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SERPENTINE DAM AND MUNDARING WEIR CATCHMENTS, LOGGING 
Grievance 

MR TUBBY (Roleystone) [9.22 am]:  My grievance is on a matter of concern to my constituents and to those of 
the member for Swan Hills, who is the Minister for Family and Children’s Services and, therefore, cannot bring 
a grievance in the House.  My grievance concerns logging in the catchment areas of the Serpentine Dam, which 
is in my electorate, and Mundaring Weir, which is in the electorate of the member for Swan Hills.  A number of 
constituents have written to or visited both the member for Swan Hills and me expressing concern on some 
issues, which I wish to raise here, so that the Minister for Forest Products can respond and we can inform our 
constituents.   

There is a misconception among some people that the area to be logged is old-growth forest.  Some people 
believe that old growth is forest that has never been logged, while others consider that forests that were logged 
70 to 100 years ago are old growth.  In my view, these are probably regrowth forests.  I understand that the areas 
around the Serpentine Dam and the Mundaring Weir have been logged in past years, and in some areas they have 
been almost clear-felled.  I am not aware of any old-growth forest in either of the two catchment areas, but 
perhaps the minister could expand on that.   

A second misconception is that clear-felling for woodchips will take place.  This has been an issue in the karri 
forest, and it is very easy to create controversy among our constituents by mentioning the words clear-felling and 
woodchips.  My understanding is that clear-felling for woodchips will not take place, and I ask the minister to 
confirm that.  I would also like to know the varieties of timber to be logged - whether it is jarrah only, or wandoo 
as well - and the age of the timber to be removed.  People will be concerned, after seeing photographs in the 
Press of the third-grade logs in the south west forest, that maybe there are sufficient logs in the forest without the 
need to harvest any more.  If they will not be used for woodchips, for what will these logs be used?  Another 
concern, particularly in regard to the jarrah forest in my electorate, is dieback.  A group in Roleystone is 
inoculating trees in the area around the dams to inhibit the spread of dieback.  They are concerned that if logging 
trucks are allowed into these forest areas it will help spread the fungus - 

Mr Omodei:  Phytophthora cinnamomi.  
Mr TUBBY:  I will take the minister’s word on that one.  If the logging activity is going to spread the disease, 
are strategies required to deal with the problem, or should that activity be excluded altogether?  The Water 
Corporation is reluctant to allow private vehicles into water catchment areas for that reason.  Another concern, if 
vehicles are to be allowed into the catchments for logging operations, is weed infestation.  Weeds are a major 
problem on the periphery of forest and catchment areas, and if logging vehicles are to make inroads into those 
areas, will they spread weeds?  Another concern is erosion, with the run-off into dams in those areas, which may 
increase the turbidity of the water, and hence the silting of the dams.  The final issue is salinity, which is already 
a major problem in the wheatbelt resulting from complete land clearance for agricultural purposes many years 
ago, which has resulted in a rise in the watertable.  Will salinity be a problem in the catchment areas?  My 
understanding is that, because of the very high rainfall, even if the area were clear-felled, regrowth would be so 
vigorous that the watertable would be restored quickly to its normal level, and the layer of salt beneath the 
surface would not rise.  Is there any substantive research to demonstrate the effects of salinity resulting from 
logging in catchment areas?  Growing concerns exist on these issues, both in my electorate and in that of the 
member for Swan Hills, and I hope the minister can help allay those concerns.  

MR OMODEI (Warren-Blackwood - Minister for Forest Products) [9. 29 am]:  I thank the member for 
Roleystone for his grievance.  It is an issue of concern in the hills, in his electorate and that of the member for 
Swan Hills.  Conservation lobbyists have come from my electorate to cause disruption in those electorates.  Both 
of the areas mentioned, the Serpentine and Mundaring catchments, have been on the Department of Conservation 
and Land Management indicative logging plans for 2000-01.  

The harvesting planning is in no way different from that conducted previously, except with regard to the amount 
of public consultation that has taken place.  Since the regional forest agreement process, the amount of 
consultation undertaken about logging coupes has increased significantly.  The harvest is conducted in 
accordance with the Department of Conservation and Land Management’s manual of management guidelines for 
timber harvesting in Western Australia and the relevant silvicultural prescriptions, which are in the specific 
provisions relating to the protection of water quality.  Those provisions have been developed over a number of 
years in conjunction with the former Water Authority, which is now the Water Corporation, and the Water and 
Rivers Commission, which has also had the opportunity to provide input into planning for specific operations.  
The harvesting operations that have taken place over many years in all metropolitan catchments have 
demonstrated that they need have no negative effect on water quality when conducted in accordance with the 
provisions.   
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I understand that salinity and its association with harvesting has been raised in the local media.  Other issues 
raised include erosion, sedimentation and turbidity.  All the available research indicates that salinity results from 
permanent removal of deep-rooted perennial plants such as occurs in clearing for agriculture.  The relatively 
small-scale and temporary nature of timber harvesting operations, with strong regrowth or regeneration, is 
generally not of concern in the intermediate rainfall zone; that is, the 900 millimetre to 1 100 millimetre annual 
rainfall zone.  Where catchments are most sensitive, the silvicultural prescriptions are framed accordingly.   

The disturbance caused by harvesting is modest in comparison with bauxite mining operations, which have been 
conducted in metropolitan catchments - including in some instances in close proximity to reservoirs - for over 30 
years with no negative effects on water quality.  It should also be noted that harvesting within water catchments 
has the demonstrated benefit of providing more water for a number of years due to reductions in canopy 
interception and water usage caused by thinned forest.  Harvesting occurs in areas of jarrah and/or wandoo, 
neither of which is chipped for export paper production.   

The Lang block area shown on the indicative logging plan is state forest.  Most of the area depicted will be 
harvested, with the exception of various reserves provided for in the guidelines mentioned previously.  The 
harvesting is likely to include a mix of silvicultural treatments characterised largely by cutting of a selective 
nature rather than by clear-felling.  It is possible that some regeneration release - which is often depicted as 
clear-felling but which is very limited in extent - will take place.  Harvesting under identical circumstances has 
been undertaken in other areas of Lang block, also adjacent to the dam, over the past several years.  I understand 
that no water quality issues have been raised as a result.  Similarly, harvesting adjacent to South Dandalup Dam 
has occurred on a number of occasions over the past decade or so with no negative effects. 

The Wellbucket coupe is on freehold land owned by the Water and Rivers Commission.  Unlike Lang block, it is 
not intended that a great deal of the area depicted on the indicative logging plan will be harvested this year.  In 
fact, it is likely that only about 100 hectares will be involved.  An answer addressing that issue was provided in 
the Legislative Council.  Again, this operation is very similar to others that have been conducted in the area in 
recent years, with no negative consequence.   

Most of our dams have been only one-third full in recent years.  This year the rainfall has been excellent.  
Erosion occurs as a result of heavy rainfall on the Beard catchments of those dams and sedimentation occurs as a 
result.  Erosion has not resulted from selective logging of those areas.  The prescriptions are also very strict in 
respect of dieback in water catchment areas, and access to those areas is limited by the Water and Rivers 
Commission.  

The most applicable research into salinity in the Mundaring catchment was undertaken in the Wellbucket area.  
That research found no significant increase in ground water levels following selective timber harvesting and no 
increase in stream salinity.  Rather than being a salinity concern, the research concluded that timber harvesting in 
this area had the potential to increase the amount of freshwater flowing into Mundaring Weir.  As a result, 
selective logging has been undertaken.  That research was done by Stokes and Batini in 1985.  Further research 
was undertaken near Bridgetown by Bari and Boyd in 1993, and significant other research has been undertaken 
by Borg, Stoneman and Ward in 1988; by Robinson, Davies, Hall and Mari in 1997; by Ruprecht, Schofield, 
Crombie, Vertessy and Stoneman in 1991; by Schofield, Stoneman and Loh in 1989; by Stokes and Batini in 
1985; and by Stoneman and Schofield in 1989.  Extensive research has been done on the effect of logging in 
river catchments, and those who have concerns should read that research.  
 


