of Parliament, because, as the Minister for Transport in the next 
session of Parliament, I will make sure they are brought into the chamber at the first available opportunity. 

Hon Helen Morton: Unfortunately, you will not have the chance to make sure! 

Hon KEN TRAVERS: I am pretty confident I will! That is why I am happy to give that absolute guarantee to 
the house today if the current government has not got them in, but I hope we will actually get them in in the next 
year. It is a shame we cannot get them in this year, because it would be great to see the bulldozers going on that 
stretch of road. I think everyone in this chamber would accept that there are a couple of spots on that Coalfields 
highway that need to be upgraded. It is appropriate at this point in this debate to make it very clear that the Labor 
Party is keen for that to happen, so the government does not have to be nervous about bringing those motions in 
because there will be a fight. We will be ready to support those motions when they get here. 

Question put and passed. 
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