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NATIVE FORESTS — MANAGEMENT 
Statement 

HON GIZ WATSON (North Metropolitan) [5.22 pm]: I speak this afternoon about the management of our 
native forests. I have been asking a number of questions in this area for a while and, in the last few months, quite 
comprehensive questions. As members are no doubt aware, for environmental, economic and social reasons the 
Greens do not support the ongoing logging of our native forests in the south west. Environmentally, it is 
unsustainable. The forests continue to be degraded by logging activities. Intensive logging continues to impact 
on endangered native animals and it is totally unacceptable, given that those forests could be used as carbon 
sinks to help us mitigate climate change. Economically, it is wasteful, unnecessary and possibly unviable. Our 
native forests should not be cut down in order to be woodchipped, sent overseas and returned to us as glossy junk 
mail brochures that no-one wants. 

I think it is reprehensible to promise people sustainable jobs in native forest logging when the forests are under 
extreme pressure; high-quality timber is running out; there is ever-diminishing demand for native forest 
products; and plantation forests can provide for our timber products. There are persistent allegations that state-
run native forest industries are pushing private plantation owners out of the market, leaving plantations rotting in 
the ground. As I have said, these sorts of issues need to be thoroughly and independently investigated by an 
appropriate authority, or the Parliament. 
I want to make some comments tonight about the laws that govern forest management. If native forest logging 
continues, it should at least be subject to clear laws. The people who engage in logging activities in our forests 
should know what the laws are and, if the laws are broken, there should be clear and transparent enforcement 
action. Through questions I have recently asked in this place, I have tried to find out exactly what laws govern 
our native forests. I have been trying to find out whether those laws are being broken. I have also been trying to 
find out the consequences for those who break the laws. 
The primary instrument for forest governance in this state is the “Forest management plan 2004–2013”. This 
Parliament clearly intends that native forest logging should occur only in accordance with the FMP. The FMP is 
supposed to ensure, for example, that the state meets its legal obligations under various legal instruments, 
including the state’s Environmental Protection Act and the bilateral regional forest agreement. Compliance with 
the FMP is also a criterion for a valid logging contract under the Forest Products Act 2000. Of particular interest 
to me is what happens when a contractor breaches the rules in the FMP relating to logging operations.  

On 13 November 2012, I received a reply to my question on notice 6229, which I asked of the Minister for Child 
Protection representing the Minister for Forestry. My question was in part — 

(5) What are the five most serious incidents relating to breaches of the current FMP by FPC 
contractors to date?  

The Minister for Forestry’s response was as follows — 

(5) FPC operates an environmental management system which seeks to capture all the incidents 
which have or may have an impact on the environment. Many of these incidents are not related 
to the FMP. Incidents are rated in accordance with their seriousness. There have been only two 
high-level incidents which involve contractors: 

1. The off-site movement of chemicals used in fire break spraying (11 September 2006) 
2. Unauthorised thinning in a fauna habitat zone (18 October 2005) 

This answer is not consistent with the Forest Products Commission’s own environmental management system 
log. This log, as at 25 May 2012, was provided to the Conservation Council by the FPC. It records around 200 
incidents by FPC contractors. One of the incidents reported—incident swf 3l/09—on 14 May 2009, was old-
growth logging, diamond block, which was given a seriousness rating of 15. This is by far the highest rating 
recorded in the document. In contrast, the incident on 18 October 2005 that the minister reported in his answer 
was given a lesser rating of 12. There are several other incidents recorded in the FPC’s EMS log that were also 
given a seriousness rating of 12. Why did the minister not also report these? Is logging in old-growth forests not 
related to the state’s forest management plan? 

The fact that the FPC has recorded logging in old-growth forests by its contractors is particularly important 
because I think most members of the public believe that there is no logging in old-growth forests anymore. The 
FPC also claims to hold this view. I would like to quote directly from the FPC website, which states, “All of 
Western Australia’s old-growth forests are protected.” If, due to mistake or deliberate action, old-growth forests 
are logged, there needs to be clear follow-up action. So, what is that action? 
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It is worth noting that no prosecutions resulted from the two breaches mentioned by the minister. In fact, there 
have been no prosecutions despite 200 breaches of the FMP by the FPC. In my question on notice 6226 to the 
Minister for Mental Health representing the Minister for Environment, I asked in part — 

(2) How many incidents have been recorded by DEC regarding breaches of the FMP by the 
FPC — 
… 
(b) during the life of the current FMP? 

The response from the Minister for Environment was in part — 
(1)–(2) Written and verbal complaints relating to harvest operations are investigated by the 

Department of Environment and Conservation. Incidents found not to be compliant with 
timber harvesting guidance documents result in the issuing of a Management Letter (ML), 
Work Improvement Notice (WIN) or Incident Report (IR) to the Forest Products Commission. 
…  
(b) 200 incidents have resulted in the issuing of a WIN, ML or IR. 

The response said also — 
(4) The five most serious incidents related to compliance with Hygiene Management Plans.  

What was the consequence of these incidents? The response to question (5)(b) was as follows — 
Three incidents resulted in changes to practices, standards, or corrective measures in the field. Two 
incidents have not been resolved.’ 

These answers suggest, at the very least, two things. The first is the need for publicly available, reliable data 
about whether the rules in our forests are being broken. The second is the need for proper enforcement when 
those rules are broken. Even for serious breaches, DEC is not imposing appropriate sanctions. In my opinion, 
logging old-growth forest, or logging in a fauna habitat zone, should result in more than a mere management 
letter. The Conservation Commission’s end-of-term audit into the current FMP recommended an increase in 
public reporting of compliance monitoring, incident management and responses generated. In short, there needs 
to be accountability in forest operations, yet the government is clearly refusing to listen to its own departments 
and advisory bodies in this regard. The Conservation Commission, DEC and the Environmental Protection 
Authority have identified that enforcing compliance with the FMP is a key problem with the current regime. 
Numerous breaches are occurring and are not being followed up. To try to redress this problem, the EPA and the 
Conservation Commission have proposed amendments to the CALM act to give either DEC or the Conservation 
Commission powers to compel compliance with the next FMP. It is worth noting that the EPA first made this 
recommendation nearly a decade ago.  

What is the government doing about this recommendation? The response to my question without notice 855 of 
25 October 2012 to the minister representing the Minister for Environment was in part — 

(1) There is no current plan for such an amendment. 

What is the point of setting up these bodies if their consistent recommendations are ignored? 

I reiterate that there is an urgent need, especially in the light of the imminent renewal or establishment of a new 
forest management plan, for the laws that people think are in place to manage the activities of logging in our 
forests to be addressed. The Environmental Protection Authority made the comment a decade ago that these laws 
needed changing. The Auditor General made similar comments in 2009 about the inability of current legislation 
to adequately protect endangered species. For that reason I say again that this government needs to take 
responsibility to ensure that the laws are there, that they will be enforced and that penalties will actually apply. 
Otherwise it is all happening out of sight and out of mind, and it often comes down to community groups and 
individuals to make reports of breaches of the forest management plan; and when they do make reports of 
breaches of the forest management plan, nothing actually changes. That is the ongoing situation in our forests in 
the south west. There are 200 breaches that have been indicated to me by way of answers to questions in this 
place. That is unacceptable and I will continue to raise these issues in this place. 
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