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JURIEN BAY BOAT HARBOUR 
Grievance 

MR R.S. LOVE (Moore — Deputy Leader of the Opposition) [9.17 am]: My grievance today is to the Minister 
for Transport about the condition of the Jurien Bay marina, also known as the Jurien Bay Boat Harbour, located 
within an exclusion zone of the Jurien Bay Marine Park. In the past month, seagrass and sand has again washed into 
the mouth of the Jurien Bay marina, decomposing to make the water anoxic and ending fish life. This is a recurring 
environmental disaster that I have raised in this place repeatedly over the past eight years. The stench of hydrogen 
sulphide is unbearable and the situation presents a health risk for local residents and visitors alike. 
The Jurien Bay marina was constructed in 1988 with an original budget of $4.5 million. Expenditure was capped 
at $10 million and the original design was never completed. The marina functioned as intended for about 12 years 
but sand and weed channelled into the marina has built up over the years, altering the depth and impeding the flushing 
of water in and out of the marina mouth. In October 2007 the then Department for Planning and Infrastructure 
proposed the construction of a spur groyne off Jurien harbour’s northern breakwater as a remedy for the seasonal 
water quality problem. At that time the department advised that it did not have the $705 000 in funding to proceed 
and nothing further was done. In February 2008 the office of the then Minister for Planning and Infrastructure advised 
that construction of a wraparound breakwater arm on either side of the marina was not a viable option. However, 
construction of a spur groyne off the harbour’s northern breakwater was considered by DPI to be an important future 
work to minimise the movement of sand and weed into the harbour. 
In November 2013, following successive seasonal fish kills, I raised a grievance with the then Minister for Transport. 
On 14 May 2014, I presented a petition signed by 1 778 petitioners about the state of the marina. In 2014, the 
minister established the Jurien Bay Boat Harbour Steering Committee as an advisory and reference group reporting 
to the Department of Transport. In the interim, a maintenance dredging program was carried out over four months 
in early 2015 at a cost of $1.8 million. The dredging program successfully removed grass and sand, restoring 
navigable depths in the harbour entrance. 
The Department of Transport study commenced in 2014 and spanned six years. It involved the compilation of 
comprehensive data and research to understand why sand and grass accumulates in the harbour. Long-term 
solutions were sought to prevent poor water quality, with extensive scientific studies undertaken to monitor water 
quality—dissolved oxygen, pH levels and turbidity—water exchange via flushing, and wind speed and direction. 
Trials were carried out, including dredging, trawling and the use of a bubble curtain to prevent wrack ingress into 
the harbour and to oxygenate the harbour water. These comprehensive studies delivered a preferred solution, which 
was detailed by the Department of Transport in July 2020. The solution involves reconfiguring the boat harbour 
entrance, with a large spur groyne considered the most effective when modelled against future tides, wind, wave 
and wrack movement. By reconfiguring the harbour entrance, approximately 80 per cent of wrack movement into 
the harbour should be diverted, with significant improvements to water quality, according to the Department of 
Transport’s fact sheet “Entrance Reconfiguration Concept: Jurien Bay Boat Harbour”. 

In answer to a question on notice of 15 September 2020, the minister confirmed the following — 
The Department of Transport … has completed extensive data collection, modelling and study work, 
commissioned two independent studies into potential modifications to the northern breakwater and 
undertaken several trials to improve water quality. 

… 

A preliminary engineering design has been prepared for a 150 metre extension to the northern entrance 
breakwater. 

The estimated cost then was $7.8 million and funding was being sought. Following the most recent fish kill, I sought 
information via my colleague Hon Colin de Grussa. The question asked on 1 September states — 

(1) Given that dredging has only just occurred, will the government commit to clearing the harbour of 
seaweed such that the current impacts on the environment and the local community are addressed? 

(2) Will the government commit to build the 150-metre spur groyne addition to the northern breakwater 
of the harbour, as recommended by the minister’s own department? 

(3) If no to (2), how does the government intend to provide a long-term solution to this ongoing 
environmental and community issue? 

Hon Sue Ellery replied on behalf of the minister — 

I thank the honourable member for some notice of the question. 
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(1)–(3) Jurien Bay boat harbour gets dredged approximately every four to five years. The proposed 
extension to the harbour’s northern breakwater is under consideration as part of the annual 
budget process. 

The response that dredging is carried out every four to five years is noncommittal and does not address the question 
or the situation. I quote the Shire of Dandaragan president, Councillor Leslee Holmes, in yesterday’s Midwest Times 
article headed “More fish kills degrade local marina”. Councillor Holmes states — 

“We’re sick of the smell,” … “Tourism is a vital part of Jurien Bay’s local economy, and unfortunately 
the current state of the marina is a big detractor from the amenity of the town.” 

Councillor Holmes continues — 

… there’s little the Shire can do … which is why we need the State to accept responsibility and fix the 
problem,” … 

Minister, today the state government is expected to report a $5 billion budget surplus. There is no reason for the 
deplorable condition of the Jurien Bay marina to continue. I request that the minister’s government fund the 
recommended spur groyne, thereby offering a long-term solution to this situation. These recurring fish kills in the 
Jurien Bay marina are an environmental disaster. They are inhumane and they must stop. 

MS R. SAFFIOTI (West Swan — Minister for Transport) [9.23 am]: I thank the member for Moore for that 
grievance. From the outset, there are a number of major issues around the state with its interface with the ocean, 
whether it be with the construction of new marinas and harbours or with coastal erosion. What is emerging to be 
a major challenge for us is how we manage significant environmental challenges together with the ability for 
people to access the water. We are undertaking a number of projects along the coastline. Work is being undertaken 
in Onslow, Esperance, Albany, Bunbury, Broome, Pilbara and Port Hedland—you name it! A significant amount 
of work is being undertaken, with a record spend on new harbours and marinas and on addressing coastal erosion. 
This continues to be a major issue. Each town has different issues and Jurien Bay Boat Harbour is no different. 
The boat harbour was constructed in 1988. The first water quality and fish kill event was noted in 2002. The events 
have been occurring with frequency and we have been studying the issues in the boat harbour. It is an issue that 
has been around for some time, but evidence from recent years shows that it has become worse.  
I want to acknowledge in this house Hon Sandra Carr, our new upper house member, who has also engaged with 
the local community on this issue, and also the member for Kingsley, who is a frequent visitor to Jurien Bay and has 
raised the issue with me too. In the July school holidays, I spent a few days in Jurien Bay at the caravan park. It 
was a bit windy and wet, but it was really fun. I have to say that Jurien Bay is a beautiful place. The caravan park was 
great. The local cafes were very good. Perhaps visiting in the middle of July is a bit hardcore. With the push to 
wander out yonder, there were a lot of people in that caravan park, but my kids very much enjoyed it. It is a beautiful 
place and one that will grow in popularity over time due to its proximity to the city, its beautiful coastline and the 
exciting adventures in that area that are great for families. 
I understand that this issue is an ongoing problem. As the member noted, each year over the winter months, seagrass 
tends to accumulate in the harbour. It starts to decompose, which reduces the oxygen levels in the water and gives 
off a smell. As I have found with all these long-term problems, we have to undertake the studies and do the work 
to find a solution. The member highlighted that a lot of work has been undertaken by the Department of Transport, 
which has been working with the local shire and also the community. I understand that the member is involved in 
one of these groups to help inform us of the shorter and longer term solutions to this problem. It is clear that the 
longer term strategy to address the water problem will require substantial breakwater modification to better prevent 
the seagrass from flowing into the boat harbour. It is interesting to note that a lot of the work that we are doing 
along the coastline addresses bad design—I say bad design, but I suppose that everything is great in hindsight. 
Sometimes the design of marinas and harbours can have an adverse environmental impact. We have seen that happen 
with coastal erosion in Busselton and around the state where projects, which were well intended, actually created 
further problems later on. The problems with this harbour have shown us that we now need to modify the breakwater. 
As a result of the work undertaken by the Department of Transport, we have now completed a business case for 
which we are seeking funding. I expect that I will be approaching the commonwealth government very soon to see 
whether it will contribute, but we are very keen to secure funding as part of future budget processes to make those 
modifications. In the meantime, we have commenced the detailed planning, environmental and other approvals 
processes to make sure that should we get the funding, we well be able to go to market and construct that breakwater 
modification. We expect those environmental and other approvals to be provided in the second half of next year. 
From December last year to March this year, about 40 000 cubic metres of sand and seagrass was dredged from 
the boat harbour, restoring the depths and improving the water quality. We continue to monitor the water quality 
and/or are attempting to dredge where we can and also to trawl the seagrass wrack out of the harbour. In the short 
term, we will continue to monitor the situation and take action to improve the water quality as much as we can. We 
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have also developed a business case to seek funding. As I said, I will probably seek funding from the commonwealth 
as part of any future funding requests and put it forward in a future budget process. We are continuing to undertake 
the work to get the right approvals.  
As I said, there are enormous challenges up and down the coast. I can go to any town and see that long-term issues 
have not been addressed. Much of my focus in this term of government is to improve the maritime infrastructure 
around the state, address coastal erosion issues and to really get better engagement of regional communities with the 
ocean. These beautiful towns should have the best quality infrastructure to maximise future tourism opportunities. 
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