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CAPE LE GRAND NATIONAL PARK — ECOTOURISM ENTERPRISE 

Grievance 
DR G.G. JACOBS (Eyre) [9.29 am]: I thank the minister for taking this grievance. He obviously has a very 
busy day. Our thoughts of course are with those people in the south west who have been subject to those very 
severe fires in the last 24 hours or so.  

My grievance is about a very exciting ecotourism enterprise project operation in a compatible site within 
Cape Le Grand National Park. I am very supportive of this proposal. It is a park that is 50 kilometres east of 
Esperance—about a three-quarters of an hour drive. A concept that has been outlined for some years is to 
establish family and budget cabins, luxury chalets, reception, gallery, shop, cafe, conference room, caravan park 
and camping ground, on-site manager’s residence and playground in the park. The nature of the site and profile 
of visitors of the park lend themselves very much to an eco-focused development in harmony with our beautiful 
environment of Esperance. The Department of Industry and Resources found that 46 per cent of Australians were 
interested in staying in a secluded luxurious resort in a natural environment. There are currently 100 000 
interstate visitors to Esperance each year, and this suggests a potential market for this ecotourism enterprise of at 
least 46 000 visitors annually from those people who would already be visiting Esperance. 

The process of this development was put forward by Starfish Business Solutions, Gresley Abas Architects, 
Indigenous Business Australia and also a very significant private Indigenous interest. This project would 
obviously benefit from the employment of Aboriginal people who would manage part of this ecotourism project. 
The process was that a compatible operations notice for a proposed commercial tourism operation at 
Cape Le Grand National Park was applied for. I refer to a letter of 13 December 2010 from the director of parks 
and visitor services, Mr Peter Sharp. The proposed commercial tourism activity and proposed commercial 
accommodation developments went to public comment as part of a process of establishing a compatible 
operations notice. All these were taken on board, and on 25 August 2010 the Minister for Environment approved 
commercial tourism activities and commercial accommodation departments in the Cape Le Grand National Park 
as being compatible with the purpose for which the national park is managed, pursuant to section 33A of the 
Conservation and Land Management Act 1984.  

That is all good, although I contend that this site within the park is not the best site. In October 2009, the 
Minister for Environment and the Minister for Tourism jointly announced the very good Naturebank program to 
identify and prepare suitable sites within parks that could be developed to provide high-quality ecotourism 
accommodation. The department’s preliminary site evaluations suggest that the preferred site to conduct further 
assessment is at New Island Bay. The Department of Environment and Conservation and Tourism Western 
Australia will now proceed to evaluate this site to establish whether such facilities can be considered at this site. 

The Lucky Bay site is internationally renowned. All the international promotion and recognition has been done 
on Lucky Bay. There is already a caravan park of 40 sites in the Lucky Bay area. The proposed site for this 
project is in and around and between the caravan park and the headland facing within a protected bay facing 
south east. Many things suggest that Lucky Bay is the best site. It already has road and power access; it has been 
developed already. Additionally, significant work needs to be done on the existing caravan park. That location 
makes a lot of sense. However, New Island Bay has been chosen and suggested by the Department of 
Environment and Conservation. Why? New Island Bay is totally inaccessible at this stage. Development of all 
power, roads and all other facilities into an area of New Island Bay would be needed. The bay itself is west of 
Lucky Bay and faces directly into the Southern Ocean. It is an exposed area and is not, I believe, the preferred 
site for international, interstate and family visitors. 

I do not know how this site was chosen. If we were looking for a tourism experience similar to Kangaroo Island, 
which has very high yield, high international tourism, and a high tariff of $900 upwards, then, yes, New Island 
Bay would be the choice—like Kangaroo Island in South Australia—but we are not looking for this in this 
concept. What we are interested in in Esperance is providing a whole range of accommodation facilities within 
the pristine environment. There is already a caravan park, as I have suggested. It needs upgrade and 
development. The Lucky Bay ecotourism development study shows rental accommodation units have been sited 
to the south east of the bay to achieve a level of seclusion and separation from the rest of the development, 
minimising the impact on the day-to-day seclusion and separation. Units are arranged either side of an existing 
walkway. I suggest that the minister reassess the site in the Cape Le Grand National Park for this great 
ecotourism project. 

MR W.R. MARMION (Nedlands — Minister for Environment) [9.36 am]: I thank the member for Eyre for 
giving me some notice of his grievance this morning. He has spoken to me about it on previous occasions. I have 
been listening to the member speak. He is obviously a local and knows the area well. His contention is that New 
Island Bay is not the preferred site. I think it is reasonable for me to perhaps have another look at that, because 
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the notes I have received from the department indicate that the site that the Department of Environment and 
Conservation has chosen is the result of lots of consultation with the community, and the community are 
supportive of this location. If that is the case, certainly it is worth me having a look at how it was assessed. 

I know the member is supportive of the Naturebank program. Indeed, Cape Le Grand National Park is one of the 
national parks that I have not been to, but I have heard so many terrific reports about it. 

Dr G.G. Jacobs: I must take you down there some time. It is iconic. 

Mr W.R. MARMION: I understand it is sensational. I know lots of people who have been there.  

The government is committed to this Naturebank program. Some areas around the state have been looked at for 
the possibility of private sector involvement in these very iconic developments that appeal to certain members of 
the community. Cape Le Grand National Park is one of these. Indeed, royalties for regions funds are available to 
support this, as the member said, in a joint venture between the Department of Environment and Conservation 
and Tourism WA. I have been told that Cape Le Grand National Park was nominated as part of the Naturebank 
project.  

In relation to the points that have been raised, I advise that the Lucky Bay site was not overlooked, discounted or 
ignored on the assessment of sites suitable for their Naturebank project. New Island Bay was assessed, along 
with three other sites in Cape Le Grand National Park, which included Lucky Bay, and New Island Bay was 
deemed to be the most suitable for a Naturebank development. From what the member has said, it is probably 
worthwhile for me to find out on what basis, and I can do that. Lucky Bay includes 24 caravan bays, 15 tent 
sites, ablutions, toilets, a camp kitchen, seasonal ranger accommodation, beach access for vehicles and 
pedestrians and two small day-use areas. Therefore, it is quite a good facility, obviously. 

Dr G.G. Jacobs: This wouldn’t push that out of the way. 

Mr W.R. MARMION: I understand that.  

In the 2011–12 financial year, the Department of Environment and Conservation commenced planning to 
determine the most suitable visitor facilities for day-use and camping at Lucky Bay as part of a broader master 
plan for the whole national park. Landscape architects began a site and visitor analysis, which led to the 
development of a preferred concept plan, including estimated development costs. This will inform funding 
decisions for upgrading infrastructure. We have a plan to upgrade facilities at Lucky Bay. The member 
mentioned that there is a need to upgrade facilities and a plan is being undertaken at the moment. 

The Naturebank program is designed not to replace existing accommodation or camping facilities but to offer a 
different experience. Is the member suggesting that people could get both at Lucky Bay, with the Lucky Bay 
caravan park and a separate eco-village nearby? 

Dr G.G. Jacobs: Yes, between where the caravan park is now and the headland. Basically, the area within there 
could accommodate both the luxury chalets and the family chalets. 

Mr W.R. MARMION: Would there be a gap between the two or would they be joined? 

Dr G.G. Jacobs: Pretty much joined. 

Mr W.R. MARMION: Obviously, whether that is what people want is something to consider as well. 

The notes I have before me state that a pre-feasibility study conducted by a consultant recommended that a 
Naturebank development offering a different experience to guests would be feasible at New Island Bay and 
recommended further assessment of the site. That assessment is underway at the moment. 

Public consultation via a planning process to determine the compatibility of an eco-tourism development in Cape 
Le Grand National Park was undertaken, as the member said, in December 2009. My notes state that many of the 
44 responses to that consultation process expressed strong support for the facilities at Lucky Bay to remain under 
DEC management. Therefore, there is no issue about the Lucky Bay DEC caravan park at the moment. I 
understand that is the member’s position as well.  

Dr G.G. Jacobs: Yes. I’d just like to say that of the 44 submissions and 46 issues that were examined, 21 of 
those fell outside the compatibility process as not relevant.  

Mr W.R. MARMION: I understand that the Shire of Esperance is very supportive of the eco-tourism project. 
The shire and others made submissions to the consultation process, and on 13 September 2010 they were advised 
of the decision to progress the assessment of the New Island Bay site. I am also advised that DEC staff consulted 
directly with the Esperance Nyoongah native title working group and the Esperance Regional Tourism 
Association about the proposal at New Island Bay, as well as presenting at the Esperance Chamber of Commerce 
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and Industry’s annual conference in March this year. There is a strong commitment; there is an additional 
$4.8 million in DEC’s budget under royalties for regions for a number of parks. Money is available.  

What I can undertake to do, though, member, is ensure that I am confident about the consultation process put in 
place—before I became the minister—to look at the four options that I have been advised were looked at. I will 
look at what the selection criteria were, what points system they rated and why New Island Bay was preferred 
over Lucky Bay. I undertake to have another look at that. Given that we are at the pre-feasibility stage, it is not a 
problem. Member, I am very happy to have another look at that. 
 


