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RAILWAY (METRONET) BILL 2018 

Second Reading 

Resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting. 

HON TIM CLIFFORD (East Metropolitan) [3.58 pm]: I rise today to speak on the Railway (METRONET) 
Bill 2018. The bill has been a long time coming. As some other members in this place have reiterated for quite 
some time, they either support it or have concerns, or whatever else, about Metronet. Metronet is a word I have 
heard a lot in the past two years. We get the gist of what the bill is about. 

I have spoken in this place before about my love of public transport, whether that be cycling, rail or bus travel. 
I have mentioned the proposed Metro Area Express light rail that was scrapped in 2013–14 with the switch over 
of the federal government. The 2013 election promise of the current government was a combination of heavy and 
light rail; we are left with the heavy rail component. That original election promise would have been great for this 
state. It is quite sad that the potential for light rail was not realised and that a lot of commuters are not experiencing 
the joys of the MAX light rail system as proposed at that time. 

The substantive bill relates to the construction of two railways, the subject of the government’s Metronet 
proposal—the Yanchep rail extension and the Thornlie–Cockburn Link. This bill does two things. It complies 
with section 96 of the Public Works Act 1902, which requires the railways to be authorised by a special act 
setting out that the line of the railway and the railways at each end exempt the project from needing the approval 
of the Western Australian Planning Commission, under the metropolitan region scheme, that would otherwise 
be needed for clearing native vegetation on railway land—that is, on Bush Forever sites—and for works on land 
zoned for purposes other than railways, such as works regarding railway drainage, communications and cutting 
lines. The bill does not exempt the project from requirements under the Environmental Protection Act. I am 
going back to Bush Forever sites and clearing permits. The project is also not exempt from requirements under 
the Environment Protection and Biodiversity Conservation Act. I understood from the briefing I attended 
a couple of months ago that any future Metronet bills will be in the form of an amendment to this bill. This 
really does knock off a lot of the paperwork to get this project up and running. It streamlines a lot of the process 
to make it easier. 

This bill ticks quite a few of the Greens’ boxes. I have always been an advocate for public transport. I have 
expressed my sadness at the fact that we are not debating the expansion of a light rail system, which I basically 
advocated for for years. The other box ticked is that I am satisfied with the information that has been given 
around noise, vibration, dust and bushfire risk, and the way that that will be managed. I am also satisfied with 
the information we have been given about how Aboriginal heritage will be managed. That has been positive. 
My office has not received any general public concerns about the bill. There has been a lot of support. People 
want to see a more connected and vibrant city through the policies put forward through the expansion of the 
public transport sector. 

The real nuts of our concerns relates to the epic amount of clearing for projects that has been done in the past. 
Urban bushland is under a lot of pressure. Stakeholders such as the Urban Bushland Council WA Inc have 
expressed concerns about the impact on bushland around the Thornlie–Cockburn Link, which will clear up to 
54.88 hectares of native vegetation, some of which has banksia conservation significance and are Bush Forever 
sites, as mentioned before, is partly wetland, and, of course, there is the 27.64 hectares of black cockatoo foraging 
habitat that is already under a severe amount of pressure. Ninety-six trees will be cleared out of that black cockatoo 
habitat. In addition, access to the Ranford Road railway station will connect to the Jandakot eastern link road, 
which, I understood from the briefing, is a council road. That means more clearing of vegetation. The 
Wildflower Society of Western Australia says this will include declared rare flora—basically, the grand spider 
orchid, which is quite important. It is at risk of being wiped out. There is a risk of the decimation of one of the last 
remaining populations of honey possums in the metropolitan area. The possums live in the adjacent Bush Forever 
site in Ken Hurst Park. The Friends of Ken Hurst Park are extremely concerned that these surviving honey possums 
will get on the road and potentially be killed by traffic in that area. There is also a prediction that the rail could 
create a lot more traffic, with parking and so forth. Having reiterated those concerns, it would be appreciated if the 
minister could confirm that all existing rail work is within the existing rail corridors. That was something that was 
flagged at the meeting. Have there been any negotiations between the government and the local council to minimise 
the impact on the Jandakot eastern link road near Ken Hurst Park? It would be much appreciated if the minister 
could get back to me on that question. 

I will now refer to the Yanchep rail extension. My colleague Hon Alison Xamon will touch base on that too. That 
is within her electorate and is a real concern to her and the Greens. The project ticks all the boxes. Public transport 
is a good thing. However, urban bushland is under threat. Given that EPA approvals and assessments have not yet 
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come back, we hope there will be substantive mitigation measures. This includes offsets, which I believe will be 
six to one. That was the number flagged at our briefing. Could the minister please reconfirm that offsets 
commitment? Given there is a lot of concern around the way that the offsets are measured and implemented, 
I would like to get a better picture of the offsets for that specific area, such as what they are going to look like and 
the time frame for them to be implemented. 

I spoke in this place a couple of months ago on the Heritage Bill. I highlighted the fact that Perth is rich in 
biodiversity and that that is also its heritage. We talk about how wonderful and precious some places are in the 
metropolitan region, but we always seem to have an excuse to remove some of those areas—for example, through 
demolition by neglect. I understand that 22.84 hectares of vegetation will be cleared within the Bush Forever sites, 
of which 19.78 hectares is in a completely degraded condition and a further 0.31 hectares has basically been 
classified as degraded. I have raised before the issue of degradation and lack of support of Bush Forever sites and 
that money needs to be put on the table to support those areas, otherwise we will continue to think that it is okay 
to clear Bush Forever sites because they are degraded anyway. It is a chicken-and-egg situation: if it is degraded 
and no money is put into it, of course it will be of low value. People will attempt to justify a lot of the damage to 
those areas by the argument that those places are degraded anyway, so why even have them there; we may as well 
allow development on top of them. 

I looked back at how Bush Forever sites across the metropolitan region have been implemented and found that 
they have not really been put in place. If the government is going to promote Metronet in such a strong way, and 
any future potential public transport projects, such as rail, it also needs to look at strengthening the Bush Forever 
proposals. Unfortunately, the current Bush Forever regime has no real statutory protection and there is neither 
a law guaranteeing a minimum standard of management, nor funding for management to maintain the conservation 
value of Bush Forever sites. Instead, they are allowed to degrade. I have had groups from different areas come to 
my office. People who live adjacent to those sites are dismayed that when they go for their walks, they see that 
some of those places have become dumping grounds and makeshift rubbish tips, overrun with weeds. Because 
they are not maintained, the sites will not have their original value because they will not be the same site as was 
intended to be protected. “State Planning Policy 2.8: Bushland Policy for the Perth Metropolitan Region” is not 
binding; therefore, Bush Forever land continues to be used for purposes that are incompatible with being Bush Forever 
sites. As I said, we cannot expect to have a Bush Forever site in name if it is just going to be degraded bushland 
anyway. We need to be vigilant on where we are going. I hope the government has some plans in place so that we 
can enhance these spaces and potentially look at expanding them. 

Looking forward, I would love to see statutory protection for all Bush Forever sites implemented and stronger 
parks and recreation zoning that cannot be reneged on when developments are proposed. I would also like to see 
the development assessment panels include environment experts when a development will directly or indirectly 
impact on Bush Forever sites. That also goes for other sites. One thing I have been shocked at since being elected 
to this place is that there is no real expertise around the requirements for new subdivisions and their implementation 
adjacent to public transport zones. There are no requirements to retain the existing flora and fauna. I have spoken 
to councils that have put some of their proposed subdivisions on the table and some of them flag their support for 
the Metronet project. However, when they point to some of the plans that are being proposed, they say that it is 
not up to them whether they enforce developers to retain any of that bushland. In fact, in other developments, 
I have seen an introduction of flora that is not even native to the area, so the whole character of the area is usually 
totally degraded because there is no requirement to ensure that it retains some or all of its unique characteristics. 

I strongly urge the minister in his capacity both as the Minister for Environment and the representative minister 
putting forward the bill to ensure that there is ongoing consultation with environmental groups, including the 
Urban Bushland Council WA Inc, the Friends of Ken Hurst Park and the Quinns Rock Environmental Group, and 
that any conditions imposed on the project are aimed at minimising harm to the Bush Forever sites in or adjacent 
to any proposed public transport corridors. 

Debate interrupted, pursuant to standing orders. 
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