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STATE FORESTS NOS 7, 14, 16, 28, 32, 33 AND 58 
Partial Revocation of Dedication - Assembly’s Resolution 

Resumed from 5 December 2003 on the following motion moved without notice by Hon Kim Chance (Leader of 
the House) on behalf of  the Minister for Local Government and Regional Development - 

That the proposal for the partial revocation of state forests Nos 7, 14, 16, 28, 32, 33 and 58, laid on the 
Table of the Legislative Council on 3 December 2003, by command of His Excellency the Governor be 
carried out. 

HON GEORGE CASH (North Metropolitan) [12.25 pm]:  In this motion we are dealing with nine proposals for 
the partial revocation of state forests, involving a combined area of about 81 hectares.  I will go through the 
individual proposals in due course, but I indicate at this stage that most of the proposals are requests from 
relevant local authorities for the formal realignment or widening of existing roads.  I should indicate also that a 
fair bit of work has been done on the proposed excisions or revocations, and that the Conservation Commission 
of Western Australia supports all nine proposals.  Notwithstanding the fact that 81 hectares is proposed to be 
revoked from state forests, a number of unconstructed roads are proposed to be closed, and the area of those 
unconstructed roads will be added to the forest estate.  The area of those intended inclusions is about 24 hectares.   

Proposal No 1 involves revoking about 62.23 hectares from state forest No 7.  That request has come from Main 
Roads Western Australia, which needs that land for the upgrading of about 12 kilometres of Great Eastern 
Highway between old Sawyers Road and Great Southern Highway, which most people would know as the Lakes 
Road turn-off.  That particular 12 kilometres of Great Eastern Highway is unquestionably a high volume, heavy 
vehicle road.  The topography and the traffic volume on that road unquestionably demands an upgrading of that 
road.  It is proposed that the road be upgraded to a four-lane dual carriageway between Sawyers Valley and the 
Lakes Road turn-off.  

When this message was first brought to the House, I was interested to see in the accompanying documentation to 
the message that Main Roads was seeking an urgent resolution of this matter.  It said that the reason it wanted 
the matter to be considered by the Parliament as a matter of urgency was that the proposal for the upgrading of 
the road was subject to the availability of federal funds and other issues such as the advertising of tender 
documents and completion objectives.  This message originally came to the House in December of last year, and 
it has taken some time to bring it on, notwithstanding the fact that the Opposition had indicated previously that it 
would support all of the nine proposals now before the House.  The Department of Conservation and Land 
Management has satisfied itself that the Main Roads project is justifiable on safety grounds.  Main Roads has 
prepared for the land in question an environmental impact assessment and management plan that identifies the 
various environmental and other impacts.  Some of the clearing that is required in this matter is related to gravel 
pits that need to be accessed to enable that job to go forward. 

Proposal No 2 involves 2.1690 hectares of land, which is to be revoked in state forest No 14, and is located 
approximately two kilometres north east of Dwellingup.  Currently a formed gravel road provides access to lots 
253, 254, 703 and 704.  The revocation of this land will enable the road to be dedicated under the control of the 
Shire of Murray and will provide formal access to those lots.  Currently access to those lots is from an 
undedicated road.  It is intended that, by way of inclusion, a portion of an uncleared road reserve comprising 
6 457 square metres will be closed and added to state forest No 14.  The minister has provided coloured plans 
that show the intended dedicated road and the area that is to be closed. 

Proposal No 3 involves 1.4265 hectares of land in state forest No 14 and is located about nine kilometres south 
east of Waroona.  The revocation of this land will enable the realignment of Bancell Road.  In reality the works 
were done several years ago and this will bring into being the formal, technical situation, because the road 
already exists on the ground. 

Proposal No 4 involves 4.7061 hectares of land in state forest No 14 and is situated seven kilometres east of 
Waroona within the Shire of Murray.  The revocation, which involves the existing Invarell Road, has been used 
as a public access to the Waroona Dam for about 40 years.  There are two sections involved, one in Invarell 
Road and one in Scarp Road.  It is intended that what has existed on the ground for many years be formalised 
and there is a need to revoke part of the state forest to formalise that arrangement. 

Proposal No 5 involves an area of approximately 2.3671 hectares in state forest No 14 and is located about 
22 kilometres south west of Boddington.  The request for this portion of land is from the Shire of Boddington.  
The revocation involves excisions from Lane-Poole A-class reserve and state forest No 14.  Again, on the ground 
the roads have formally existed for many years and they have been and continue to be used as local roads for 
local landowners to access their properties.  A small area of land is to be added back into state forest No 14 as a 
result of some realignments of the road. 
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Proposal No 6 involves an area of 6 036 square metres of land in state forest No 16 and is located approximately 
11 kilometres west of Harvey.  The request for formalisation of this proposal comes from the Shire of Harvey to 
formally widen the Myalup Beach Road.  Again, the road currently exists and the revocation will do no more 
than reflect the actual on-ground situation.  The Opposition, again, has no objection to that, as it does not involve 
a huge amount of land. 
Proposal No 7 involves an area of 2.1134 hectares of land.  The revocation will be from state forest No 28.  The 
land in question is located approximately four kilometres west of Nannup.  The revocation will allow the 
dedication of Barrabup Road, which has existed for some years.  It will also formalise access to a number of 
separate land locations, being Nelson locations 853 and 2895.  They are private lands.  It is proposed to 
incorporate an area of 3.86 hectares of closed road into state forest No 28 at the same time as the 2.1134 hectares 
is excised.  There will, therefore, be a road closure and a formalisation of the existing Barrabup Road. 
Proposal No 8 comprises an area of 7 952 square metres and involves the excision of certain lands from state 
forest No 33.  The land in question is located about two kilometres south west of Nannup.  Again, the request is 
from the Shire of Nannup and the proposal before the House is to enable the extension of Thomas Road to link 
into Rinns Road.  The revocation will provide formal access to Nelson locations 8268 and 8387.  It should be 
noted that currently there is no formal access to those properties and there is a need to formalise the 
arrangements.  Again, this is an inclusion situation of 10.0531 hectares of unused road that is located in a 
different area about nine kilometres north of Nannup and is to be incorporated into state forests Nos 17 and 31. 
Proposal No 9 involves revocations from state forests Nos 32, 33 and 58.  The subject land is located about 
15 kilometres south west of Nannup.  This proposal will allow the formal realignment of Jalbarragup Road and 
unused portions of Jalbarragup Road will be closed and added back into state forests Nos 33 and 58.  As I said, 
the minister has provided coloured documentation that shows the existing state forests, the existing roads, the 
proposed areas of revocation and the proposed areas to be added back into the respective state forests.  That 
documentation has been helpful in my understanding of exactly what is required to be done. 

It is important that these matters proceed without further delay.  As I said, in some cases the propositions reflect 
on-ground situations that have existed for many years.  Notwithstanding that, it is important that they be 
formalised and this opportunity has been given to the House to consider these matters.  The only point I make is 
that I am sure a considerable number of other areas of land in Western Australia have on-ground situations that 
are different from the formal situations recorded by the Department of Land Information.  One would hope, for 
questions of liability and other general questions of law, that those matters are worked through by respective 
departments and proposals are brought to the Parliament in due course, so that what is occurring on the ground is 
formalised in the Department of Land Information records.   

HON CHRISTINE SHARP (South West) [12.39 pm]:  The Greens (WA) will support the proposed revocations 
we are debating today and the minister’s motion.  We are satisfied that, in proposing these revocations to the 
Parliament, a very diligent process has been followed and that, in each case, the revocation is justified.  We are 
also satisfied that, when appropriate, a mitigation package accompanies the revocation.  That does not apply in 
all cases.  In the case of local government authorities that are rectifying gazetted roads so that they are the roads 
that are used, there is no mitigation package.  However, it is very good that the official land administration 
records for the roads that have followed a particular alignment for many years will match the reality on the 
ground.  In fact, eight of the nine new locations will in some sense rectify an anomaly.  In six of the eight cases 
of rectifying anomalies, the road reserves as gazetted do not match the used road alignment on the ground.  
There are two cases in which the anomaly being rectified is not of that nature, and access needs to be provided to 
freehold title land that does not at this stage have a formal gazetted road access.   

Most important from the Greens (WA) perspective, however, is that only area 1 and area 8 at Nannup involve 
new clearing.  Both those areas have mitigation packages accompanying them.  Area 1 deals with widening and 
making safe a section of Great Eastern Highway by Main Roads Western Australia.  The clearing of state forest 
in this case is being offset by the payment of $5 000 a hectare for the approximately 70 hectares that will be 
removed through this proposal.  The other area that involves clearing on the ground is area 8 at Nannup to enable 
access to freehold title land on the Blackwood River that does not currently have any gazetted access.  In that 
case the mitigation is such that, in providing less than one hectare of state forest for formal access to those two 
titles, the Shire of Nannup will give up an unused surveyed road through another section of state forest that is 
greater than 10 hectares.  Obviously, the mitigation package is a very good ratio in favour of additional state 
forest, and we are very satisfied with that.   

I do not intend to go through the briefing papers that have been supplied to members, because my colleague Hon 
George Cash has already given to the House an adequate explanation of the details of these nine proposals.  I 
thank the officer from the Department of Conservation and Land Management, Mr Derek Mingham, and the 
officer from the Department of the Premier and Cabinet, Mr Peter Dans, who met with me and took the time to 
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explain the effect of each of these proposed revocations and the process that had been followed.  I feel very 
comfortable that this process has been very diligently managed in these cases and that we are able to support the 
revocation.   

HON PADDY EMBRY (South West) [12.44 pm]:  With the exception of the first area, the rest of the areas are 
in my electorate.  To varying degrees I am very familiar with the areas and the proposals involved.  A number of 
fatalities have occurred on a stretch of road in one of the areas in my electorate.  Obviously it is a very important 
road to be upgraded.  I am also particularly familiar with the road slightly to the east of Dwellingup, which 
connects through to the little township of Quindanning, which has a lot of historical interest and a couple of very 
historical buildings.  It has been working very hard to encourage the tourism aspect of the area.  I went to a 
wedding in the old church in the town and drove back on the road that connects to Dwellingup.  It was a perfect 
day and a delight to drive along that road.  It certainly was a gravel road.  In spite of my experience in driving on 
gravel roads, I certainly needed to have my mind on the job.  I commend the minister and his department for 
moving that upgrade forward.  I am very happy with the resolutions and recommendations.  I also note that, 
when possible, land is to be returned to state forest.  Obviously that has considerable importance.   

HON TOM STEPHENS (Mining and Pastoral - Minister for Local Government and Regional Development) 
[12.46 pm]:  I thank members for their support for this provision.   

Question put and passed.   
 


