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METROPOLITAN REGION SCHEME AMENDMENT 1082/33 — BUSH FOREVER AREAS 

Statement by Minister for Child Protection 

HON ROBYN McSWEENEY (South West — Minister for Child Protection) [3.12 pm]: I present today for 
tabling metropolitan region scheme amendment 1082/33, which will facilitate the establishment of Bush Forever 
areas in the metropolitan region scheme on zoned and reserved land; the reservation of a number of Bush 
Forever areas for parks and recreation within the MRS; and text changes to clause 16(1a)(a) of the MRS text to 
deal with development approval procedures on reserved land within Bush Forever areas. 

The year 2010 is the International Year of Biodiversity, a United Nations initiative designed to bring 
international attention to the need to preserve biodiversity internationally. Western Australia is renowned for its 
very high biodiversity, and it is therefore critical that we preserve our assets that are under threat from 
development. 

The implementation of Bush Forever areas started 10 years ago when the then Liberal–National government 
endorsed the Bush Forever policy in 2000. This policy, as originally developed, committed to the preparation of 
special control areas in the MRS to cover Bush Forever sites and a complementary state planning policy to 
provide for the protection of Bush Forever sites. The Labor government continued with this initiative—albeit at a 
somewhat leisurely pace—and the MRS amendment was initiated by the WA Planning Commission in 2004. 
Also in 2004, the Environmental Protection Act was amended to legislate for clearing controls. This provided 
statutory protection for native vegetation, but allowed for clearing exemptions related to development for which 
planning approval from the WAPC or local authorities had been obtained. The MRS amendment and the draft 
SPP were advertised for a period of three months from August to November 2004. A total of 193 submissions 
were received; 76 submissions were in support of the proposal, 16 submissions were in general support and 
101 submissions were opposed to the concept of Bush Forever. As a result of the matters raised in the 
submissions, a subcommittee of the WAPC held a total of 65 hearings. In March 2006 the WAPC resolved to 
adopt the MRS amendment “Report on Submissions” subject to modifications, including removing the special 
control area provisions from the MRS text and renaming the Bush Forever protection areas to Bush Forever 
areas. The WA Planning Commission also resolved to adopt state planning policy 2.8 in 2006. The Metropolitan 
Region Planning Committee, on behalf on of the WAPC, considered the modifications and adopted the “Report 
on Submissions” and the SPP. 

Since coming into government, I have been concerned to finalise this amendment and provide the regulatory 
certainty that was previously missing. I consider that the MRS amendment will play an important role in the 
better protection and management of regionally significant bushland in the metropolitan area. I have also 
recently approved state planning policy 2.8, entitled “Bushland Policy for the Perth Metropolitan Region: 
Statement of Planning Policy 2.8”. 

For the landowners of the 29 private properties where land zoning is being changed to parks and recreation 
reserve, the WA Planning Commission will continue to stand in the market to purchase Bush Forever areas as a 
priority in its forward acquisition program. In this regard I have asked the Department of Planning to write to 
affected private landowners to remind them of their statutory rights. 

I am pleased to now table the documentation in the house. In tabling this document, I thank the efforts of the 
officers of the Department of Planning who have worked to finalise this amendment. 

[See papers 2163 and 2164.] 

Point of Order 

Hon SUE ELLERY: I rise on a point of order. I wonder if I might perhaps seek clarification, Mr President. The 
ministerial statement just read contained a statement that is clearly subjective. I am making reference to the term 
“leisurely pace”, which I think the minister applied to the Labor government’s application of the policy she was 
referring to. I was led to believe, on instruction from previous Presidents, that brief ministerial statements were 
meant to be statements of fact and statements of announcements around policy changes. I remember a former 
President literally putting a red line through comments in ministerial statements of mine that he thought were 
political or offered some form of editorialising. I wonder if I might seek your guidance on that, Mr President.  

Hon NORMAN MOORE: It is the normal process of this government that any ministerial statements to be 
made in this house are sent to me first and I read them—I do that diligently. Regrettably, today, I thought this 
one was just a technical description of an amendment to a regional plan so I did not read it. Had I read it, it 
would have had red lines through it in line with the point made by the Leader of the Opposition. 

Hon Ken Travers: You should change “I” to “the minister” in future as well. 
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Ruling by President 

THE PRESIDENT (Hon Barry House): On that point of order, the Leader of the Opposition raised a valid 
point. The previous President made a ruling that all ministerial statements should be vetted by the President 
before being introduced to the house. That process, when I became President, proved to be a bit cumbersome in 
some respects, and after discussions with the Leader of the House it was agreed—as the Leader of the House just 
mentioned—that he would supervise all ministerial statements coming into the house. He has explained the 
circumstances today, but it is incumbent on every minister who reads a statement in the house that it should not 
contain political comment, because there is no immediate debate after it that would give any other members in 
this chamber an opportunity to respond. That is the reason for it. I think the point has been made and I am quietly 
confident that it will not happen again. 

Statement Resumed 

Consideration of the statement made an order of the day for the next sitting, on motion by Hon Ed Dermer. 
 


