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Abstract

Significant ecological restoration is required in the agricultural regions of south-
western Australia. Environmental history, including local knowledge based on long-
term observation of the biophysical environment, can help guidc this process.
Scientists already use local anecdotal information because other information sources
are absent or too recent, yet they are often skeptical of its veracity. This study focused
on whether environmental oral histories can be evaluated for factual accuracy and their

capacity to be useful in the restoration process.

Some of the complexities associated with linking environmental histories with
restoration ecology, and the role played by oral histories in establishing the link were

reviewed. Three analytical tools were then established:

1. A set of five ecosystem attributes against which the relevancy and

comprehensiveness of the oral histories could be assessed.

2. A classification of uses of historical information in the restoration process for
assessing the capacity of the interviews to provide information that helps determine
restoration potential, understand processes of change and assist restoration

planning.

3. A triangulation process for corroborating recollections across interviews, and
through the use of external data sources, in order to examine the consistency and

veracity of the recollections.

These analytical tools were applied in a case study set in the degraded headwaters of
the upper Tone River, south-western Australia. Purposeful sampling was used to

select seven interviewees with information-rich recollections of the biophysical
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condition of the river commencing prior to extensive clearing in the catchment in the
late 1940s. The interview method employed broad, open questions about the
ecosystem attributes to avoid pre-determining the content of the interview, and to give
participants the freedom to recall what was significant about the river to them. To

avoid compromising the triangulation exercises, memory aids were not used.

The deliberate non-use of specific and probing questions in the interviews probably
reduced the amount and type of detailed information collected, and the capacity to
determine its factual accuracy. Amending the interview method would address this
issue. Nevertheless, information was collected that was relevant and potentially useful
to river restoration, principally in relation to setting goals of importance to local

people.

Cross-interview analysis corroborated almost 50% of selected recollections across the
interviews. An exercise using the results of the cross-interview analysis and identified
information sources, found that most of the statements could be corroborated, and
therefore increased in evidentiary value. In another independent test of the oral
histories, statements were taken from transcripts and given to scientists trained in
aspects of restoration ecology. They determined that nearly two-thirds of all

statements were capable of being checked for factual accuracy.

This study has demonstrated that when oral histories are collected for a particular
purpose, there are techniques that can be used to extract and evaluate relevant
information. By using a diversity of techniques to assess the veracity of the
recollections with significant success, it has also been shown that recollections can be

a valuable source of factual information,
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CHAPTER ONE

1. INTRODUCTION

The use of oral histories and other anecdotal information is generally outside the norms
of practice in environmental science, but may occur in the absence of any other
information source. This limited use may reflect the lack of relevant training in
collecting and analysing such data, but it is likely that it also reflects concerns about
the veracity of anecdotal information. This is despite the fact that oral testimony is
readily accepted in other fields. It is, for example, used as evidence in courts of law

and in medical diagnosis.

At the heart of this distrust lies the dominance within environmental science of
positivist' assumptions that the scientific method is the only source of ‘legitimate’
knowledge. Roberts and Sainty (1997:3) state “For scientists, a major drawback with
anecdotal information is that it is typically not collected or stored in a structured way
that eonforms to normal scientific goals of hypothesis testing.” A formative challenge
‘to this narrow conception of knowledge is presented in Chapter Five. For now it is
enough to argue that oral histories acquire particular value when based on long-term
observation, which may extend well beyond the average period of a scientific
investigation in relation to a specific area. For example, information in the oral
histories collected as a part of this study provides a continuum of observation dating
back to the 1920s. This predates and is continuous with the major environmental
changes occurring in the focus area — an area that has attracted relatively little interest

from environmental scientists to date.



diversity and stability were maximised” (Jackson et al 1995:72). According to Pickett
and Parker (1994:75-6}, modern ecological theory assumes that systems:
can (1) be open, (2) be regulated by processes arising outside their boundaries, (3)
exhibit multiple equilibria or end points, (4) have multiple and probabilistic

successions, (5) be subject to natural disturbance, and (6) incorporate humans and
their effects.

“Taken together, these assumptions suggest that the natural world will always be in

1

flux from some perspective” so there is no one reference state or system that can
inform restoration (Pickett and Parker 1994:75-6). This is not just because of the
extent of human intervention. “A variety of pathways of change and myriad
compositions of natural ecosystems” are inherent in the natural world, so to assume
there is “only one ecologically legitimate or ideal system for a site is a trap” {Pickett
and Parker 1994:75). The flux of nature model also means “restoration should be seen
as intervention into an ongoing process rather than as a lasting patch or repair.”
(Pickett and Parker 1994:75) This process, as Pickett and Parker (1994:75) describe it,
takes place in an open, dynamic system where there is no predetermined or fixed
condition or end point. Instead, any one system could exhibit a variety of reference
states contingent on its context - factors such as its unique history, “special spatial
setting” (e.g. the nature of edges and the size, distribution and isolation of the site
(White and Walker 1997:341), and eumrent, external influences provided by the
surrounding landscape. The consequence of this approach, according to Pickett and
Parker (1994:76), is that restorationists have a variety of reference states to choose

from:

Contingency establishes a whole range of systems, not just one “climax” or
predisturbance state. Of course there are many ecological and societal reasons to
choose certain reference states, including aesthetics, commodity production,
ecosystem services, and species protection, among others. But the point is that
restoration ecologists must choose, and nature provides a range of ecologically
valid system states.



The “flux of nature” view has clearly influenced perceptions of the restoration process
and the role of historic, indigerous ecosystems. An carly definition of restoration
adopted by the Society of Ecological Restoration is:

the intentional alteration of a site to establish a defined indigenous, historic

ecosystem. The goal of this process is to emulate the structure, functioning,
diversity, and dynamics of the specified ecosystem (Aronson et al 1993a:8).

In the Society’s more recent definition of restoration, reference to establishing an
historic ecosystem has been replaced with a more dynamic view. The issue has
become the restoration of ecosystem processes, including persistence of species
through natural recruitment and survival, functioning food webs, and abiotic processes
that shape the community such as periodic floods and fires (Jackson et al 1995:72).
Aronson et al (1995:2) claim to have already embraced the move away from a balance
of nature approach by speaking of “’alternative steady states’ drawn from the historical
context of the pre-existing, indigenous ecosystem”, and more recently by thinking “in
terms of many equally possible ecosystern trajectories and of guiding or piloting the

ecosystem under study in one direction or another.”

Aronson and Le Floc’h (1996a:327) argue that an historical perspective of the
ecosystems and landscapes under study is still needed to indicate ecological
transformations “that have gone into the making of the contemporary landscapes in
which we now set ourselves to work as restorationists.” The historical background
enables ecologists to ascertain whether any ‘thresholds of irreversibility’® have been
crossed in the history of the ecosystems concemed (Aronson and Le Floc’h

1996a:330). Similarly, in the context of restoration works on farmland, where

* The concept of “thresholds of irreversibility” refers to the presence of system thresholds that prevent
the restoration of the former condition without management intervention to remove the changes that led
to the threshold being crossed. Such thresholds may be crossed in a highly degraded system, such as
where sedimentation or salinisation have “drastically modified surface and sub-soils”. (Aronson and
Le’Floch 1993:11).
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hydrological, nutrient and energy cycles have been modified, Fry and Main (1993:226)
state that an understanding of this historical background to the environmental impacts
of farming is the key to solving current problems. A number of scientists share Clark’s
(1990:1) view that “managing ccosystems without any knowledge of their history may
well invite future disaster,” For example, Davis and Finlayson (1999:199) argue that
“knowledge of the stream’s pre-disturbance form and some understanding of the causal
factors driving stream degradation” are essential, and “attempting stream rehabilitation
without gathering the relevant historical information may ultimately lead to the failure
of the project. Hobbs and Norton (1996:96) also point out that restoration efforts will

be undermined unless the processes causing the degradation are identified and tackled.

While advocating the flux of nature model, Jackson et al (1995:72) observe that
because the model suggests that disturbance is normal, “some might argue that
restoration is never required.” This issue poses another challenge: to see humans more
as part of nature and their activity as yet another source of disturbance. However, it
has been argued that there are limits to the capacity of nature to achieve a sustainable
relationship with culture:

Human activity can disrupt the flux of nature itself ... - the potential for continued

evolution of species, the persistence of species, and the complexity and flexibility of
their interactions (Tackson et al 1995:72).

A challenge of restoration under the flux of nature model therefore becomes restoring
sustainable relationships between nature and culture. On this point, historical human
use is seen as having a role. Jackson et al (1995:72) propose that:

“Where traditional human use, such as grazing, burning, agriculture and
silviculture have shaped an ecosystem over hundreds or thousands of years ... the
process of ecological restoration will include restoration of these human activities,
either oy encouraging traditional cultures to continue their land use practices, or,
if they have been extirpated, by attempting to mimic their impacts on the
landscape.”



The problem with this approach is that it relies on a “balance-of-culture” model.
Culture is not static either, as Hallam (1979:104) has shown in relation to Aboriginal
use of fire in south-western Australia, Moreover, traditional human use, such as
hunting practices, may be unsustainable in an ecosystem that has been drastically
altered in recent times. What it does suggest is that modern human use represents a

threshold of disturbance that is unsustainable.

Because restoration is about the degraded present relative to the past, the two are
necessarily linked. The use of “natural” or “historic™ as a comparative tool — a
reference state, or model, is apparent even among those who advocate a flux of nature
approach. For example, Hobbs and Norton (1996:100-101) argue “the use of the term
natural imposes a static perspective on restoration”, yet they also observe “complete
restoration of the natural system is probably an unachievable goal ... but we need to
decide how close we should get”, and “ecosystem restoration seeks to return some
aspects of the natural ecosystem to treated areas.” A consequence of the flux of nature
paradigm is that there is no single, ideal, natural condition to be found in the past.
However, historical (or contemporary) reference information on the natural condition

continues to serve as a guide in the restoration process.

Environmental history and the restoration process

In this section I focus on the role played by environmental history in the various
components of the restoration process. Later, these views are synthesised with the
other matenial presented in the chapter, in a classification system for analysing the oral

histories collected in this study.



It is apparent from the previous discussion that the restoration process can usefully
draw on historical information, but this contribution is not explicit in the ‘key

processes in restoration’ identified by Hobbs and Norton (Box 1).

Box 1
Key Processes in Restoration

|. Identify processes leading to degradation or decline.
Develop methods to reverse or ameliorate the degradation or decline.

3. Determine realistic goals for reestablishing species and functioning ecosystems,
recognizing both the ecological limitations on restoration and the socioeconomic and
cultural barriers to its implementation.

4. Develop easily observable measures of success.

5. Develop practical techniques for implementing these restoration goals at a scale
commensurate with the problem,

6. Document and communicate these techniques for broader inclusion in land-use planning
and management strategies,

7. Monitor key system variables, assess progress of restoration relative to the agreed-upon
goals, and adjust procedures if necessary.

Source: Hobbs and Norton (1996:95)

The role of environmental history can be made clear by reconciling this list of key
processes with the views of other restoration ecologists. This exercise brings together
a diverse range of restoration experience. Hobbs has a botanical background and a
focus on fragmented landscapes set in the WA wheatbelt. Other ecologists, whose
views are outlined in this chapter, have worked in quite different settings. For
example, Larsen draws on experience in river restoration in Germany, while Kershner
discusses the application of watershed analysis in the North American experience of
river restoration; and Aronson and Le Floch, referred to earlier, have written about

restoration and rehabilitation in arid and semi arid areas in developing countries.

The historical component of the restoration process highlighted by Larsen (1996:130)
which is not evident in the list of ‘key processes’ identified by Hobbs and Norton, is
the establishment of a “model image”. A model image is defined as “a description of

the river as it would have appeared, had it not been subject to human activities”.




Although normally unachievable through restoration, for reasons such as irreversible
changes in abiotic and biotic factors, the model image “serves as a benchmark ... a
description of an idealistic goal that helps to guide the planner” (Larsen 1996:130).
The use of historical maps, aerial photographs, including infrared images, and
contemporary reference sites are some of the sources of information required to
establish the model image. Larsen (1996:131) begins the list of steps in the planning

and execution of river restoration with the establishment of the model image.

In a watershed context, Kershner (1997) describes a template for decision-making
about goals and objectives in restoration projects, The focus underpinning the
sequence of steps outlined is identification of human-caused disturbances that might be
responsible for the degraded resource, especially those compromising key processes
and functions. A description of reference conditions is included as a key step in
understanding and developing restoration priorities in riparian and aquatic restoration
projects:

Identifying reference conditions is one of the most important parts of the analysis

for the restoration practitioner. Reference conditions describe the history of the

landscape and help us to understand what the resource conditions were in the past
and what changes may have occurred and why (Kershner 1997:18).

While noting that a system’s attainment of reference conditions may be limited by
current environmental factors, reference conditions are said to “play a large role in
determining the range of possibilities for desired future conditions" (Kershner
1997:18). Historical surveys, old aerial photos and contemporary reference sites are

listed as sources of reference information.,

Kershner (1997:17,19) also describes how historical information is used to trace the
development of current conditions. For example, analysis of the current condition of

cutthroat trout habitat in Utah found that high-quality habitat “appeared to be in short
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supply as a result of disturbance related to past logging. Historical records from the
early part of this century showed that a large part of the upper watershed had been
extensively logged ... during which much of the stream complexity (c.g., logs, large
boulders) was removed to factlitate log drivers down the stream. Trees were removed
from the riparian zone", and so on. Kershner (1997:21) observes that
Probably the most interesting finding from the project was the relationship
benween current in-channel conditions and events that happened over half a
century ago. By understanding the relationships between past riparian logging
practices and current volumes of coarse, woody debris in the channel, we were
able to design restoration prescriptions that (1) provided short-term debris inputs
and (2) recognized the long-term contribution of debris from riparian stands. We

also recognized the magnitude of the restoration necessary to restore cutthroat
trout habitat.

Similarly, following an historical study of degraded streams in eastem Australia, Davis
(1998:4) argues that by understanding the historical conditions of the stream and the
processes that have led to their current degraded state, it is possible to devise

rehabilitation actions that will prevent the degrading processes from reoccurring.

Another aspect to defining the role of environmental history in the restoration process
is the type of historical information required. This includes consideration of whether
information requirements are focused on ecosystem functions and ecological processes

or components, such as species.

Historical information requirements of the restoration process

Hobbs and Norton (1996:100) identify six ecosystem attributes: spectes composition
and abundance, structure, pattern, heterogeneity, function, dynamics and resilience,
and argue that questions about which attributes to restore “will in large part be
determined by the objectives set for the restoration.” For example, a focus on
restoration of productive capability of degraded land will have different needs to the

restoration of nature conservation values. Pickett and Parker (1994:77) describe
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modern science, including restoration, as “essentially an ongoing dialogue between a
mode! of the world and the way the world actually works.” Restoration stands out,
they argue, because its “goal is to provide a working ccological system. In essence,
the system that a restorationist installs is a model or theory of how such a system
works, contingent on the locale and relevant ecological history” (Pickett and Parker

1994:77).

Consistent with the notion of a working ecological system is an ecosystem view or
perspective. In relation to the Kissimmee River restoration project, Dahm et al
(1995:225) argue that this approach “considers both the abiotic and biotic components
and looks for key linkages and processes occurring among the physical, chemical, and
biological elements of the overall system.” The outcome of this thinking is what
Koebel (1995:157) describes as a new trend in restoration:

Past trends in restoration evaluation have often focused on single-species
responses to restoration efforts. These studies, while providing an understanding
of certain life-history requirements of individual species, rarely add to our
understanding of ecosystem processes and the complex web of biotic and abiotic
interactions that shape and maintain biological communities.

This position is in agreement with definitions of “ecosystem™ and the concept of a
holistic approach to restoration:

The objective is to emulate a natural, self-regulating system that is integrated with
the ecological landscape in which it occurs (National Research Council 1992:18).

Similarly, Aronson et al (1993a:9) argue that restoration and rehabilitation adopt

the indigenous ecosystem’s structure and functioning as the principal models to be
Jollowed, insofar as they can be determined or guessed. That is, they both aim at
recreating autonomous or self-sustaining ecosystems, which are characterized by
biotic change or succession in plant and animal communities, and the ability to
repair themselves following natural or moderate human perturbations.

4 “Ecosystem: a functional unit of energy transfer and nutrient cycling in a given place such as an
estuary, a forest of a lake. It includes all the relationships within the biotic community, and between the
biotic components of the system.” (Recher etal 1986:416).
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Moreover, restoration and rehabilitation must also scek to establish former paths of
energy flow and biogeochemical cycling (Aronson ct al 1993a:9), This emphasis on
restoring ecosystem structurc and function is reflected in the sclection by Aronson et al
(1993a; 1993b) of twenty-three “vital ecosystem attributes™ {VEA), defined as “those
characteristics or attributes that are correlated with and can serve as indicators of
ecosystem structure and function™. The choice of structure and function, as the priority
ecosystem attributes on which restoration activities should focus, is also demonstrated
by the goals, objectives and success criteria adopted in the Kissimmee River

restoration project, discussed in more detail later.

It is worthwhile considering whether this approach to restoration ecology is consistent
with the principles of ecosystem management, since these principles will subsequently
be applied to restored ecosystems. According to the Ecological Society of America
(1996:668), ecosystem management is “based on our best understanding of the

ecological interactions and processes’

necessary to sustain ecosystem structure and
function”. The primary focus of ecosystem management is described as the
“sustainability of ecosystem structures and processes necessary to deliver goods and
services”, with the ecosystem processes said to include hydrologic flux and storagr ,
biological productivity, biogeochemical cycling and storage, decomposition, and
maintezance of biological diversity (Ecological Society of America 1996:667-8).

Confusion of terms aside, there appears to be a consistent approach between the fields

of restoration ecology and ecosystem management on this issue.

5 Armstrong (1993:210) presents a “strict definition™ of ecosystem functions and processcs: “ecosystem
functions can be defined to include nutrient cycling, hydrological cycles, soil development and primary
and secondary production, while ecosystem processes consist of pollination, predation, competition,
patterns of resource acquisition/utilization and regeneration.” However, he notes that ecosystem
function and processes are used interchangeably in the literature,
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The other approach that could be taken involves restoration of components, such as a
single ecosystem function or a specific species (Armstrong 1993:210). The restoration
focus on the cutthroat trout, discussed earlier, is one example. Flagship species are
another example of a component-based approach. Nickoll and Horwitz (in press)
discuss the importance of flagship species, which are charismatic and require
conservation, to foster local community involvement in restoration, bencfit other
species through their conservation and serve as an endpoint for restoration
programmes. An argument for taking this approach, rather than a holistic, systems
approach is that restoration of components is easier. An ascending hierarchy of
restoration complexity extends from components, to structure, processes and functions.
Functions are the most complex because they involve interactions between ecosystem

components,

A recent development in a species-based approach is that advocated by Lambeck
(1997). Lambeck (1997:850) notes the debate in the ecological literature about
whether nature conservation planning is best served by meeting the requirements of
particular species (e.g. rare or vulnerable species) or “analysis of landscape pattﬁ:rn6
and process”. Critics of the single species-based approach have concerns that they do
not provide ‘whole-landscape solutions’. However, Lambeck (1997:855) contends that
questions about the pattern and ecological processes required in a fragmented
landscape to achieve nature conservation objectives “cannot be answered without
reference to the needs of the species in that landscape. Therefore we cannot ignore the
requirements of species if we wish to define the characteristics of a landscape that will

ensure their retention,” He advocates a multi-species approach using a suite of species,

§ Pattern refers to spatial attributes at the landscape level, such as habitat arca or connectivity (Lambeck
" 1997:852).
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described as “‘focal spccics"?, sclected on the basis that their individual “requirecments
for persistence define the attributes that must be present if that landscape is to meet the

requirements of the species that occur there” Lambeck (1997:851).

Oral histories about the biophysical environment prior to and following anthropogenic
change need to contain information that is relevant to the restoration process. The
preceding discussion has shown that there is no single, correct approach by which
relevant information can be defined — there are arguments for both holistic and

component-based approaches to restoration.

In the following section, river restoration literature is reviewed as the final stage in
developing a conceptual framework for the analysis of oral histories collected in this
study. Where possible [ have incorporated the issues discussed in the previous two

sections to assist with this process.

River restoration and the use of historical information

The river restoration literature contains practical examples of the use of historical
information in the river restoration process. One outstanding international example is
the Florida-based Kissimmee River restoration project, described below. However, the
extent to which this project can inform this study’s focus on a south-western Australian

river is shown to be limited.

Kissimmee River case study

The Kissimmee River restoration project involves 70 km of river channel and an area
of 104 km® including floodplain. The river was channelised between 1962 and 1971
resulting in two-thirds of the historic floodplain being drained and a meandering 166

km long river being transformed into a 90 km-long canal. Public pressure to restore

7 Focal species - a subset of the total pool of species in the landscape (Lambeck 1997:850).
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the riverine system started before channelisation was complete and has been a
persistent driving force in the development and implementation of a restoration plan.
Summaries of the type of historical information being used to inform the Kissimmee

River restoration process are set out below.

Goal setting: The goal of the restoration process is to restore the ecological integrity
of the Kissimmee River and floodplain (Koebel 1995:155). More specifically, Dahm
et al (1995:225) describe the goal as “reestablishment of pre-channelization hydrologic
attributes and associated physical, chemical, and biological characteristics. Both the
structure and function of the river and floodplain are to be re-created.” Historical
information is significant to the achievement of this goal, with *“reestablishing historic
hydrologic conditions, restoring the historic biological diversity and functionality,
recreating the historical river/floodplain connectivity and mosaic of wetland plant
communities”, listed as the means by which the goal will be achieved (EPA 1997).
Similarly, Dahm et al (1995:225) emphasise the importance of the historical
perspective to this project:
When considering the outcome of restoration efforts, it is instructive to consider
ne: merely the pre-channelization “historical” condition of the Kissimmee River
and its floodplain but conditions prior to European setilement. As much as
possible, the restored system shouid encompass those attributes of presettlement

conditions that would contribute significantly to recovery of ecosystem function
and plant and animal communities.

Objectives: Reestablishment of historic river channel and floodplain habitat structure

and function® is considered a “critical element of the ongoing effort to achieve the goal

8 Principal attributes of habitat structure of the Kissimmee wetland are (Toth et al 1995:160): Biotic:
vegetation characteristics, including species composition, density, and physical characteristics
(physiognomy). Abiatic; substrate (e.g. sediment) or soil type, water depth and flow characteristics, and
topography.
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of restored ecological integrity of the river, and wiil serve as a key indicator of suecess
for the Kissimmee River restoration project” (Toth et al 1995:160,173). Accordingly,
historic and post-channelization habitat structure was determined to identify habitat
divisions and as a basis for designing restoration evaluation studies (Toth et al
1995:161). Sources of historical information includcd pre-channelization aerial

photographs, daily flow records, and clearing and snagging data.

Of the main factors and processes affecting habitat structure and requiring re-
establishment, assessment of historical data revealed hydrology was the “principal
determinant of the structure and dynamics of wetland plant communities” in the pre-
channelized Kissimmee River ecosystem (Toth et al 1995:165.172). However, other
factors such as substrates, fire, nutrient availability, grazing and other disturbances

(Toth et al 1995:165,172).

Identifying and tackling degrading processes: The speed with which degradation was
observed to occur following the commencement of channelization, was reflected in
moves to restore the river system even before the canal was complete. The ready
availability of information about the pre-channelized condition of the river provided
valuable reference conditions for the identification of degrading processes, and for
determining the success of a major demonstration project designed to assess the

feasibility of particular restoration activities.

Success measures: Historical information will also play a significant role in the

evaluation programme designed to determine restoration success. The use of pre-

The complexity, heterogeneity, and scale of habitat structure confer habitat funetionality (McCoy and
Bell (1991), in Toth et al (1995)). Habitat functionality includes the provision and use of habitats by
biota for growth, feeding, reproduction, and rearing of young, as well as the roles of various habitats in
ecosystem processes such as biogeochemical cycling and the dynamics of energy flow.” (Toth ct al
1995:160). Habitat functionality also “reflects the physical, chemical, and biological components of
~ ecosystems.” (Toth et al 1995:160),



26

channelization data is identified as one of three ways of establishing reference
conditions in order to *“define realistic expectations for rcstoration”. The data will
include the physical, chemical and biclogical factors “that most likely contributed to
the establishment, interaction, and persistence of the biclogical communities prior to
channelization.” (Koebel 1995:158). Many of the factors (or biotic and abiotic
conditions and interactions) considered relevant to the restoration project, including the
evaluation programme, are outline in Table 2.1. Analysis of the historic, pre-

channelization condition and interactions was undertaken in relation to these factors.

Table 2.1: Analysis ol the Kissimmee River's historical condition

Biological factors Physical and chemical factors
(biotic) (abiotic)

Taxonomic - vegetation, invertebrate, fish, Hydrology - including stage height (e.g.
waterbirds overbank - floodplain flow), depth and flow
Habitat - river and floodplain characteristics (e.g. inundation frequency)
Functional - river-floodplain, predator-prey, Channel geomorphology — river form and
food web, competitive interactions pattern
Structural - vegetation, invertebrate, fish, Water chemistry — iqcludmg temperature,
waterbird communities dissolved oxygen, dissolved organic carbon, pH,
Conceptual components - the structure of the turbidity ) ]
pre-channelized biological community and Nutrient availability - particulate organic matter
the attributes of structure and function that (detntus)
will best elicit restoration responses by all River substrate and floodplain soil
biological communities Fire, grazing and other disturbances

Source: Koebel (1995), Dahm et al (1995:227), Toth et al (1995).

Monitoring and assessing restoration success: To measure restoration success,
baseline conditions, defined as the current state of the biclogical communities, will be
compared with “realistic expectations (reference conditions) for restoration, as well as
actual conditions resulting from restoration.” (Koebel 1995:158). That is, historic (and
contemporary) reference conditions will be used to help determine restoration

progress.
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River restoration in south-western Australian

The restoration approach for rivers in south-western Western Australia contrasts
markedly with the Kissimmee River restoration project. The Kissimmee project
emphasises restoration of the historic hydrological condition of the river. In south-
western Australia historic hydrological data (e.g. flood levels) is arguably much less
relevant. Loss of original catchment condition associated with many river systems,
such as the Upper Tone River, is now entrenched and widespread and rules out a return
to the historic hydrological regime. Stream restoration measures are generally
designed to take this new flow regime into account. The Water and Rivers
Commission (WRC), the principal government body dealing with river restoration in
Western Australia, argues that restoration activities along a stream “should conform to,
and be reinforced by, the natural geomorphological processes at work in the reach”
(WRC 1998b:17). This approach comes with the caution that “our catchments are in a
state of flux, with changing land use, a significant declining rainfall trend and rising
ground waters. All of these factors mean that the changing runoff rates of our
catchments make determining natural stream form problematic in many areas” (WRC

1998b:19).

In light of this state of flux, stream restoration projects undertaken by the WRC adopt
the Newbury method (Newbury and Gaboury 1993), which aims to restore the natural
form suited to the reach in question. Ten steps are involved, including catchment
analysis to delineate the catchment area; graphing stream profiles to identify changes
in stream character; analysing flood flow information; and surveying channel

geometry. Unlike the emphasis on restoring the historic hydrologic regime in the
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Kissimmee River project, the Newbury method as applied in Western Australia’,
enables the river restoration process to accommodate hydrological changes resulting

from landuse changes.

Ecosystem attributes for analysis of oral histories

The Kissimmee River restoration example highlighted both the uses and range of
historical information required for a river restoration project of that type. However,
the discussion of the situation in south-western Australia indicated the problems in
applying some of these principles to our local rivers. One challenge in this study is to
identify the ecosystem attributes required for gauging the usefulness of the information
provided in the Tone River oral histories. In devising a list of attributes, I considered
the position adopted by the WRC in relation to the Tone River and opted to go beyond
its rather narrow parameters. The WRC is working with farmers in the Tone River
catchment to restore water freshness to a potable level by 2030 (SSC 1998:38). Land
management and use will be modified at the catchment scale (e.g. adoption of
alternative pastures and agroforestry) with a view to enabling river flow to be a
suitable water supply for a proposed dam downstream. In short, there is no
comprehensive, ecological restoration goal established under this state-sponsored river
restoration plan to assist with the identification of relevant ecosystem attributes.
Indeed, one of the aims of the analysis used in this study is to examine whether the
interviews could be a source of goals, or endpoints. Assistance with developing the
criteria was provided by Rutherfurd et al (1998:16-9). In light of the strict definition
of stream restoration adopted by the National Research Council (1992: 17-8), namely,

to reestablish the predisturbance condition of aquatic ecosystems to the maximum

9 To date, this method has only been applied to the relatively fresh streams in higher rainfall areas of
WA, such as the Swan Coastal Plain and the Northern Jarrah Forest.
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extent possible, Rutherfurd et al have opted for a less ambitious approach to stream
restoration in an Australian context. They argue:
“whilst it would be ideal to truly ‘restore’ our streams it is much more likely that

we can return only some elements of the pre-disturbance condition. Such partial
restoration should be described as ‘rehabilitation’” (Rutherfurd et al 1998:14).

In a similar vein, Raine and Gardiner (1995:5) believe “to aspire to rivers that looked
like those of 200 years ago is a pipe dream in light of the cast changes that have been
wrought on them and their catchments”, and they urge the setting of “realistic” goals.
Nevertheless, the distinction Rutherfurd et al draw between stream restoration and
rehabilitation need not concemn this study. First, I have already adopted the Hobbs and
Norton (1996) approach of a ‘spectrum of restoration ecology’, and secondly, I am not

setting thresholds for restoration activity in this study.

Rutherfurd et al (1998:14) identify five key elements of stream health that “stream
rehabilitation must include.” Beside these ‘key elements’, listed below, I have noted
how these have been defined in this study for the purpose of evaluating the relevancy

of the information in the oral histories for ecological restoration.

Key elements of stream health _ Ecosystem attributes
(Rutherfurd et al 1998:19) for evaluating relevancy of
Tone River oral histories
Physical character Riverine habitat structure
Riparian zone Riparian vegetation
Animals Riverine fauna
Water quality Water quality
Water quantity Historic information not considered a key
factor in restoration of the upper Tone River -

Water quantity, the fifth key element identified by Rutherfurd et al, has been
disregarded for the reason that historical information about water quantity is not vital
information for river restoration ‘n a catchment undergoing major, long-term

- hydrological change.
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Earlier it was noted that restorationists have argued for both holistic and component-
based approaches to ccological restoration. The former emphasises ecosystem
structure and function and ecological processes, and the latter typically involves a
species-based approach. Recent ecological thinking is encouraging restorationists to
employ the holistic approach at the landscape scale, and at least some ecologists (e.g.
Lambeck 1997) argue that a multi-species focus is an essential component of this
approach. Taking into account these views and the literature specific to river
restoration, information about the following five environmental attributes is likely to
be needed for any effort to restore the upper Tone River. These five environmental
attributes provide the conceptual framework for coding and analysing the seven oral

histories used in this case study:

1. Riparian vegetation
a) composition: presence or absence of species or types
b) structure: vertical layering and percentage cover or density

¢) pattern: areal extent and zonation, assessed both horizontally (across the river)
and longitudinally (along the river).

2. Rivéririe habitat structure

a) channel morphology (e.g. channel type, pools, riffles, bank type) and related
water depth and flow

b) mineral substrate (e.g. bedrock, rock, outcrop, gravel, sand, silt, clay)
¢) organic substrate (e.g. large woody debris, coarse to fine particulate matter)

3. Riverine fauna (aquatic fauna and fauna closely associated with the river (Lake
1995)).

a) composition (presence or absence of species or types)
b) abundance
" ¢) seasonality

d) ﬁinct_ioﬁalroles and use of habitat
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4. Water quality:
a) clarity
i) turbidity/cloudiness
ti) aquatic algal growth
iii) colour (stain — dissolved organics)
iv) visual depth
b) basic physico-chemistry
i) temperature
it) pH
iii) dissolved oxygen
iv) salinity (cumulative measure of total dissolved salts)
c) odour
d) water chemistry
5. Ecosystem functions and ecological processes

a) Ecosystem functions (e.g. biogeochemical cycling, hydrological cycles,
primary and secondary production and soil development)

b) Ecosystem processes (e.g. pollination, predation, competition, patterns of
resource acquisition and utilisation, regeneration and decomposition).

Table 2.2 presents a synthesis of the discussion of the uses of historical information in

the restoration process and the type of historical information such uses entail.



Table 2.2: Environmental history, restoration ecology & the Tone River study

The table classifies the uses of historical information'® in the restoration process. The classification is created from a synthesis of
restorattonists’ views drawn from the literature presented in the preceding discussion. The third column lists examples of the type of
historical information that would be needed to inform restoration of the upper Tone River.

Uses of historical information in the How historical information fulfills this use Examples of required historical information in the
restoration process Tone River context
What is possible Establishes original condition and identifies history of changes | Allowing for a combination of restoration approaches:
.. . in land use and the system e an holisti i
Determining  restoration u systel a listic approz}ch focusing on ecosysten?
. . . . . structure and function and ccological processes;
potential of sites. Reference conditions help to determine the range of and

possibilities for desired future conditions. .
s  acomponent, or species-based approach;

the following environmental astributes are likely to be

Having an historical perspective of the ecosystem under study, - !
& persp y Y significant 1o the restoration of the Tone River:

including (1) the historic biotic and abiotic factors and
interactions, and (2) the ecological transformations that have
shaped its current condition, will help to:

¢ establish the factors and interactions that constituted a
“healthy” system in the past, including the key driving
factors in the system; and

indicate whether any *“thresholds of irreversibility” have
been crossed.

Riparian vegetation
- composition, structure & pattern.

Riverine fauna
- composition, abundance & distribution,
seasonality, functional roles & habitat use.

Riverine habitat structure
- channel morphology & water flow/depth, mineral
& organic substrate.

aduey?) 7 U1y
»

Water quality
- clarity, basic physico-chemistry, water chemistry,
odour,

Ecosystem finctions and ecological processes

" Contemporary reference sites could also meet at least some of these needs. For a discussion of the pros and cons of different forms of reference information see White
and Walker (1997).
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Uses of historical information in the
restoration process

How historical information fulfills this use

Examples of required historical information in the
Tone River context

Setting restoration end points.

Provides measurable end points.

Why has change occurred Establishes relationship between current condition Identification of degrading and restorative processes in
v | 1dentifying degrading and and past even{s rilation to the environmental attributes identified
E restorative processes, and | Understanding the historical condition of the ecosystem and anove.
% | developing prescriptions | the processes that have led to its current condition means
E appropriate to achieving the | management/restoration practices can be devised that aim to
= | desired goal. prevent reoccurrence of the degrading processes and encourage
T restorative processes.
=
3

What needs to be done Determines historically important biotic/ abiotic and cultural | Identification of goals that could be significant 10 local
Jactors and interactions people and associated end points.

’f.;“ Defining restoration goals. Provides a model to help guide those involved in setting
3 restoration goals. The historic ecosystem may be a source of
'%' goals.

Is restoration working

Monitoring and evaluating
success of restoration efforts
relative to goals.

Supro)uoly

Provides historic reference conditions for key system varijables

A standard of comparison.

Source: Aronson and Le Floch (1993a:10; 1995:2; 1997:330); Davis (1998:4); Ecological Society of America (1996:680); Fry and Main (1993:226); Hobbs and Norton

1996:96); Kershner (1997); Larsen (1996:130); and White and Walker (1997:338).

i3




34

This chapter has outlined working definitions of restoration ecology and
environmental history. It has demonstrated that historical information is an integral
part of the restoration process, but its application may vary depending on the local

context.

In determining the type of historical inform:ation required, it is important to note that
restoration ecology is increasingly adopting a holistic approach to restoration by
emphasising the restoration of the structural and functional attributes of the system. It
is restoration of these attributes that provides the basis for a working and sustainable
ecological system. However, more limited restoration goals also have their
advantages, such as their relative simplicity and public appeal. An evaluation of
usefulness of oral histories in a restoration ecology context can accornmodate both the

holistic and component-based approach, since they need not be mutually exclusive.

To perform the evaluation of the oral histories, two analytical tools have been
developed: a classification of the uses of historical information in the restoration

process and a set of ecosystem attributes relevant to river restoration.

2.2  Oral history: a review of its use and evaluation in an environmentat
context

This section covers a range of topics to help set the scene for future chapters. The
concepts of oral history and the reliability and validity of recollections are followed
by an examination of the value of environmental oral histories and a review of studies

that have looked at issues of reliability and validity in environmental oral histories.
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2.2.1 Delining oral history

“Oral history'! refers to the study of the recent past by means of life histories or
personal recollections, where informants speak about their own experiences” (Henig_e
1982:2). Oral histories are considered to be a primary source material (Starr 1984:4).
As an organised activity, oral history is traced by its practitioners to 1948 when ‘The
Oral History Project’ was launched at Columbia University, but according to Starr
(1984:4), the essence of the idea “is as old as history itself”, and Robertson (1996:2)

describes oral history “as old as humanity”. Henige (1982:3) also points out that

12 113

today’s oral historians < are “not the newest form of historian but the oldest™".

“Literacy and non-literacy, and therefore written and oral sources, have always co-
existed to some degree”, argues Henige (1982:7), at least in the Western tradition.
Early Christians relied on word of mouth to receive Christian teachings because many
were pre-literate (Henige 1982:8), and even today Christianity retains an oral
tradition, evidenced by rituals, sermons and hymns. In non-literate cultures, oral
sources remain eritical to understanding the present and reconstructing the past.
Australian Aboriginal myths and rituals represent the activities of the Ancestral
Beings, who created _the known world and established the laws of human society.
Dreamings are depicted in an oral tradition of songs and prose narratives, together

with sculptures, paintings and dances. An inextrieable link exists between ownership

Y Oral histories are distinguished from oral traditions. Vansina (1965:20) argues oral tradition
“exclusively consist of hearsay accounts”, so that “eyewitness accounts, even when given orally, do not
come within the sphere of Iradition because they are not reported statements,” Oral tradition is
regarded as “those recollections of the past that are commonly or universally known in a given culture”
and that have been handed down for at least a few generations (Henige 1982:2),

12 According to Henige (1982:2), the term “oral historian’ “is used collectively to include anyone who
seeks to leam about the past by word of mouth”, i.e. through studying oral histories or oral tradition.

B Homer, who composed the ffiad, an historical epic, between 800 and 900 B.C., is nominated as
perhaps “‘the first known oral historian” (Henige 1982:7). Other Greck historians, like Herodotus of the
fifth century B.C., who “employed oral history in gathering information for his account of the Persian
Wars™ (Starr 1984:4), attest to the longevity of oral history,
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of the myths and ownership the land to which they relate (Berndt and Berndt
1988:133-138; Sutton 1988:18). Knowledge of these myths is central to judicial and

tribunal hearings of native title claims in Australian courts.

Until modern times, according to Henige (1982:7, 13), exploring the past using oral
sources “was of central importance in much of the world”, but their significance in
Europe had declined dramatically by the seventeenth century. By this time, western
historians rarely if ever consulted or collected oral data at all, priding themselves on
their sole commitment to primary sources of written records and texts: “the principle
that the work of writing history necessarily meant consulting these sources, and only

them, can be dated from this time.” (Henige 1982:13).

Hamilton (1994:12) discusses the emergence of a “battle line” between memory and
history and argues for the two to again be seen as interdependent. She notes that one
of the factors underpinning the tension between memory and history lies in the contest
for the “dominant historical narrative”, between “what is understood as collective or
popular memory and the formal narrative of history that is written by professional or
academié historians” (Hamilton 1994:12,13). Certainly, since the middle of the
twentieth century, oral histories became the genre of “disadvantaged people who
traditionally have been either ignored or misrepresented in conventional historical
records”, and this, according to Robertson (1996:3), is “one of the most important
uses of oral histories”. Thompson (1988), keen to illustrate the broader utility of oral
history, describes the insights it provides across the spectrum of recent human activity
- economic, political, scientific and cultural. Later I show that this list is expanding to
include the use of oral historics to uncover human attitudés and behaviour towards the

environment and as a source of ecological knowledge.



2.2.2 Reliability, validity and sclectivity of recollections

A number of concepts are relevant to evaluating the factual accuracy of oral histories:

reliability, validity and the selectivity of recollections. Discussion begins with an

overview of the nature and frailties of memory.

While it is clear that “the most obvious message from the psychology of human

memory is that forgetting will occur” (Baddeley 1979:25), there are numerous facets

to the act of forgetting and remembering. It is claimed'* that:

Forgetting and memory-distortions increase over time (Baddeley 1979:25).

Recent memories tend to be forgotten more readily than those of long ago (Gittins

1979:92).

Forgetting is due not only to memory decay over time, but also to memory
interference, such as through confusion caused by many similar incidents

(Baddeley 1979:16-7).

Memories about facts and events tend to be more reliable than memories about
past beliefs and attitudes (Gittins 1979:92). - A person’s perspective tends to
change over time, resulting in a reinterpretation of the past in terms of beliefs and

attitudes neld now.

“What people remember is initially dependent on their perception and
comprehension of an event or emotion”, which_can be affected by the person’s
degree of interest in what is happening (Gittins 1979:92). Or, as Baddeley
(1979:25) puts it, previous assumptions and beliefs tend to influence what people

remember.

' These commentators tend to draw on original studies, which arc not reviewed in this study duc to
time constraints.
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Hamilton {1994:14) comments:
In recent years, the frequently voiced concerns about ‘inuccuracy’ of memory

have given way to a more sophisticated understanding that what gets remembered
and how is of critical importance in the process of remembering ..

Hoffman (1984:69) defines reliability as “thc consistency with which an individual
will tell the same story about thc same events on a number of different occasions.
Validity refers to the degree of conformity between the reports of the event and the
event itself as recorded by other primary resource material such as documents,
photographs, diaries, and letters.” Where an informant is unreliable, the validity of
the recollections “must be suspect” (Hoffman 1984:70). According to Hoffman
(1984:71) one approach oral historians use to establish the reliability and validity of
an interview is to give the interviewee the opportunity to resolve any inconsistencies
between what they say and the printed record. This approach requires the interviewer

to undertake a thorough analysis of the printed record before the interview.

Moss (1984) offers helpful insights into the evidentiary value of oral histories relative
to other historical records. On a scale ranging from reality (i.e. what actually
occurred) to abstraction, recollections are ranked after ‘transactional records’ and
‘selective records’ for the level of abstraction. With transactional records, such as
laws, contracts, and wills, “there is no interpretive or selective process between the
document and the reality it represents, beyond that inherent to the transaction itself”.
Selective records, while attempting to preserve and communicate events as they
unfold, involve “a selective or interpretive process between the reality and the record”
(Moss 1984:89-90). Selective records include minute taking, video recordings and -
photographic stills, which people often confuse with reality (Moss 1984:89). They
differ from recollections because of their contemporary nature. Recollections are also

selections, but doubly so because they are a selection of human memory, which is
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itsclf selective. Moss (1984:90) argues that “thc human observer records in his
memory not exactly what is happening, but rather what his predisposition towards
people and events makc him capable of recording”, and thercfore, as with the inherent
limitations of mechanical recording equipment, “therc is not a truly one-to-one
relationship between the reality and the record.” Gittens (1979:92) acknowledges that
memory is a “highly selective process”, but argues “that the very process of selection
in recollection provides in itself important historical data. In other words, what
someone remembers can be a good indicator of what has been most important to that

person over time.”

In addition to the selectivity of memory, Moss (1984:91) notes that the interviewer’s
direct bearing on what is recalled further compounds the level of abstraction. As the
level of abstraction from reality increases, the evidentiary value of the record
decreases: because the evidence has been “refracted several times before he confronts
it in an oral history recording”, care must be taken in using recollections as evidence
(Moss 1984:88). As with Hoffman, Moss /1984:98) argues that evaluating the
content of oral histories includes determining if there are several sources of
corroboration and, if there is variance with previous evidence, assessing why this is

50,

Baddeley (1979:25) offers a psychologist’s perspective, commenting that “memory is
essentially a reconstructive process.” This is why leading questions are considered
highly problematic — they can influence the reconstruction (Baddeley 1979:25).
However, there is a widely held view that all history is a reconstruction or
reinterpretation of the past. In a defense of the value of oral history, Gittens (1979:93)
points out “that afl historical research is essentially a process of reconstruction,

greatly influenced by present day researchers’ theoretical frameworks and
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prcconceptions.” Marwick (1981:21) also acknowicdges the reconstructive nature of
historical research, and Henige (1982:5) captures the cssence of the argument with the
observation that oral materials and written sources share “the quality of being prisms
on the past rather than windows.” Smith (1991:391) states that “to a large extent, oral
history is not simply the reconstruction of the past but is a new construction of
reality.” However, he argues this is not a ground for dismissing oral histories because
all historic documents are “constructions of reality”, and as “scholars know ... other

documents are routinely doctored, altered, falsified, or destroyed” (Smith 1991:391).

The direct communication between two people inherent in the oral history approach is
claimed to achieve “a vividness which comes from being less rehearsed, less
reflective and more responsive to the situation” (Roberts and Sainty 1996:ix).
Thompson (1988:149) argues that oral history provides significant and sometimes
unique information from the past, and because its sources are alive, offers the ability
to engage in a two-way process. The study by Burbidge et al (1988) of Aboriginal
knowledge of the mammals of central Australia exemplifies the advantages of the
two-way process of oral history. Researchers talked to groups of old people, showing
them the museum skins of mammals, asking questions and recording the information
received. The data provided “... a basis for understanding the distribution, abundance
and habitat of a range of mammal species in the central deserts and adjacent regions ...
over _the past 50-60 years” (Burbidge et al 1988:33). In short, the oral history

approach has advantages that help offset the limitations of memory.

2.2.3 Oral environmental history as a guide to the cultural context of
environmental change

In recent years, the publication of popular oral environmeniol histories has begun in

Australia. Generally, their purpose is to tell the story of the natural environment and
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anthropogenic change through the observations and experiences of local people, or to
simply record human interaction with a particular place. The people themselves are
an integral part of the story. These arc¢ not analytical works and they rarely set out to
corroborate the information provided by interviewees. On the contrary, the intent of
these collections is to honour and preserve the local perspective. This aim is evident
in Long Pools of Silence (Rowett and Pontin 1998), described in its frontispiece as a
“portrait of the lands and people of the Kalgan catchment” near Albany:
Interviews for Long Pools of Silence were often conducted over a cup of tea in a
kitchen, sometimes with one subject, sometimes two or three when the discussion
would be alive with interjections, cross-talk and mutual jogging of memories.
Imagine all the interviewees brought together in a cosy farm kitchen with a hot

cuppa or a cold beer to talk about their river, their land and their lives. (Rowett
and Pontin 1998:3).

Likewise, Listening to the Lachlan is a “book of memories™ that:
“uncover a river as people used to know it and show experiences which are now

lost. The memories come from people who lived, worked and grew up beside the
river. The river was part of their lives . . . (Roberts and Sainty 1996:ix).

Borschmann (1999:viii) describes The People’s Forest as a collection of life stories
from “people who had the good fortune to come to know the uniqueness of the
Australian bush in some intimate or passionate way. I had one overriding criterion for

interviewing someone: did they know the bush?”

Lane (1997) argues oral histories are inherently subjective because:
The features we distinguish in the landscape, the kinds of changes we observe

taking place, and our attribution of causes of change, all relate somehow to who
we are and what our life experiences in that place have been (Lane 1997:203).

According to Lane (1997:204), this subjectivity, “which often makes oral history
unreliable for factual accounts, makes it extremely valuable for comprehending the
human impact of environmental changes, the role that local people have played in
these changes and reasons for their attitudes and behaviour”. She argues the coupling

of local knowledge with scientific knowledge can help reveal the human context in
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which environmental changes take place (Lane 1997:204). Others who have collected
oral environmental histories are less rcady to dismiss oral histories as sources of

factual information, as shown below.

2.2.4 Oral environmental histories as sources of ecological infermation

A precedent for the acceptance of oral environmental historics in science is the use of
indigenous knowlcdge based on an oral tradition. The Burbidge et al {1988) mammal
study noted earlier, is one example of the recognition being given to indigenous
ecological knowledge. Traditional fishers’ knowledge is acclaimed in Johannes’s
(1981) study of the knowledge possessed by indigenous fishers of the Palau Islands.
Johannes (1981:vii,148) argues that “traditional native fisherman are especially rich
sources of unrecorded knowledge” and that such knowledge “can be invaluable to
Western scientists as an aid in conserving natural resources.” Two observations of
Johannes are particularly noteworthy. First, he argues that marine science gained
more new knowledge during his 16 months of fieldwork and interviews with local
fishers than he had achieved using more conventional scientific techniques over a 15
year period. This was achieved through “access to a store of unrecorded knowledge
gathered by highly motivated observers over a period of centuries”, thus he argues
indigenous fishers’ knowll‘edge “offers a short-cut to some of the basic natural history
data we need in order to understand these vast and valuable resources” (Johannes
1981:x). Secondly, he points out that western science places tremendous value on
data collected by members of the scientific community, “but when specialized
knowledge won from the sea over centuries by formally unschooled but uniquely
qualified observers — fishermen — is allowed to disappear as the westernization of their

cultures proceeds, hardly anyone seems to care” (Johannes 1981:ix).
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As well as demonstrating the acceptance of traditional indigenous knowledge by some
scientists, these examples invite comment about the value of ecological knowledge
gained over a relatively short period of time by non-indigenous people, such as
farmers, having a close association with a particular place. Clearly, traditional
Aboriginal Australians or the fishers of the Palau Islands have a far greater claim to a
detailed ecological knowledge maintained through an oral tradition. In most cases,
oral histories of farmers in south western Australia, for example, will be limited to
their own experiences and observations, though they might also recall what was told
to them by their parent’s and grandparent’s generation. Nevertheless, a number of
oral history researchers claim to have recorded valuable ecological information from
local, non-indigenous people who have witnessed environmental change during their
lifetime. The timespan of non-indigenous people’s observations is far shorter than
that of traditional peoples, but it is still longer than most scientific studies:

Oral history provides insights into ecological change where rigorous scientific

information is lacking. Its power lies in the long period for which information

may be collected, more than most ecological studies can cover.” (Roberts
1999:233).

In Listening to the Lachian memories are not only accepted as important accounts of
people’s interaction with their local environment, but as sources of ecological
knowledge. Roberts and Sainty (1996:ix) argue “From these memories, we have
woven an ecological history of the Lachlan River which is not readily available
otherwise.” They claim that:
Memories are not often used in ecological research. We have learnt to appreciate
the collective knowledge and experience of indigenous people but have been slow

to appreciate more recent memories as sources of information (Roberts and Sainty
1996:ix).
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Later, after analysing these Lachlan River oral histories, Roberts and Sainty (1997:32)
argue “Using oral history, it is possible to construct, quasi-objectively, an ceological

history of the Lachlan River from 1920 onwards."”

Kznnealy (1994:38) believes oral histories by pioneering community members from
the Wanneroo wetlands near Perth are “invaluable” because they “are the only records
we have of what the lakes used to be like” and they give an insight into the changes
that have taken place (see also Drake and Kennealy 1995). Similarly, Sanders
(1991:26) found that oral histories drawn from the life experiences and observations
of farmers and other community members were a valuable source of previously
unpublished information about the inland wetlands in south western Australia and the

changes that have taken place since European colonisation (see Chapter 1).

The preceding discussion has shown that oral environmental histories help to explain
the cultural context in which anthropogenic change occurs in the environment.
Moreover, a number of scientists place value on recent memories of local people as a
source of ecological information, just as other scientists like Burbidge et al (1988} and
Johannes (1981) have demonstrated the value of indigenous knowledge with a long

oral tradition.

In the following section I review studies where the reliability and validity of oral
histories is examined. I also review the type of environmental information collected
from oral sources to determine if amendments to the classification of the uses of

historical data for restoration ecology are warranted (see Table 2.2).

2.2.5 Critiquing oral histories for factual accuracy and application to
restoration ecology

The following review of environmental oral histories and related studies focuses on

the broad interview methodology used, how the reliability and validity of the
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interview material were treated, and what conclusions were drawn. Commentary
about the potential usefulness of the information in a restoration ecology ot

cnvironmental management context is also noted.

Numerous studies have evaluated the reliability and validity of oral sources of
environmental information, including Starr (1989), Finlayson and Brizga (1995),
Ebner and Roberts (1996), Ferguson and Messier (1997), Lane (1997), and Roberts
and Sainty (1997). A number of these studies have also discussed the contribution
that oral histories can make to environmental knowledge. The findings of Sanders

(1991) and Roberts and Sainty (1997) are especially relevant in this respect.

Historical evidence, according to Starr (1989:26), is one means of broadening the
database to overcome problems with the limited temporal scale of current data about
gully erosion and sediment movement. The primary purpose of his study was to
assess the “value of anecdotal material as a source of information on landscape
changes” (Starr 1989:27). Set in Michelago Creek catchment area in NSW,
interviewees were descendants of original or early European settlers in the area and
almost all were lifetime residents of the area. A *‘casual” interview approach was
adopted after earlier attempts at “direct interrogation” were abandoned “because
immediate recall of landscape change proved to be too difficult” (Starr 1989:27).
During conversations spaced over nine months, interruptions were avoided and
questions were limited to eliciting confirmation and dating events so as to maintain
the interviewee’s “thought flow™, Association of occurrences {(e.g. erosion events)
- with personal events was used to establish time frames. Only information that could
be validated was accepted to reconstruct a historic picture of gully erosion and
sediment movement. Validation was achieved using three criteria: (1) corroboration,

involving two or more people independently giving similtar information; (2) physical
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evidence, consisting of relics of past events (e.g. old bridge posts) which “provided
both a base for recollection and substantive evidence for recalled details; and (3)
reaffirmation, consisting of “repetition of details under different circumstances at later
dates” (Starr 1989:27). The study concludcd that anecdotal and relic information
were “of value in indicating the condition of a catchment at certain times during

European settlement” (Starr 1989:31).

A more recent study by Finlayson and Brizga (1995:181) compared “oral tradition”

"k,

based on “popular views” “with the history of change as reconstructed from field
evidence and documentary records” in relation to two river systems. They concluded
that major discrepancies existed (Finlayson and Brizga 1995:181). However, their
paper suffers from a profusion of terms: “oral tradition”, “local folklore™, “popular
views", historical folklore” and “oral history”, but no information is provided about
the method used to acquire this information by the authors, and there is nothing to

suggest that it could be called either ‘oral tradition’ or ‘oral history’ in the sense

discussed in section 4.2.1.

The first case study in their analysis concerns the existence of the supposed ‘Lake
Salvator’ in Central Queensland. They trace the origin of the ‘lake’ to the 1848
mapping and writings of NSW Surveyor General, Sir Thomas Mitchell, at least 12
years before settlers moved in to the area. Thirty four years later an occupation
licence for an area including the ‘lake’ was issued. In 1889 the run boundaries were
surveyed and the “the surveyor chose to reproduce the outline of the ‘lake’ from
Mitchell’s map and to name it” (Finlayson and Brizga 1995:184). However, from the
surveyor’s field notebook of the traverse across the ‘lake’, Finlayson and Brizga
(1995:184) argue that it was clear that no such ‘lake’ existed. In stu.dying the

Queensiand Lands Department file for the run, the authors claim that the file reveals
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that the Department “accepted that Mitchell had stretched the facts more than a little”
and that the area in question is never referred to as a lake. However, the file also
contains a 1931 report from a noxious plants inspector stating the lake had been
drained, and another from a government official dated 1937 that siltation had caused
the lake to disappear. The authors then note:
It is the tenor of these later reports, which has passed down into the local folklore,
and it is now widely accepted by local landholders, scientists (including
government geologists) and government officials that there was a lake during

Mitchell’s exploration, but that it subsequently disappeared. (Finlayson and
Brizga 1995:184).

Finlayson and Brizga (1995:185) cite, as a management implication of the “false
perceptions generated by Mitchell’s map”, the Queensland Parliament’s enactment of
legislation declaring the area Mitchell named Lake Salvator and an adjacent strip of
iand as a Watercourse Reserve. By this time a single channel had been constructed
through the ‘lake’, draining what is actually a “swampy floodplain”. The legislation
stemmed from the fears of the Lands Department that “a new lessee who held only
Cungelella [the run containing the ‘lake’] could re-create the ‘lake’ and deprive the
downstream leases of water, thus lowering their rental values” (Finlayson and Brizga
1995:185). This concern was evidently voiced in the reports of “some land agents”

resulting in legislation to ensure it could not happen.

As the preceding summary indi(‘:'ates, there is no mention by Finlayson and Brizga of
instances of the role played by “local folklore”. Rather the impression is very mucit
that it is official sources that have created and perpetuated the existence of the
mythical ‘lake’, yet the authors conclude:

The local folklore has, in this case, been sufficiently persuasive to produce

legislation, despite historical and geomorphological evidence to the contrary
(Finlayson and Brizga 1995:186).
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The only insight the reader is given concerning the nature of “local folklore” is the
authors’ general reference to “oral tradition which includes local knowledge of
specific examples of environmental change” (Finlayson and Brizga 1995:180). To
present a cogent argument, these authors needed to substantiate the alleged role of
“local folklore” in the ‘Lake Salvator’ case. As it stands, ‘local folklore’ is blamed
for an error which based on the author’s own material, restdes in the very historical

sources that are used to attack the oral tradition.

Similarly, in their examination of erosion along the Avon River in Victoria’s
Gippsland, Finlayson and Brizga (1995:186) acknowledge that “river managers as
well as local lay people” shared the belief that last century the river channel changed
from sinuous and narrow to seriously eroded, and yet they single out ‘local folklore’
as the basis for misconceptions about changes with significant management
implications. For example, in referring to calculations by officers of the State Rivers
and Water Supply Commission (SRWSC) as to the amount of farming land lost to
bank erosion since 1890s, Finlayson and Brizga (1995:189) make an extraordinary
leap of faith:

“However, these values were calculated on the basis of the erroneous assumption,

most probably driven by popular views about channel change and widening that
the Avon River ... was much narrower in 1870 than in 1936.

This accusation regarding “popular views” is not supported elsewhere in their
argument. While the authors argue that the perception of historical river erosion is due
to “local folklore . . . repeated in official documents and publications”, the most
frequently referenced sources are government sources. Specific references to local
sources consist of one farmer’s 1985 seminar paper. This is compared with numerous
much earlier papers and reports by an SRWSC officer which make similar and more

claims, and a 1916 Parliamentary speech in which an anecdote from “a leading
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auectioneer” about the river’s width is recounted, followed by the statement that
“similar stories have been repeated on many occasions as evidence for change”
(Finlayson and Brizga (1995:187). Yet no details of these ‘similar stories’ are
provided — who, when, where. They do not substantiate their claim that “The oral
history . . . is probably so widely and uncritically accepted because it lends support to
the arguments put forward by land holders who want public money spent on bank

erosion affecting their land.” (Finlayson and Brizga [995:189).

Finlayson and Brizga (1995:189) have not shown that oral tradition has had a
“considerable impact on both the rhetoric and practice of river management”.
Moreover, their claim that popular history has been more accessible and consequently
more influential in river management decisions than “the less accessible history
contained in documentary records and physical field evidence” is contradictory to the
material they present. The sources of this popular history are rarely cited in their
study, whereas the files held by the various government agencies contained erroneous

reports prepared by their own officers.

In conclusion, nothing in the Finlayson and Brizga (1995) paper substantiates their
claim that oral tradition is less credible than other historical sources, nor that
managers have been influenced largely by “popular history of environmental change
[that] contained serious inaccuracies”. Even so, Lane (1997:195) comments that
“their study provides a valuable cautionary tale”, although she then argues that it
“should not divert attention from the potential of local knowledge, used appropriately,
to provide valuable information that can inform and extend professional knowledge

bases in ways that other sources cannot.”

In Lane’s study, set in the Tumut region in NSW, local recollections were recorded

about the “watercourses, weeds and climate at earlier times which were compared
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with the present day environment” (Lane 1997:196). Five people who lived on
properties in the region were interviewed and accompanied on site visits, Their
recollections were checked against other information sources. Lane {1997:203) found
that recollections of changes to watercourscs “shows a reasonabie degrce of
compliance between what science predicts and what local peoplc havc observed.”
Additionally, potential directions for future scientific research could be construed
from the recollections in the abscnce of other information about particular
environmental impacts (Lane 1997:203). Recollections about weeds were considered
difficult to evaluate because they were suffused with antagonism towards a particular
land management agency considered responsible for the spread of weeds. However,
Lane (1997:203) found that in the absence of other information sources, the
recollections were useful indicators of the pertods of introduction and spread of weeds
in the area. Recollections about climate “did not provide information that could
enhance existing climate records”, observes Lane (1997:203). However, her account
of people’s memories of climate illustrates (1) the shortcomings of the temporal scale
of oral histories (e.g. an aberration such as a period of unusually heavy snow falls
might become a benchmark for comparison), (2) the potential for recollections to
reflect life changes rather than actual circumstances (e.g. interviewees might spend
less time outside in their later years, resulting in a bias in their recollections of
climatic change), and (3) informant’s comments about the local situation might be
influenced by external information sources (e.g. publicity about global climate
change). Other issues concerning the credibility of the recollections were noted by
Lane (1997:203, 199}, including evidence of inconsistency within an interview, and
the lack of accuraéy in recalling dates “unless they relate to specific episodes in which

local people were personally involved”. Nevertheless, she found that the study
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“indicates the potential for local knowledge to provide a greatcr level of detail as well
as historical perspectives about how specific places have changed over time” (Lane

1997:203).

The idea of using oral evidence in historical environmental impact assessments is the
focus of a paper by Showers and Malahleha (1992), and it offers another interesting
perspective on the validity of local observations. Their pilot study was designed to
test whether oral histories and oral evidence could be used to assess the historical
environmental impact of soil conservation projects in Lesotho in southern Africa in
the 1930s and 1940s. The rationale for studying historical environmental impact
assessment included “the concern that most scientists and technicians operate in an
ahistorical and non-social context”, and the belief that:

people who depend on and use a landscape are intensely aware of it and make

continuous and detailed observations. These observations provide a rich data

base for assessing environmental conditions and changes” (Showers and

Malahieha 1992:277).
Moreover, these insights are directly relevant to ecological restoration. As discussed
in section 2.1, identification of degrading processes in order to stop or ameliorate the
problem, is an important part of the restoration process. This type of analysis
essentially involves an ‘historical environmental impact assessment’. The value
attributed to local knowledge of the farmers in the Lesotho study could also have
parallels with the knowledge gained by farmers in the Tone River study, since both
observed the effects of a change in land use over a period of decades. Showers and
Malahleha (1992:279) argue that a diverse body of international work focused on
local environmental knowledge and indigenous technologies over the last 15 years has
established that these knowledge systems are:

based on careful observation and represent a coherent paradigm of natural

science information. There should, therefore, be confidence in using oral
environmental data, even in the absence of confirming written documentation.
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Onc example of recent intcrnational work is Ferguson and Messier (1997), who focus
on Inuit traditional ecological hnowlcdge of the Arctic tundra caribou. They statc
“Inuit do not nced writtcn evidence to confirm the veracity of their oral knowledge
and traditions, and we do not question this inherent veracity” (Ferguson and Messier

1997:22).

The study by Ebner and Roberts {1996) ranked the usefulness of four types of
historical information on carp (Cyprinus carpio L.), including oral or aural
information (e.g. anecdotal), visual (e.g. photographs), written (e.g. commercial catch
records) and biological material (e.g. Museum collections). Seven criteria were used
— four to elucidate the capacity of the information to provide relevant ecological
information, and three to address reliability, accessibility and the effort involved in
obtaining the information. Scores ranged from 0 to 5, with 5 being most productive or
highest return. For three of the biological criteria and for effort, oral (anecdotal)
information was ranked 3, while relatively low scores of 1 were given for reliability
and one biological criterion. The reliability measure was defined “as a measure of
confidence that Cyprinus carpio has been accurately identified” and the authors
argued “the taxonomic reliability of oral information is questionable because the
inteviewee may have limited taxonomic expertise”, although they noted that this
could easily be checked (Ebner and Roberts 1996:9, 20). “Problems associated with
human error and memory” were also noted. They found that “interviews and
anecdotal information have contributed to important work in Australian fish ecology
and biology”, but listed several points detracting from its use: “potential may not be
realised; resistance and prejudice from scientists; ... no protocols exist” (Ebner and

Roberts 1996:20).
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The authors present two conclusions, preceded by useful discussion of a limitation
with historical information such as anecdotal material:
In research, the difficulty in satisfactorily incorporating the old with the new is

that the purpose for which the data were originally collected may not apply,
creating a mis-match (Ebner and Roberts 1996:26).

Scientific research, or research for a particular scientific project, may never have been
the intent of recording the historical data. A lack of depth in informal, historical data,
due for example, to collections occurring in isolation and “with an ad hoc timeframe”
can a'so be problematic. Additionally, the qualitative content of oral histories
presents difficulties for quantitative scientific research that relies on data suited to
statistical analysis. Noting these limitations, the authors found that in the examples of
historical data examined “the hardline assessment would have to be their potential
usefulness is low to zero”, with the exception of the commercial catch data (Ebner and
Roberts 1996:26). However, they also reached another conclusion: that informal
knowledge can be a useful tool in acquiring understanding and knowledge (if not
exactly data) because “unstructured and temporally chaotic bits of information ... can
offer firm points of knowledge in time, and are useful in refining hypotheses” (Ebner
and Roberts 1996:26). Another response to the perceived limitation of oral
information because of its lack of quantitative data, might be the argument put by
Showers and Malahleha (1992:278) that in assessing historical environmentai
impacts, the need is for “detailed information about what actually occurred” and
descriptive qualitative data have the potential to provide this by “[establishing] events,
sequences of events and ways in which many factors interacted”.

5

¥

Sanders (1991) demonstrates the rich detail that can be forthcoming in oral histories’

and the potential for drawing valuable conclusions. Sanders collected recollections,

15 Full transcripts of the interviews are available in Battye Library, Alcxander Library Building, Perth, 6000,
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principally in the form of oral historics, from |7 people with memorics of
environmental changes in WA’s wheatbelt wetlands. From the recollections she was
able to reconstruct the wetland condition over a large area during the earlicr part of
this century, document the type and sequence of biological changes that have occurred
sinee clearing, and identify indicator species and trends in environmental changes.
Assisting managers and planners to predict the impact on wetlands of changes in land

management practices was seen as one benefit of the study (Sanders 1991:26).

Her methodology included selecting informants aged over 40 years having personal
recollections of the wetlands, preparing an outline for each interview, including a
checklist of topics, and using reference books and map material to enable
confirmation of species names and location and names of wetlands. Other
information sources were used to corroborate the recollections (A. Sanders, pers.
comm. 12/11/98), and it was found that certain types of information (e.g. dates and

measurements) were generally not recalled accurately.

The use of corroborative material to assess the accuracy of recollections is a recurring
theme in many of the examples noted in the preceding discussion. This approach is

encompassed in ‘triangulation theory’, the topic of the next section.

2.3  Triangulation theory and its application to oral history

The principle of triangulation is drawn from navigation practice where multiple
reference points enable location of an exact position (Smith 1991:485). As it has been
neatly summarised by Jick (1979:602): “given the basic principles of geometry,
multiple viewpeints allow for greater accuracy.” Denzin’s (1978:295) conception of
triangulation is widely regarded as the definitive form, though earlier social scientists

also advocated the use of multiple methods to enhance the validity of their work. For



55

example, Webb ct al (1966:1) were critical of rcliance on one method because “no
research method is without bias” and any method such as interviews and
questionnaires, “must be supplemented by methods testing the same social science
variables but having different methodological weaknesses.” Denzin (1978:295)
broadened this argument to include the nced for “varietics of data, investigators, and
theories, as well as methodologies.” Theory triangulation means “approaching data
with multiple perspectives and hypotheses in mind .... pitting alternative theories
against the same body of data” (Denzin 1978:297). A number of sub-types exist

within the other forms of triangulation.

Miles and Huberman (1994:267) distinguish two sorts of data triangulation: data
source (e.g. persons, times, places), and data type (e.g. qualitative text, recordings,
quantitative). Denzin identifies two forms of methodological triangulation: “within-
method” and “across-method”. The former typically involves the researcher taking
one method (e.g. the interview) and employing “multiple strategies within that method
to examine the data” (Denzin 1978:302). However, since this approach retains the
flaws that arise from using one method, Denzin (1978:302) advocates the “between-
method” triangulation in which a “combination of two or more different research
strategies [are used] in the study of the same empirical units” (e.g. survey
interviewing, field experiments, unobtrusive methods and life histories). Jick
(1979:603) draws a useful distinction between the two:

‘Within-method’ triangulation essentially involves cross-checking for internal

consistency or reliability while ‘between-method’ triangulation tests the degree of
external validity.

Miles and Huberman (1994:279) use external validity to mean whether the
conclusions of a study are “transferable to other contexts”, as opposed to internal

validity, which “refers to the extent to which scientific observations and
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‘Within-method’ triangulation essentially involves cross-checking for internal
consistency or reliability while “between-method' triangulation tests the degree of
external validity.

Miles and Huberman (1994:279) usc external validity to mean whether the
eonclusions of a study arc “transferable to other contexts”, as opposed to internal
validity, which “refers to thc cxtent to which scientific observations and
measurements are authentic representations of some reality” (LeCompte and Goetz

1982:32).

In this study, triangulation has relevance at two levels. First, in terms of achieving
reliability and validity in the study’s results, and secondly, in addressing the study
question on the reliability and validity of local recollections. In relation to the study
question, reliability and validity were defined earlier in the context of evaluating
recollections (section 4.2.2). In Chapter 3, I discuss how the concept of triangulation
was applied to the recollections. In short, other information sources were used to
corroborate the interviewee’s memories of the Tone River, and interviews were
examined for both internal consistency and cross-interview consistency and
corroboration. This represents triangulation using both data type and data source and
gives an indication of both reliability (consistency within and across interviews) and

validity (two or more interviewees recalling the same thing).

Although I have defined the concepts of reliability and validity as applied by oral
historians in assessing recollections (section 4.2.2), it is worthwhile briefly examining
their use in evaluating the credibility of qualitative research results. The conclusion is
that the use of these terms is consistent in both contexts. In the qualitative research
literature, validity and reliability are distinguished on the basis that “reliability is
concemed with the replicability of scientific findings, [whereas] validity is concerned

with the accuracy of scientific findings” (LeCompte and Goetz 1982:32). According
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to Denzin (1978:105), reliability is concerned with whethicr bias is present due to
*idiosyncracics of the observer, a research instrument, or a subjeet, or by constraints
of time and place.” If the same result can be achicved by another researcher using the
samc method, then the observation is considered reliable (Denzin 1978:105;
LcCompte and Goctz 1982:35). When examining the validity of findings, the issuc is
whether cmpirical rcality is being accurately represented.  The difficulty noted by
Denzin (1978:28) is that “because cach method reveals different aspects of empirical
reality, multiple methods of observation must be employed” (i.c. mcthod

triangulation),

To close this section on triangulation theory, the discussion needs to return to oral
histories and evaluating recollections. Miles and Huberman (1994:266) note that at its
most basic “triangulation is supposed to support a finding by showing that
independent measures of it agree with it, or at least, do not contradict it.” They note
that triangulation has “links to the modus operandi approach used by detectives,
mechanics and general practitioners. When the detective amasses fingerprints, hair
samples, alibis, and eyewitness accounts, a case is being made that presumably fits
one suspect far better than others; the strategy is pattern matching, using several data
sources” (Miles and Huberman 1994:267). Diagnosis of engine failure or an illness
follows a similar approach, in which “the signs presumably point to the same

conclusion and/or rule out other conclusions” (Miles and Huberman 1994:267).

This concept of seeking to corroborate data is not a new approach in the field of
history, and more particularly, oral history, as I showed in section 2.2.5. In relation to
the former, Tuchman (1981:19) writes:

“Bias in a primary source is to be expected. One allows for it and corrects it by
reading another version. [ try always to read two or more for every episode.
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Even if an event is not controversial, it will huve been seen and remembered from
different angles of view by different observers.”

Specifically in relation to oral histories, Smith (1991:392) argues that “oral collection
methods are like other methods, in their necd for tests of internal consistency and
extemal corroboration.” Thompson (1988) describes a number of steps which must
be taken in evaluating oral source matcrial. The first is to assess each interview for
internal consistency. The second is to cross-check oral history material with other
data sources”, and the final basic step is to place the interview in a wider context - a
sound knowledge of the context of the interview material should enable a judgement
about its authenticity to be made, “even if a specific detail is unconfirmable”
Thompson (1988:240). In relation to the present study, the context would include the

biogeography of the Tone River area and its land use history.
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CHAPTER THREE

3. METHODOLOGY

This chapter consists of two scctions relating to data collection and analysis methods.
The first section covers design of and preparation for the case study, including the
background on the case study arca, pilot interviews, sampling strategy, and interview
method and procedure, foliowed by discussion of the data collection process. The
section on data analysis explains the approach taken to examine the usefulness of the
oral histories to ecological restoration and evaluate the reliability and validity of the
recollections.

3.1  Design and data collection

This is largely a qualitative study that employs a case study approach. This approach
has been chosen because of its unique strength in dealing with a wide variety of
evidence (Patton 1987:8). Oral histories collected from seven participants and a

variety of other sources of historical evidence are used in this study.

3.1.1 Case study background

The case study is focused on the most inland and degraded parts of the Warren River
catchment, represented by a 60 km length of the upper Tone River, from its headwaters
in Murrin Brook, near the Jingalup townsite, extending downstream to Nymiup Pool
on the Tone River proper. Interviewee's also refer to other tributaries, principally
Cockatoo Creek, in the Tone’s headwaters. Natural features and farm residences of the

interviewee’s are located on the accompanying map (Figure 3.1).
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Location of interviewee's home® and other sites referred to:
Fryer-Smith, M. (Keston Vale homestead)

Harvey, W. (Glentone homestead)

Jingalup School and Reserve, including golf course

Lee, L.P. (Mylerup Farm)

Lee, L.P. (Westem Hills homestead - brother’s house)

McQuire, G. (Palmyre homestead)

Mininiup Pool

Nymiup Pool

Owen, C. (Mininiup homestead)

10.  Palligup Pool

11.  Quailleup homestead .

12. Roberison, G.H. (Yamak homestead)

13. Ryall, D. (Kelvin homestead)

14.  Wackelingup Pool

15. Woodenup Pool

16.  Woodville homestead

17.  Yandella homestead

18.  Young, H. & Mathew, D. (Woodenup homestead - aunt’s house)
19.  Young, H. & Mathew, D. (Woodenup homestead - Hubbe house)

*some interviewee's have since moved.
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While much of the Warren River and its tributarics are within the forested arcas of
south-western Australia, a long section of its main tributary, the Tone River, reaches
into the dryer inland arcus. It starts as a scries of small watcrways about 12 km south-
west of Kojonup where the annual averagc rainfall is about 550 mm. Unlike the rivers
on cither side (the Blackwood and the Frankland) the Warrcn-Tonc systcm does not
tap inland salt-lake systems. However, according to Bettenay and Mulcahy
(1972:362), the groundwaters present in the weathered zone of the Tone River system

are “frequently saline”.

For the following brief history of the study area up to the period of the earliest
recollections in the oral histories (i.e. the 1920s), I have drawn on two secondary
sources that describe the history of the Jingalup and Kojonup areas, Barker {c.1959)

and Bignell (1971), respectively.

Expansion of the pastoral industry in the area was severely limited during the
nineteenth century by the presence of ‘poison’ plants. The first significant settlement
of the study area commenced from 1886, when a number of leases covering parts of
the area were taken up. From 1886 to around 1900 considerable areas of poison
‘infestation’ were cleared by hand to enable bush-grazing, and smaller areas were
ringbarked and cleared by work teams. Some soaks and dams were constructed, as
part of the establishment of sheep grazing as the primary enterprise in the area. From
around 1900 to the early 1930s there was an increase in broad-scale clearing and the
use of phosphatic fertilisers, the establishment of cropping, and an increase in the
resident population. Much of the Murrin Brook was settled and at least partially
cleared during this period, and the small town of Jingalup was established during the

1920s. Settlement further down the study area, in the Tone River area, was generally
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slower, but the first small blocks at Mobrup, about 40km south-west of Jingalup, had

been taken up by 1907 (Bignell 1971:185).

Three factors determined the sclection of this study area. First, major biophysical
changes, largely associated with extensive clearing in the post World War II period,
are within the living memory of long-term local residents. Sccondly, the declaration of
this area as part of a Recovery Catchment under the State Salinity Actton Plan (SSC
1998:22) provides a practical backdrop for examining the extent to which local oral
histories can inform the restoration process. Thirdly, as I grew up on a farm within the
study area, I have a personal interest in that landscape. LeCompte and Goetz
(1982:331) note that because the reliability of qualitative data depends on recognising
and handling the social relationship of researcher with subjects, research reports must
clearly identify the researcher’s role and status within the group investigated. To
enhance the reliability of this research project, I acknowledge that the interviewees are
all well known to my parents, and two are reasonably familiar to me through
infrequent social contact over the years. The remaining five interviewees are known to
me by name only, although some may have remembered me from social occasions

when I was a child in the company of my parents.

Given the study’s time constraints, its biophysical focus is the stream channel and
riparian zone of the upper Tone River and its tributaries. This is also a logical choice,

as these waterways are a major focus of the Recovery Catchment initiative.
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3.1.2 Preparation, theory and practice

All aspects of preparing for the interviews arc outlined helow.

Background and training

Oral history texts were consulted for intervicw technique (Thompson 1988; Jamicson
1992; Robertson 1996). Two workshops were also attended. The Battye Library Oral
History Unit held a one day workshop to teach the basics of the oral history technigue,
and a river restoration workshop run by the Water and River Commission was attcnded
for several days to gather information about the theory and practice of river restoration,

as background for framing the interview questions.

Pilot interviews

Pilot interviews were an essential component of the preparation with the aim being to:

Test the introductory letter and Statement of Disclosure and Consent Form

prepared in accordance with the University’s ethical requirements (see below).

o Practice explaining the project to participants, aimed at putting them at ease about
the interview process and ensuring the purpose and focus of the interview was

understood.

e Develop skills in oral history interviewing, including competence managing the

recording equipment, note-taking and the physical arrangement of the interview.

o Test the study’s interview method, principally the type, phraseology and sequence

of questions.

To maximise the value of the pilot interviews it was necessary to test as far as possible
the sampling strategy intended for the case study (i.e. purposeful sampling, see below).

As I expected to be interviewing members of the same family, and females and males
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in the case study, this was reflected in the selection of pilot interviewees. | set the
minimum age at 40 ycars in order to capturc information about the delayed cffects of
wide-spread clcaring and increased agricultural inputs (e.g. superphosphatc) in this

rcgion in the 1950s-60s.

Acting on the advice of landcarc workcrs and river restorationists, four farmers from a
similar biogeographical region to the Tone River, ranging in age from 43 to 94 yrs,
were contacted and agreed to participate. The farmers, a husband and wifc, and father
and son, were located in the Blackwood River catchment, east of Boyup Brook and
west of Duranillin. The couple lived on the Blackwood River floodplain and the father

and son farmed along a minor tributary. The interviews took place over two days.

Numerous valuable lessons described in the literature were experienced first-hand.
These included the negative impact of a microphone on the interviewee’s confidence
to speak uninhibited; the challenge of managing the physical arrangement of an
interview in a house with more than one occupant and various noisy appliances; and
the difficulty of juggling note-taking, maintaining eye-contact, listening, questioning,
and operating the recording equipment. On the other hand, people’s generous

hospitality (scones and cream!) and willingness to participate were memorable.

One issue that I examined from a sampling strategy perspective was the significance of
the type of interaction interviewees had with the river/stream, and the level of
information they could impart. For example, whether they had played there as
children, or moved to the farm as a young adult, with the priority of establishing the
farm and a family. In a comparison of the interviews of the farmer who had lived
adjacent to the river all his life and the farmer who moved to a farm on the tributary in

his mid-twenties, the former seemed to produce richer memories. This may have also
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been duc to the river being a greater recreational draw-card than the tributary.
Converscly, another comparison involving the married couple indicated that the later
arrival of onc of the interviewees to the farmn did not scem to be a factor. The female
intervicwee had moved to the farm after marriage, but the proximity of tbe house to the
river (approx. 150m) and the frequency of river visits for a varicty of recreational
activities, meant that although her memories covered a shorter period of time than her
husband, who grew up there, she was able to give as dctailed description of many
aspects of the river and its history. Also, as both interviewees were aged over 80 yrs,
their recollections included the period of major visible decline in the river system,
These two interviews did highlight the difference between the naturally talkative and
the more reticent interviewee. In short, no ready formula existed to apply to the
selection of people to achieve the requisite level of detail. This confirmed the
importance of conducting pre-interview discussions with potential interviewees for the

case study.

The interview method was reviewed after the first day of pilot interviews. The use of
fairly specific questions about the biophysical environment of the river/stream on their
property, and reference materials (e.g. an A3 sheet of aquatic macro-invertebrate
illustrations) to act as prompts and assist with species identification, was found to be
problematic. The use of reference materials and specific questions, as well as follow-
vp questions, seemingly inhibited people’s willingness to relax and recall. Moreover,
interviewees appeared to feel the pressure to identify an animal from the species
matérials even when they were expressing uncertainty. Sanders (1991) appeared to use
this approach successfully, but this may have reflected her greater zoological

experience and the fact that a number of her interviewees were keen naturalists.
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Two related factors contributed to a decision to change the structure of the interview:
my relative incxperience as an oral historian and my relative lack of expertise in
riverine ecology. The emphasis in the roles needed to change from me as ‘cxaminer’
to the interviewee as ‘story-teller’. With two of the interviewees in particular, the
rationale for this change in approach was clear. As farmers they had experienced and
interacted with the river not as river restorationists or scientific experts, but through
child’s play, as well as activities such as fishing, boating, marroning partics and
watering stock, and as flood escapees and keen observers. By allowing them to
remember the river in their own words 1 was able to then examine their story for what
restoration ecology might find useful. According to Patton (1990:24) open-ended
questions lend themselves to this approach because the responses “permit one to
understand the world as seen by the respondents . . . . without predetermining those
points of view through prior selection of questionnaire categories,” In light of these
arguments, the interview questions were pared and worded to encourage participants to

relate their observations and experience of the river.

The introductory letter and Disclosure and Consent Form were found to be
satisfactory. Each interviewee was asked at the end of the interview whether they had
any comments on the conduct of the interview itself, but people mostly expressed a
nervous apology about their own performance rather than evaluate mine. In all, the
pilot interviews were an invaluable leaming experience. Thank you letters were sent

to each participant.

3.1.3 Sampling strategy

Sample size and selection criteria

Due to the time constraints of the project, the number of case study interviews was

initially set at four to six. The main limiting factor was the time required transcribing,
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coding and analysing the interviews. The technique of purposeful sampling was used
to sclect the interviewees, The selection was achieved using a criterion-sampling
strategy to identify participants meeting pre-determined criteria of importance (Patton

1990:176). The criteria were:
1. Recommended by local community members, including other interviewees.

2. Most interviewees to be at least 60 years of age. This would cnsure a sufficient
number of recollections dating to the pertod just before the commencement of

extensive clearing in the post World War II period.

3. Information-rich recollections of their experiences of the upper Tone River system
dating from their childhood. The aim was to guarantee that reference conditions'®

and biophysical changes could be described.

4. Overlapping recollections of river sections, such as particular pools, The purpose
of this criterion was to assist the cross-interview corroboration of the interview

material.

In relation to Criterion One, my first source of recommendations was my father, who
has been farming in the study area for nearly 50 years and worked closely with the
local farmers as a member of the volunteer fire-brigade during the main period of
extensive clearing in the upper Tone River catchment, Criterion Three involved
contacting people recommended to me as potential interviewees (Criterion One) and

either visiting or speaking with them by telephone to ascertain whether they would

16 Reference condition in this context refers to establishing the condition of the area at the
time of the earliest available recollections. Clearly, with small-scale clearing commencing late
last century this was not an undisturbed environment. Recollections of a ‘pristine’ river
system are no longer within living memory. Discussion in Chapter Two explored the difficulty
of determining reference and baseline conditions.
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provide an information-rich intervicw. To make this assessment [ asked qguestions

about the type and extent of their interaction with the river and/or its major tributaries

over their life. Based on my cexperiences in the pilot study, my preference was to

spcak with potential interviewees in person, rather than by telephone, but this was not

always possible or nccessary. During the sclection process a list of 20 potential

interviewees was identified and then reduced to nine. In the end seven oral histories

were recorded and used in the study. The sclection process is outlined below with the

number of potential interviewees at each stage provided in square brackets:

1.

A list of 20 potential interviewees was developed, consisting of eight females and
12 males. A number of other people who were said to have been ideal for the

exercise had died in the previous five years or so. [20 potential interviewees].

Six were spoken with in person and of these, four were selected. Two provided
useful background information but did not met the criterion of information rich

recollections. [4 short-listed].

Seven were spoken with by telephone. Of these, two were visiting family locally
for a short period, and one was very busy but willing to participate. All three gave
every indication that an information-rich interview would be forthcoming, as did a
further three potential interviewees spoken with by telephone. The remaining
candidate, a former bulldozer driver in the local area, felt that he lacked sufficient

experience and knowledge of the study area to be of assistance. [6 short-listed).

For the following reasons none of the remaining seven potential interviewees were

selected:

a) One person was in hospital and unavailable due to illness.



6o

b) Onc person lived outside the arca and was not contacied due to time constraints

tor travel.

¢) In light of the fact that 10 had been short-listed it was felt that the information
basc of the remaining five would not be greater than those already identificd

due to their younger age and/or level of contact with the river.

5. The list of ten potential intervicwees was reduced to ninc due to the time
constraints of the project. The remaining nine (thrce females and six males) were
interviewed. The final number of transcripts was reduced to seven by the
withdrawal of one of the female interviewees, and by my decision not to use one of
the remaining eight interviews'’ because it would have required extending the
study area downstream. Furthermore, I was by this stage particularly conscious of

the amrount of time needed to transcribe the other interviews.

The final list of interviewees, together with salient biographical details, is presented in
Table 3.1. The interviewees are also shown in Plate 1. The location of each

interviewee’s home in relation to the Tone River is shown in Figure 3.1.

17 Thad informed this participant prior to the interview that his interview might not be used in
the study due to time constraints, but that it would be submitted to the Oral History Unit at the
Battye Library (see below), along with the other interviews. I decided to proceed with the
interview despite the uncertainty because the interviewee had extensive knowledge and
experience of the river, and as he now lives in a remote centre, the opportunity would not be
repeated readily. The interview played no other role in this thesis.



Table 3.1: Participant biographical details

70

Name Year of Farm residence | Period of carliest Continuous
birth (sce Figure 3.1) recollections residence in upper
Tone catchment
L. P. (Mick) Lee FO11 (88yr.) | Mylerup Childhood Yes
Christopher Owen 1934 (65yr.) | Mininiup Childhood Yes
Michael Fryer- 1931 (68 yr.} | Keston Vale 1940s - 19505 Yes
Smith
Diana Mathew {nee | 1934 (65 yr.) | Woodenup Childhood No, but ongoing
Hubbe) contact maintained
Helen Young (nee 1937 (62 yr.) { Woodenup Childhood, 1946+ Yes
Hubbe)
David Ryall 1929 (70 yr,) | Kelvin Childhood No, but retired
nearby
William Harvey 1945 (54 yr.) | Glentone Childhood Yes

The application of the sampling strategy worked reasonably well. The major limiting

factor was the time constraint of the project. Consideration was given to the issue of

gender balance in the sample, and an effort was made to include males and females in

the sample. However, primary importance was placed on finding participants who had

a lengthy association with the river from the time it was in a relatively healthy

condition to the present. It was more difficult to locate women who met this criterion

because they had generally left the family farm where they grew-up when they reached

adulthood, whereas the sons tended to stay on. In hindsight, the type of interaction of

females and males with the river varied significantly, with the latter using the river

more intensively for fishing, hunting and swimming. This factor should be taken into

account in future sampling strategies.




INTERVIEWEES
from the Upper Tone

Michael Fryer-Smith
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Preliminary interviews

Some of the rcasons for conducting a preliminary intervicw were raised in the
discussion of the pilot interviews. First, in keeping with the sampling strategy, [ did
not want to cotmnit to an interview until I had established that the person would
provide an information-rich account. Robertson (1996:11) notes that a preliminary
interview can be used as a screcning cxercisc, and also provides a valuable opportunity
for both interviewer and interviewee to prepare for the intervicw. [ found the
preliminary interview to be a valuable means of gauging the person’s level of
knowledge and interest in the topic, as well as establishing rapport. Secondly,
interviewees were being asked to agree to be mentioned by name in the study and at
the same time have the reliability and validity of their recollections scrutinised. Hence
it was necessary to try to meet with potential interviewees to explain the introductory
letter and consent form (Appendix 1). [ presented a personally addressed letter with
the Statement of Disclosure and Consent Form towards the end of the meeting, after 1
had confirmed in my own mind the suitability of the interviewee for the task. For

those pre-interviews conducted by telephone, a copy of the form was faxed or posted.

An environmental oral historian (A. Sanders, pers. comm. 19/6/98) raised the problem
of the interviewee providing valuable information in the preliminary interview and,
knowing that the information had already been given, not providing it so readily and
spontaneously in the recorded interview. [ tried to minimise this problem by asking
only essential questions to ascertain whether the person would provide an informative
interview. The responses almost invariably included information that T would want to
record and, in keeping with Robertson’s recommendation (1996:11), 1 asked the person

to raise it at the interview.
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Care also had to be taken when speaking with pcople on a preliminary basis because it
was important to not underminc the integrity of the triangulation process. This could
have occurred il people had felt encouraged to consult sources of information that 1
would later use for corroboration. Nevertheless, it was not possible to prevent an
intervicwee from consulting these sources. The approach I took was to state in the
introductory letter that [ was interested in their recollections and that they did not need
to prepare for the interview. At the same time ethical considerations roavired that I
also make it clear that people’s interviews would be examined for reliability and

validity.

3.1.4 Interview method

Oral history literature, soeial researchers and environmental oral historians offer
valuable insights into different interview methods. The Oral History Association
(Robertson 1996:42) emphasises a number of points regarding interview method,

including the need for:

¢ open-ended questions, “so that interviewees are invited to provide information, to

tell a story, to give details and to keep talking”

¢ neutral, as opposed to leading questions, to reduce the potential for bias in the

response
o follow-up questions, to avoid a superficial interview

o limiting the role of closed questions to establishing specific information such as

dates.

Thompson (1988:198) discusses the spectrum of interview approach from a tightly

structured and constraining questionnaire to a completely free-flowing interview.
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While oral historians tend to avoid the rormer because they obscure rather than reveal
sources of bias, which can be critical to understanding what is being said, the
completely free-flowing interview “cannot cxist” (Thompson 1988:199). It is
considered impossible to avoid shaping what is said in an interview, just through
setting up the context, explaining the purposc and asking thc initial question. Lance
(1984:120) also notes the questionnaire approach suffers from a lack of flexibility to
accommodate “the unexpected and valuable twists and turns of an informant’s
memory; and ... [it] can become an obstacle to achieving the natural and spontaneous

dialogue that is the aim of most oral historians.”

It is apparent that oral historians seek some kind of compromise between these two
extremes. Lance (1984:120) refers to lists of topics providing “useful guidelines for
interviewers to work to.” A similar approach was taken by Sanders {1991:2), who
prepared an ‘interview outline’ and found that “flexibility was necessary because
topics were often not covered in sequence and each person provided different

information depending on their own field of knowledge and special interests.”

Noting that “memory is a treacherous thing”, Friedlander (1984:139) argues “the
necessity for cross-examination, digging for details, and even confronting an
interviewee with contradictory evidence, is critical.” Similarly, Moss (1984:98) claims
it “is the deliberate interview that makes oral history unique as a historical source” and
therefore in evaluating the content of an interview, it is necessary to ask, “Is the
interview a thorough one? Does it cover all possible relevant themes? Are all topics
probed in depth for detail, amplification, and appreciation?” The rationale for this type
of rigour is the need to establish the “highest standards of evidentiary value” in order

to ensure that oral history “can make an important contribution to history” (Moss
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1984:101). Another perspective, but with a similar emphasis on follow-up questions,
is offered by Smith (1991:394).
“The interviewer must ask questions that fa] future audience will want answered.
This means that the oral history depends heavily on probes: Who? What? When?
How? Why? It depends also on numerous cues. The interviewer must juggle the

innumerable facts, clues, and references that the narrator makes o add specifying
dates, places, and actors. Props are essential to jarving long-term memary.”

A seemingly different approach is presented by Roberts and Sainty (1997:28) in their
study of oral histories of the Lachlan River. They note that the use of specific
questions, including a structured form such as a set questionnaire, is one way to obtain
anecdotal information where the topic is well defined. However, Roberts and Sainty
(1997:28) argue that such an approach has “an element of self-determinism™:

Specific questions and a well-defined topic suggest that the rescarch questions

have already been framed. In contrast, an open approach was used in this project.

The original intention was to construct an ecological history of the river as an

extensive landscape feature, with no a priori'® assumptions as to what information

might be forthcoming. However the range of topics was potentially so wide that a
prompt-list of topics, rather than questions, was used.

Roberts and Sainty (1997:10) do not indicate the extent of follow-up questions or
prompting, although they do state that points requiring elarification were noted by the
interviewer and “a checklist of sub-topics ... was maintained by the interviewer as a
fallback, serving as a list of prompts for direct questions.” It is clear from the
transcripts of interviews conducted by Sanders (1991) that her use of the ‘interview
outline’, noted earlier, was supplemented by specific follow-up questions to achieve

greater detail and clarification.

In the present study of the upper Tone River, the final interview method adopted most
closely resembles the Roberts and Sainty approach of “no a priori assumptions”.

Initially a quite detailed set of questions was prepared relating to people’s earliest

18 Meaning “from the first”; knowable before experience, or independently of experience.
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recollections of ccological attributes such as riparian vegetation, fauna and water

quality. However, it was decided to encourage a more narrative style of interview by

avoiding as far as possible asking questions of clarification and prompting

interviewees, or using reference aids. This was done for the following rcasons:

L.

To give intcrviewces the opportunity to decide themselves what was significant or
memorable about the river system rather than asking specific questions about
attributes and issues that might be important to the restoration ecologist. This is
necessary in order to ensure the value of the recollections as a source of goals and
endpoints of most relevance and importance to [ocal people, and therefore the

greatest source of motivation to participate in restoration activities.

. To maximise the potential for presentation of unexpected pieces of information

through encouraging interviewees to tell their story without too much direction by

the interviewer.

. To keep the interview open to the type of information that future restoration

projects may wish to draw on. We don’t know now what historical information
could br ‘mportant in the future. While analysis of the potential usefulness of the
interviews to ecological restoration in this study involves the application of a set of
criteria, or ecosystem aftributes, the full interview remains available for future

restorationists to consult and use selectively according to a new set of criteria.

. To avoid compromising the study’s triangulation exercises through the use of

reference materials (e.g. spectes reference books or aerial photographs) to prompt
or clarify, as the same materials might be needed to corroborate what the

participant said during the interview.
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Additionally, the use of these materials might also be akin to a lcading question.
On the other hand, it can also be argued (A. Sanders pers. comm. 12/11/98) that
these materials can be used in a way which minimises this risk. For example, using
a bird book to help with species identification can be done by letting the participant
find the species they recognise. Also, Sanders (pers. comm. 12/11/98) found that
the animals described by interviewees “don’t cxist in the universe” — it is very hard
to describe clearly even an animal that is well known. Finally, it could also be
argued that there is no better time to do one instance of corroboration than during
the interview as long as the interviewer has the requisite knowledge and skills to
perform the corroboration ‘on the spot’. My experience in this regard was dealt

with in the discussion of pilot interviews above.

The approach advocated by Friedlander (1984) and Moss (1984), outlined earlier,
assumes that people’s recollections should be scrutinised in order to establish their
legitimacy as pieces of historical information, whereas the approach taken here allows
people to tell their story without being subject to cross-examination and confronted

with inconsistencies, and prompts.

Open-questions with minimal follow-up and prompting therefore form the basis of the
interview method adopted in this study. The approach can be described as semi-
structured and focused (Sarantakos 1993:253). It seeks a balance between free and
open discussion, in which I guided, rather than led and restricted the interviewee, while
maintaining sufficient focus on the topic of the river system. I was seeking a series of
information-rich and inter-related narratives, collected from people sharing a social

and physical setting.
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3.1.5 Procedure

Equipment and tape processing

A good quality tape recorder was hired from the Battye Library Oral History Unit.
Efforts to maximise recording quality included using good quality, 60 minute tapcs,
placing a mouse pad under the microphones to reduce vibration, and testing the
equipment before each interview. Tapes were labelled and spaced to leave room for an
introduction to be recorded before submission to the Battye Library. A separate tape

was used for each interview. The tapes were stored in a cool, dry place for protection.

Interviewing

All interviews were recorded at the interviewee’s house or the house of a relative.
Interviewees were generally a little nervous and keen to make a start. My first task
was to set up the equipment in a quiet part of the house where interruptions would be
minimal, and ask the person if they would be happy for their photograph to be taken.
After a brief reminder of the purpose of the interview and giving interviewee’s the
opportunity to ask questions, I collected the signed Statement Disclosure and Consent
Form and commenced the interview. The interviews were limited to between 40 to 50
minutes because of time needed to transcribe tapes and the desire to maximise the size
of the interview sample in the time available. After the main interview was finished, I
kept the equipment set up in the event that other memories came to mind. Finally, the
interviewee was asked if s/he or another family member had kept a diary which might
contain references to the river. [ also asked if I could see any old photographs or other

relevant historical documents.

Effort was made to ask similar questions across the interviews to assist with cross-
interview corroboration. However, the order of questions was flexible, apart from

orientation questions at the commencement of the interview. Some specific questions
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were asked in recognition of an intervicwee’s particular association with the river (c.g.
Ryall’s hunting expericnces along the river). A sample of the type of questions asked
during the interview is shown in Box 2. A full list of questions is given in Appendix 3

and the interview transcripts'”.

Box 2
Interview questions
Interview with L.P. (Mick) Lee, 26 November 1998

Would you please tell me your name and date of birth?
You were bom in Katanning, can you tell me where you have lived since then?
What have been your occupations since leaving school?
Could you tell me about the development of this farm and other farms nearby?
What can you recall about the development of the land close to the Murrin Brook?
. Asa child, what kind of things did you do down at Murrin Brook?
. What other stories can you tell me about your experien:es of the Murrin Brook?

Thinking back to your earliest memories of the Murrin Brook, can you describe what you
could see?

. What was the Murrin Brook being used for in your lifetime?
When did people stop using the Murrin Brook for watering stock?
How would you describe the water in Murrin Brook during your early days?
You have described what the vegetation along Murrin Brook used to look like, can you tell
me what sort of changes you noticed in the vegetation over the years?

. You have mentioned before the sound of the frogs, are there other noises or sounds that
you used to associate with the Murrin Brook?
What other different animals did you use to see along or close to the river, along Murrin
Brook, and also in Murrin Brook?

You have mentioned the decline in frog numbers, are there other changes that you have
noticed in the types or abundance of animals along the Murrin Brook?
How did you feel about Murrin Brook in your early days here?
[In response to Lee querying the previous question: Was there something about Murrin
Brook that was special to you when you were a young person?]

. What are the most striking memories that you have of that part of the Murrin Brook that
you’re most familiar with?

. Is there anything else you would like to tell me about the early days of your experiences of
Murrin Brook?
[{n response to information provided by Lee during a rest period: Can you tell me about

some of the big old trees that used to be near the creeks on the farm? Were there big trees
like that further up the valley, further up Murrin Brook?]

19 The transcripts and interview tapes are available at the Battye Library, Alexander Library
Building, Perth Cultural Centre, 6000.
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Some interviewecs (e.g. Fryer-Smith and Mathew) also provided information about the
river downstream of the study arca. This information was not included in the analysis

unless it also shed light on the study area,

Despite the interview mcethod aiming to guide rather than Icad the interview, a majority
of interviewees found it difficult or awkward to spcak at length about their memories,

and asked or gesturcd for me to ask the next question.

Transcription process

I prepared all the transcripts personally to familiarise myself with the content for the
purpose of data analysis. A transcription machine and word processor were used and
each five minutes of interview took between 20 to 35 minutes to transcribe. In
addition, each tape was checked three times until transcribed verbatim. Where I was

still uncertain about the wording, third party assistance was sought.

Reviewing transcripis

Guidelines for editing transcripts were obtained from tﬁe Battye Library Oral History
Unit (n.d.). These guidelines take a somewhat different approach to Patton
(1990:379), who contends that transcripts used in qualitative research should be strictly
verbatim. In the context of this study, where people are identified by name and their
interviews will be lodged at the Battye Library (subject to the interviewee’s consent),
found the Oral History Unit’s position compelling:

The aim is to produce a verbatim transcript and therefore the document should be
practically as spoken. However, people are inclined to think they talk as they write
and are often most unhappy when their speech appears in print. Therefore a few
deviations from strictly verbatim transcribing can help make the document more
acceptable to informants, and save making people look like fools when they are
not. The variations to strictly verbatim transcribing which follow, do not alter the
historic content of the document in any way (Battye Library Oral History Unit
n.d.).
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My interpretation of the Oral History Unit’s guidclines, and subsequent minor
adjustments to the transcripts, were included in “Notcs for Interviewees Reviewing
Transcripts”, which I prepared and sent to tbe interviewees along with a cover letter
and the draft transcript. On rcading the transcript almost all interviewees expressed
some disappointment at how they ‘sounded on paper’, and | anticipate their
disappointment would have been greater without the use of the Oral History Unit’s
guidelines. The use of the guidelines included removing irrelevant false starts to
sentences, reducing the level of frequent and irrelevant repetitions (e.g. ‘you know’
and ‘sort of’), and attending to long sentences. Interviewees received a copy of the
draft transcript and other material with a reply paid envelope, followed by a telephone
call to answer any queries. All draft transcripts were returned and only two contained
minor corrections. Changes from the original interview are shown in bold type and

square brackets identify additions not on the original interview tape.

The notes on reviewing the draft transcript asked interviewees to include a note
explaining the reason for making a change to the substance of the interview. The
purpose of the request was to ensure I was aware of any new information that may

affect the corroboration of the recollections.

Ethics
The University’s Committee for the Conduct of Ethical Research granted approval for

this study. In accordance with the requirements of the Committee, a Statement of
Disclosure and Informed Consent Form (Appendix 1) was prepared for signature by an
interviewee prior to the interview commencing. The statement alerted interviewees to

two principal issues:
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s Subject to an intervicwee's consent, their involvement in the study would not be
confidential and their name would be published in the thesis in association with

their interview transcript.

e The rccollections contained in the transcripts would be cross-checked with the

recollections of other interviewees and other information sources.

The consent form permitted the identification of the interviewee and the publication of

the interview in the thesis.

3.2  Data analysis

3.2.1 Overview

The data used in this study were the words and phrases contained in the seven oral
histories. Word or text-based data analysis is typically the grist of qualitative research.
The study’s aim and research questions required that the recollections be interpreted,
especially in light of the need to place lay observations in an ecological restoration
context. Furthermore, sometimes these recollections were couched in terms that
acquired relevance to the study’s categories of ecosystem attributes only when an
inference was drawn (e.g. white-water canoeing implied that no large woody debris
obstructed the river). This qualitative (interpretive) approach was supplemented by
simple descriptive statistics for a number of analyses of the interviews. A largely
quantitative analysis was undertaken of the independent evaluation of the interviews

by a group of scientists.

In keeping with the aims of the study — to evaluate the reliability, validity and
usefulness of oral histories to restoration ecology — the following analyses were

conducted:
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Asscssing the usefulness of the recollections to restoration ecology by examining

the interviews for information that:

a) Was pertinent to ccological restoration, according to the five environmental
attributes identified in Table 2.2, row 1 (riparian vegetation, riverine habitat
structure, riverine fauna, water quality and ecosystem functions and ecological
processes). The intcrviewer’s role in relation to the relative amount of

information collected was reviewed as a part of this analysis.

b) Meets the uses of historical information in the restoration process identified in

Table 2.2, rows 1-3, respectively:

1) establishing reference condition and change in condition to help determine

restoration potential;

ii) identifying degrading and restorative processes that need to be addressed in

ecological restoration and environmental management prescriptions; and

iii) assisting restoration planning, including setting goals and end-points.

. Assessing the reliability of the recollections extracted under 1(a) above by

checking for internal consistency in the interviews.

Assessing the validity, or factual accuracy, of the recollections by:

a) Inviting four scientists with relevant expertise to evaluate the recollections to
determine whether they are sufficiently clear and detailed to enable their factual

basis to be investigated using other information sources.
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b) Determining the extent of corroboration of the recollections across the seven

intervicws.

¢) Performing a number of triangulation exercises using other information

sources, which built on the results of 3(b) above.

These differcnt analyses enhance the validity and reliability of the study’s findings by
providing a “within method” trianguiation (see section 2.3). The multiple strategies

employed to examine the oral histories were:

1. Data triangulation, using cross-interview analysis and triangulation exercises.

2. Independent evaluation of the interview material by scientists for its capacity to be

corroborated.

3.2.2 Application of the oral histories to ecological restoration

Chapter Two, section 2.1, concluded with a classification of the uses of historical
information in the restoration process, and a list of five environmental attributes that
guide the type of historical information needed to fulfill these uses (see Table 2.2).
This classification provided the conceptual framework for evaluating the usefulness of

the oral histories.

Content analysis: five ecosystem attributes

Patton (1990:381) describes content analysis as the “process of identifying, coding,
and categorizing the primary patterns in the data. This means analyzing the content of
interviews and observations.” In this study each interview was coded according to
four of the ecosystem attributes identified in section 2.1: riparian vegetation, riverine
habitat structure, riverine fauna and water quality. The coding extended to the detailed

categories of each of these attributes (e.g. the composition, structure and pattern of
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riparian vegetation). Pertinent recollections in the full transcript of cach interview
were extracted as phrases or sentences, and then tabulated and analysed using
descriptive, qualitative measures and frequency data. Where possible, the context of
the observations has been included. For example, with Ryall’s (L.79) recollection of
seeing the “odd Night Heron” I also extracted his observation that “you didn’t see
them because ... they only hunted at night, and they were probabiy somcthing that
frightened me most in my life was their night time call ... it sounded like a woman
being murdered or throttled.” Details of this kind — a description of the bird’s call —

would make triangulation more achievable, as it provides vital taxonomic clues.

As discussed in Chapter 2, the fifth attribute — ecosystem functions and ecological
processes — was treated separately. Ecosystem functions and ecological processes do
not lend themselves readily to being abstracted and quantified. Being the interactive
aspects of complex ecosystems they require a more holistic context and appraisal. By
comparison the other four attributes can be treated more easily as ecosystem

components.

A questionnaire-style interview lends itself to conversion to frequency data (Roberts
and Sainty 1997:28), but it does mean that the interviewee is constrained by the
interviewer’s phraseology, which may be unfamiliar. Opting for the open-question
approach places greater onus on the interviewer to interpret the response rather than
the interviewee having to interpret the question. In this study, a series of cues, mostly
in relation to water quality, were used to assist with the interpretation of the
recollections, including the identification of inferences about ecosystem attributes.
These cues and inferences are spelt out in the qualitative analysis of the interviews in

section 4.1.1.
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The interviewer’s role

As noted in Chapter Two, the interviewer is generally considered to play a significant

role in determining the content of an oral history interview. Moss (1984:97) argucs
Although the interviewer may seek to be objective and unobtrusive, he [sic] must
inevitably play a dynamic role in the creation of the interview record, and the way

he plays his role often determines not only the tone and character of the record
produced but also the substance of the record content.

As part of analysing the usefulness of information provided by the oral histories,
consideration of the potential for bias in the record due to the influence of the
interviewer is required. Bias of this type is expected to be minor in this study because
the interview method was designed to give the interviewee a relatively unfettered
position in the interview. To examine my influence, the interview questions that
yielded information about the four environmental attributes (components) were
tabulated and categorised according to my judgement {another potential source of
bias!) about whether the question was referring directly or by clear inference to one or
more of the environmental attributes. If no direct or clearly inferred connection could

be drawn, the question was coded as “non-specific”.

Application of historical information in the restoration process

The interviews-were assessed for information regarding three of the uses of historical
information identified in Table 2.2: determining restoration potential, identifying
degrading and restorative processes, and defining restoration goals and end-points,
Assessment of the relevance of the historical information to these uses incorporated the

following steps:

1. Recollections extracted from the interviews for the four component-based
attributes (discussed above; see Appendix 2 also) were further categorised

according to:
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a) Refercnce condition: comprising an intcrviewee’s earlicst recollcctions of pre-
disturbancc and disturbed condition. The latter was associated primarily with
agricultural expansion. This information has been shown in normal type in the

tables.

b) Changes in condition: interviewcc’s rccollections of the changes in the
condition of these ecosystem attributes (e.g. land and water salinisation,

samphire spread). This information has been shown in italic in the tables,

Categorisation of the data in this manner permitted an assessment of the extent
to which the recollections established the original condition of the riverine
system and traced the history of changes in land use and the system. This
assessment also considered the value of the recollections in the context of two
other information sources: other documented historical records (e.g. aerial
photographs, scientific records and state archives), and inference based on the

present day condition (e.g. remnant riparian vegetation and soil type).

2. Instances of a perceived correlation between a degrading or restorative process and

3.

a change in the environmental attributes were identified.

The interviews were analysed for information that might serve as goals or end-
points for restoration planning. In part the interviews can be vicwed as expressions
of the (former) utilitarian values of the Tone River. In the discussion of results

(section 4.1.3), I draw the connection between end-points and utilitarian values.



88

3.2.3 Evaluating reliability and validity

Independent evaluation by scienlists

An indicative and independcnt assessment was sought of the recollcction’s
corroborative potential, relating to the four ecosystem attributes listed in Appendices
2.1 to 2.4. Given that the ‘target audience’ for the oral historics is thc scientific
community, principally restoration ecologists, part of the significance of this analysis
lies in the fact that scientists with extensive, relevant expertise took the opportunity to
evaluate the recollections. This analysis also strengthens the study because it involves
a third party, which helps to counter bias that may result from my rolc as both

interviewer and analyst.

The purpose of the evaluation of the recollections by scientists was to get an
independent and indicative measure of the ‘verifiability’ of the recollections, the extent
to which clarification was required before corroboration could be sought, and whether
a recollection could not be evaluated because of its subjective character. In addition,
the scientists were asked to classify the potential corroborative sources of information

(e.g. photographic interpretation, state archives, and scientific lterature).

The scientists invited to participate in the evaluation were selected on the basis of their

expertise in one or more of the following scientific fields:
e restoration ecology or river restoration

e botany of the south-west region

s ¢cology of inland aquatic systems

e hydrology, water quality and water rnanagement of inland systerms.
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The scicntists participating in thc evaluation werc Dr Pcter M. Davics, Dr Richard
George, Dr Richard Hobbs and Dr Lukc Pen. Their identity has not bcen revealed in

the analysis of their respective evaluations.

To perform their independent evaluation of the oral histories, the scientists were
provided with two coding systems. They were asked to apply the codes to the
information in the four tables of ecosystem attributes (Appendices 2.1 to 2.4} in

response to the following two questions:

1. Is the recollection sufficiently clear and detailed to enable its credibility (i.e.

factual basis) to be investigated using other information sources?
Codes

Investigation can proceed

I The factual basis of the recollection can be investigated because its
content is sufficiently clear and detailed.

Indeterminate

CR  Clarification of thc recollection is required by the interviewee. This
could apply to the need for greater detail to be provided about a general
recollection, or to establish the factual content of a seemingly subjective
recollection.

NI  No scope for investigation because of the subjective nature of the
rccollection.

2, If investigation of the credibility (i.e. factual basis) of a recollection can proceed

(“I"), what information sources would you use?
Codes

Expert and offictal sources of biophysical information

EO  Expert opinion. Experience and knowledge acquired by scientists and
practitioners but not available in published literature. An example of
the acceptance and status of (unpublished) expert opinion is the
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admission of cxpert cvidence in court through cross-cxamination or by
affidavit. A visit to the site by an expert is included in this category.

P Palacoecological evidence such as palaeochannels, pollen and
sediments (evidence pre-dating European colonisation).

PM  Acrial photographic interpretation and recent topographic mapping.

SA  State archives, including explorer journals, land surveyor notebooks and
sketch maps, and other historic maps.

SL Published scientific literature.

SR  Scientific records and databases, including flora and fauna survey
material, and hydrological, climatic, museum and herbarium records
held by a range of government agencies and academic institutions
(evidence since European colonisation).

Other Please specify.

Community and local sources of biophysical information

CA  Community archival material, including other local oral histories,
photographs, diaries, land management records of landholders (e.g.
fertiliser application records), and records of community organisations
(e.g. clearing and fire records of local volunteer fire brigades, and
primary reference material held by local historical societies). Published
local histories could be a useful secondary source of corroborative
information.

Categorisation of these potential sources of corroboration was guided by a review of
environmental studies employing historical information. Three major categories of
“evidence relating to environmental change in river systems in post-European
Australia” have been identified by Finlayson and Brizga (1995:180):

1. An oral tradition which includes local knowledge of specific examples of
environmental change,;

2. Documentary records, ranging from written descriptions to maps, survey data
and photographs;

3. Evidence of environmental change imprinted in the landscape itself, such as in
palaeochannels, pollen and sediments.

Further classification of Finlayson and Brizga’s second category of documentary
records was required for this study because it wasn’t sufficiently descriptive.
Guidanee was provided by Hooke and Kain (1982) and White and Walker (1997:339),

as well as a number of studies of environmental change using oral evidence and other
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types of historical records. For example, Beecham et al (1998:25) describe the use of
sketches prepared by land surveyors over the period 1910-1938 to help determine the
pre-European vegetation in the Dongolocking arca, and an carlier study by Jeans
(1978) also found that surveyor records dating from last century assisted the mapping
of vegetation of NSW prior to European settlement. For an historical vegetation
reconstruction of Tasmania’s Midlands, Fensham'’s (1989) sources included surveyor
charts and notebooks from last century, the descriptions of carly traveller’s, and
paintings. In other studies, Eyles (1977b) used acrial photographic interpretation to
help determine changes in the rate of channel incision in farmland in NSW, and also
the journals of explorers and prospeective settlers, surveyor records, and nineteenth
century field descriptions by scientists to assess changes in drainage networks in the
Southern Tablelands of NSW since 1820 (Eyles 1997a). In recent work to discover the
pre-European attributes of creeks in north-east Victoria, researchers used “ex.plorers’
diaries, historical maps and field notes and land selection files” (Davis 1998:4), A
study by Reznick and Baxter (1994) evaluated old field notes and museum collections
as a means of reconstructing past tropical stream fish communities, and Main (1990)
examined museum collections of a frog and spider species to map their former
distribution, and using knowledge of their biology, to make extrapolations about what

the “now modified habitats were like”.

After the scientists had indicated their willingness to participate in the evaluation of the
recollections, they were provided with a kit of information including the coding system
set out above, a map and interviewee’s biographical details, and other background

~ material on the project.
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Assessing reliability within interviews

Reliability, as applied to this study, is a mecasure of the consistency within an
interviewee’s recollections (see section 2.2.2). During the process of content analysis,
including the coding, extraction and tabulating of relevant phrases, each interviewee’s
recollections were examined for internal consistency. The type of interview method
used in this study, where there was little probing or prompting, and the absence of a
follow-up interview, meant there were few opportunities to clarify and potentially

resolve any inconsistencies with an interviewee,

To avoid duplication of material and discussion, I have included the results of the

analysis of reliability within the results of the cross-interview analysis (see below).

Examining validity through cross-interview analysis

In the cross-interview analysis, validity refers to the degree of conformity between an
interviewee’s account of the biophysical environment and other interviewees’
recollections of the same. The validity of these recollections has also been assessed
against other information sources in the triangulation exercises. The approach taken
here has been described by Vansina (1965:43) in relation to testing the “failure of
memory” in oral traditions:

It is usually easy to evaluate the effects of failure of memory if one has at one’s

disposal several testimonies belonging to the same tradition. It is enough to

observe the extent of variation between the various versions recorded to arrive at

an accurate assessment, This applies ... also to free texts, in which the general
contents can be compared.

Recollections about reference conditions and environmental change for the designated
environmental attributes were examined for corroboration across the seven interviews.
| The presentation of the recoliections in tabular form, ordered by interviewee, river
section and ecosystem attribute (see Appendices 2.1 to 2.4) assisted with the

identification of conformity and inconsistencies between the interviews. From these
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tables the shared characteristics of recollections from two or more different
interviewees were extracted and recorded under the heading “Type of matched
recollection”. For example, an interviewee’s recollection of “rushes and things like
that along the edges™ was matched with another’s recollection that “the creeks were
full of rushes” and a third interviewee’s memory of “rushes and scrub along the river”,
The “Type of matched recollection” was recorded as “rushes along the edge of the
watercourse”. Other codes used to analyse the data for validity flowed naturally from

this search for corroboration. A definition of each code is provided below.

Matched recollection - two or more recollections in different interviews shared a core

characteristic.
Unmatched recollection - only one interviewee recalled a particular observation.

Inconsistent or incommensurable recollection - recollections from two or more
interviewees are at odds, or due to seasonal or temporal vanation, or geographical or
spatial variation along the river, the recollections are incommensurable (e.g. vegetation

might vary considerably between the headwaters and the river proper).
Indefinite recollection - the interviewee expressed uncertainty about the recollection.

As the final step in the cross-interview analysis, a chi-square analysis was performed
with the frequency data to test the null hypothesis:
There is no difference between information type and the degree to which they are

matched, where ‘information type’ includes the four quantifiable ecosystem
attributes.

According to Devore and Peck (1997:568) “it is generally agreed that use of the chi-
square distribution is appropriate when the sample size is large enough that every

expected cell count is a least 5. An expected cell count of at least 5 was achieved for
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the two categories ‘inconsistent’ and ‘indefinite’ by combining these results with the

values for the ‘unmatched’ category.

The purpose of the chi-square test was to examine whether the conformity of the
material across the recollections was significantly related to the ecosystem attribute,
Rejection of the hypothesis would have meant that validity was variable depending

upon which ecosystem attribute was being recalled.

Triangulation exercises

From the discussion of triangulation theory in Chapter 2, it is apparent that the
examination of internal consistency and the cross-interview analysis presented above
are steps in the triangulation process. The following exercise in corroborating the
recollections using other information sources concludes this process. Due to time
constraints only two of the four ecosystem attributes (riparian vegetation and water
quality) were selected for triangulation. The triangulation exercises built on the results
of the cross-interview analysis. They were independent of the results of the scientists’
evaluation, other than the latter serving as a guide to the selection of the two attributes
(see Figure 4.3). Riverine fauna was not chosen because less than 50% of the
recollections were considered by the scientists to be capable of investigation. Although
proportionally habitat structure had slightly more potentially verifiable recollections
than the riparian vegetation, it was excluded because I felt better equipped knowledge-

wise to conduct the triangulation exercise of riparian vegetation.

~ To perform the triangulation exercises, a variety of historical documents and other
information sources were consulted, informed by the categories used in the scientists’
evaluation. The information in these documents was assessed against the information

in three of the four categories of recollection type used in the cross-interview analysis:
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matched, unmatched, and inconsistent or incommensurable. The category ‘indefinite’
was ignored. The other information sources were examined for information that

corroborated or conflicted with the recollections.

The use of other information sources was a logical step following the cross-interview
analysis. Since the recollections had already been subject to one test of their validity, a
further iteration would enhance these results. The triangulation exercises wcre
designed to be indicative (only) of the potential for corroboration. A more definitive
result was not possible because an exhaustive search for corroborative material could

not be expected within the time constraints of this study.
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CHAPTER FOUR

4. RESULTS

There were two research questions to be addressed in the analysis. First, evaluating
the usefulness of the oral histories to ecological restoration, and secondly, assessing
ways of evaluating the reliability and validity of the recollections. To respond to these
questions, the results of applying three analytical tools are presented: (1) content
analysis, (2) the classification of the uses of historical information, and (3)
triangulation theory. In addition, independent scientists have evaluated the potential
verifiability of the recollections. Content analysis served as a building block for
assessing the relevancy of the recollections to ecological restoration, the triangulation

exercises and the scientists’ evaluation.

4.1  Assessing the Usefulness of the Oral Histories to Ecological Restoration

In this section, the only analyses presented concern the first research question,
evaluating the usefulness of oral histories to ecological restoration. Using a process
described fully in section 3.2.2, content analysis was used to extract and tabularise
phrases in the recollections associated with four of the ecosystem attributes. These
tables, presented in Appendices 2 to 2.4, provided the basis for determining qualitative
and quantitative measures of the relevance and comprehensiveness of the recollections
to river restoration (section 4.1.1). The role of the interviewer in obtaining this
information was also examined (section 4.1.2). The analysis then shifted to explore
the value of oral histories to the restoration process by applying the classification of

uses of historical information presented in Table 2.2 (section 4.1.3).
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4.1.1 Relevance and comprehensiveness of the recollections

Qualitative measure

The following evaluation examines the extent to which the recollections provide
comprehensive information that could be relevant to the restoration of the upper Tone
River. The examination focuses on the type of information, and its descriptive detail,
concerning both the reference condition of and baseline change in the five ecosystem
attributes identified in Table 2.2. The results of this exercise are presented using
qualitative, or descriptive, measures and quantitatively, using frequency data. The
qualitative measures focused on the comprehensiveness of the information, such as
geographical specificity, the precision of the recollection, taxa identification, and a

break-down of direct versus inferential references to the ecosystem attributes.

Discussion of some of the water quality attributes is accompanied by a short
justification of my interpretation of the recollections, which also help to explain the

instances of multiple counting in the subsequent quantitative assessment.

Wherever phrases are extracted from the interview transcripts, a line reference is

given. For example, (Mathew L.62) refers to line 62 of the Mathew’s transcript.

Riparian vegetation

Components; presence/absence of gpecies or types

Interviewees used common names and provided few of the physical characteristics
needed for species identification. Nevertheless, confidence about the identification of
a number of the well-known or distinctive species should be possible: yate, flooded
gum, red gum, jarrah, wandoo, blackboy, and York Road and heartleaf poison.
Without clarification it may not be possible to determine other species based on an

interviewee’s use of common names or genus, including banksia, Melaleuca, tea-tree,
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scrub, waltle, vines, samphire, natural grasses and rushes, and the introduced
Watsonia. The number of species mentioned appeared low relative to the likely

diversity of the area.

Structure: vertical layering and percentage cover or density

Many comments conveyed an impression of the vegetation structure but used
imprecise language, such as “a lot”, “thick”, “very prevalent”, “mostly” and “large
amount”. Six recollections contained quantitative or descriptive detail (e.g. “huge
trees about three foot in diameter ... towered to about a hundred feet” (Lee L.396),

“higher than a horse” (Young L.38), “visibility limited to 20, 30 or 40 metres” (Ryall

L.427)).

Pattern: areal extent and zonation

In general there was a lack of geographic specificity in the recollections. The location
of tree species in relation to the riparian zone was not always clear from the
recollections. It would also be difficult to map the longitudinai pattern of vegetation
distribution for the length of the study area, based on the information provided, but a
general description could be derived and some sections could be mapped. Some
comments were imprecise (e.g. “close in”, *as soon as you got away from the river”,
and “back frorn the river”), but the majority of comments relating to horizontal pattern,
when read in conjunction with composition and structure, provide an image of the

vegetation in a number of locations. For example:

most of Murrin Brook itself was covered with tea-tree and thick scrub . . . . acres
and acres of it, each side of the river (Lee L.68).

the tea-trees were very thick and lent over the top [of the river] like a tunnel
(Woodenup farm; Mathew L.132).

general vegetation in this area was jarrah, white gum, red gum and flooded gum
back from the river, but as you get close to the watercourse, you are more confined
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to just flooded gum and wattle -~ large amount of wattle growing close to the river
(Palligup Pool area; Fryer-Smith L.210).

Riverine habitat quality

Channe] morpholoey and related water depth and flow

Geographical specificity was greater for this attribute, largely due to the use of pool
names. Over half the recollections about reference conditions focﬁsed on pool depth
and permanence over summer. Few recollections referred to bank type, but some
indication of channel form was provided (e.g. “it’s not a very clear course that it's in
... fairly flat country ... its more like a series of little waterways” (Owen L.276),
“sometimes it.was two or three miles in between really good pools” (Fryer-Smith
L.197), “the river is not as defined as it was. It's spreading out over a bigger area”
(Harvey L.147)). A small number of recollections of change related to erosion, flow

rate and salt scalds.

Mineral substrate

A third of the total recollections for this criterion related to ‘bogginess’. These
recollections were usually in response to a question about what it was like crossing the
brook/river. Another third of the recollections concerned change in siltation levels
following clearing, and the final third mostly described the presence of rocky outcrops
associated with pools. The interviews contained some useful information about the

mineral substrate but not enough detail to provide an image of its overall pattern.

Organic substrate

Seven direct references were made to the presence/absence of snags, sticks, logs and
fallen trees. Inferences were drawn regarding the presence/absence of large woody

debris (LWD) from a further four recollections. It would be difficult to draw any
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conclusions about the size or density of LWD in the riverine system on the basis of the

recollections. One reference to leaf mulch as a cause of bogginess was recorded.

Riverine fauna

Components: presence/absence of species or types

The identification of some species appeared straightforward (e.g. black duck, turtles,
marron and gilgies). However, it is possible that some interviewees might confuse,
say, gilgies and young marron. Other recollections about fauna require further
clarification (e.g. general references to frogs, minnows, snakes, ducks, and “little water
_ beetley things” (Young L.278)). Interviewees could recall little about aquatic
invertebrates, focusing most of their recollections about ‘reference’ species on
waterbirds (19) followed by crustaceans (12), fish (10), reptiles (8), frogs (7), and
leeches (1). Recollectinns about changes in composition related to waterbirds,
including the arrival of maned geese following an increase in clearing, cropping and

dams.
Abundance and distribution

Recollections about change in abundance followed a similar pattern to components,
with waterbirds and crustaceans being recalled most frequently. A decline in the
abundance or crustaceans and populations of original waterbird species (e.g. black
duck and kingfishers) were recalled. A few observations related to change in
distribution (e.g. marmon moving downstream as the upper reaches became more saline
(Harvey L.56), and waterbirds congregating more on the dams where the water is
fresher (Harvey L.38)). A number of interviewees also described a major decline in

frog numbers.
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Seasonality

The appearance of “little tiddler fish™ in a “heavy winter™, and the arrival of migratory
“grey ducks” in responsc to change were recalled by Lee (L.85, 358). Both

recollections suggest a seasonal response to environmental conditions.

Functional roles and use of habitat

The nesting habitat of black duck (Ryall L.52), the habitat requirements of marron over
summer {Fryer-Smith L.123), the burrowing habits of gilgies (Lee L.176), and
predation/competition between turtles and marron, and gilgies and marron (Fryer-
Smith L.131, 155), were noted in the recollections. These observations might be
usefui to restorationists seeking to understand the habitat requirements of some species
and some aspects of species interactions and trophic structure, but they are not

comprehensive,

Water quality
Turbidity/cloudiness

Four interviewees described the river water as clear in their early recollections. The
two recollections about change in appearance were relatively imprecise: “brackish
looking look” (L.Young L.75) and “it’s not the crystal clear . . . waterway it used to

be” (Harvey L.440).

Aquatic algal growth

There was no indication of algal growth in the early recollections. Harvey (L.30, 193)
refers to the water becoming a “murky green colour” and “stagnant and putrid” in

more recent times, which suggests algal growth.
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Colour

In early rccollections the water was described as clear and “tea-coloured” (Mathew
L.127) and clear and *“dark brown” (Young L.72). Both interviewees mentioned the
prevalence of thick tea-trec along the river, and other interviewees recalled trees
hanging over the river, which would act as an eventual source of dissolved organic

material, and give rise to tannin-stained water.

Visual depth

Only one interviewee referred specifically to being able to see through the water to the

river bed (Mathew L.174).

Temperature

“Deep water and very cool” and “the water was icy cold once you were down about
four or five feet ... and the water would remain cold right throughout summer”, was
how Fryer-Smith described the water temperature of two pools (L.122, 169). This last
recollection indicates thermal stratification in deeper pools, namely the existence of a
thermocline, which is evidenced by a rapid change in temperature with depth (Lee et al

1978:902).

As noted above, a number of interviewees recalled trees/tea-tree hanging over or
shading the river, which would have had a cooling effect on the water. A reference to
the loss of riparian vegetation, and two recollections that suggest algal growth (“murky
green colour” and “putrid”) are included as recollections relating to temperature

change.
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pH

Two references (Mathew L.127; Young L.72) to a brown stain in the water were
inferentially treated as indicators of the presence of organic acids. No other

recollections could be used to infer the pH of the water.

Dissolved oxygen

The three recollections of change recorded above under temperature provide some
indication of oxygen levels. First, stratification of water bodies indicates the presence
of a thermocline, which acts as a barrier between the mixing of warmer, less dense
surface waters, and the cooler, denser bottorn waters, preventing the replenishment of
the latter’s dissolved oxygen supplies (Lee et al 1978:902). Secondly, the recollections
of a change in colour and odour indicate the presence of algae. The evidence of algal
decomposition (“putrid” smell) suggests further oxygen depletion of the pools' bottom
waters (the hypolimnion). Lee et al (1978:902) explain that algae that have grown in
the surface waters (the epilimnion), “settle and decompose in the hypolimnion,
resulting in the reduction of the dissolved oxygen concentration in the bottom waters.”
Thirdly, it can be inferred from recollections of the loss of riparian vegetation, and
consequently its shading effect, that oxygen levels would have been affected, since
dissolved oxygen concentrations tend to decrease as temperature increases (Allan
1995:24). Finally, most interviewees recalled the river contracting to permanent pools
over summer, providing therefore, little opportunity for water flow and related
turbulence to offset these processes of de-oxygenation, such as breaking up the thermal

stratification.
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Salinity

All interviewees made references to freshness/salinity and the increase in salinity
levels over time. No quantitative details were provided, but an indication of the carly
and more recent salinity levels can be ascertained from references to the uses of the
water (e.g. human consumption, and watering pigs, horses, sheep and the garden) and
what was growing adjacent to the watercourse (e.g. clover). All these indicators have a
documented total dissolved salts (TDS) tolerance range. Some recollections tied the
change to specific time periods, but others were general statements about changes
since extensive clearing after the Second World War, making it more difficult to

identify a temporal trend.
Qdour

Only one interviewee commeited on odour. The river water has become “putrid”

according to Harvey (L.30), inferring some change in odour.

Water chemistry

Very little information about water chemistry eould be inferred from the recollections.
Two interviewees recalled washing fertiliser bags in the river each year as children
(Mathew L.85; Young L.90). This activity would have introduced chemicals,
principally phosphorus, into the water. Lee (L.45) provided the only other recollection
concerning the use of phosphatic fertilisers in the catchment, noting that its use
increased after the Second World War. Agricultural fertiliser use in catchments is a
well-known source of nutrient enrichment in watercourses (e.g. Hodgkin and Hamilton

1993:95).



105

Ecosystem functions and ecological processes

It might be argued that any one of these observations is a description of part of an
ecosystemn function or ecological process. For instance, the recollections about water
salinity noted above, arc also comments about hydrogcochemical cycling, and
recollections about water flow are indicators of the hydrological cycle. There was also
mention of regeneration of riparian vegetation, which is an ecological process.

Examples of these types of recoliections are:

» changes in salinity levels, evidenced by the eventual rejection of the river water for
stock use, decline of species types and abundance, death of reeds and other riparian

vegetation and the spread of samphire;

» the river contracting to permanent pools over summer (Owen L.35; Mathew L.123;
Fryer-Smith L.197), and the rate of flow increasing following clearing (Owen

L.148; Ryall L.131); and

s observations of the regeneration of certain species following fencing-off the river

to exclude stock (Lee L.241, 255; Young L.204).

The examples of regeneration could be of particular interest to restorationists because
riparian vegetation is critical to re-establishing a healthy riverine system. The same
value may not be attached to the recollections of the hydrogeochemical and
hydrological cycling. These functions are already relatively well understood in
relation to south-western rivers, and therefore may be of little added benefit from a

restoration point of view, at least at the level of detail provided in the recollections.

Quantitative measure

To arrive at a quantitative measure of the relevancy of the recollections to river

restoration, I used the tables developed during content analysis (Appendices 2.1 to 2.4)
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to count the frequency of recollection phrases for the components of each of the four
ecosystem attributes (e.g. water quality recollections werc counted at the Icvel of
turbidity, colour, pH, algal growth and so on). This cxercise was done across the seven

interviews.

Multiple counting of the statements in the tables occurred when a rccollection
contained both reference information and ecological change information within the one
statement (e.g. “people used to water their sheep on them [the pools], whereas today
most of it would be too salty™), or when a recollection contained inferences about two
or more of the ecosystem attributes. All instances of multiple counting are set out in
Table 4.1. A phrase was only counted more than once when it provided meaningful
information about more than one attribute. For example "today the wafer is ... a
murky green colour" yields a number of important inferences (see Table 4.1 below),
whereas a reference to the water being "clear” was counted as a reference condition for
turbidity/cloudiness only. While “clear” water could also be considered as a reference
condition for the absence of algal growth, it was considered that this approach would

increase the quantity of data without necessarily enhancing its value.



Table 4.1: Multip

«ferences concerning ecosystem attributes

Note: ltalicised phrases refer to changed conditions.
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Riverine habitat structure

Ecosystem attribute

Reference or changed
condition )

“,.. it was quite boggy in those pools ... |
suppose with a lot of leaf mulch and that
sort of thing” (Young L.110).

Organic substratum
Mincral substratum

Reference
Relerence

"It used to be a bit of white water rafting
... it was just a watercourse ... we were
on this little sealed canoce ... and it used
to fairly belt down there" (Harvey L.168).

Channel morphology
and water flow

Organic substratum
(i.e. inferred large
woody debris not
obstructing
watercourse)

Relerence

Reference

Water quality Ecosystem attribute | Reference or changed

condition

“The water was clear .... Today the water | Turbidity/cloudiness Reference
is ... a murky green colour in most of the Turbidity/cloudiness Change
pools™ (Fryer-Smith L.193). Algal growth Change
Dissolved oxygen Change
Temperature Change
Colour Change

“... back in the ‘50s ... The water was Turbidity/cloudiness Reference
absolutely clear ... but you see it now and | Turbidity/cloudiness Change
it's stagnant and putrid” (Harvey L.30). Algal growth Change
Dissolved oxygen Change
Temperature Change
Odour Change

A quantitative measure of the extent to which the recollections provided information
about the ecosystem attributes is provided in Figure 4.1, The graph represents
frequency data for the individual components of four of the five ecosystem attributes.

Three relative values are shown:

1. The difference between the number of recollections about (a) reference condition

and (b) change in condition, for each ecosystem attribute.

2. The difference between the total number of individual recollections for each of the

four groupings of ecosystem attributes: riparian vegetation, riverine habitat quality,
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riverine fauna and water quality. To assist with this assessment, total numbers are

provided below.

. The difference between the number of recollections recorded across all the

attributes.



Total number of individual recollections from 7 oral histories

70

Vegetation Habiat Fauna . Waterqualiy

stncture

&1 Change in condition
= Reference condition

Ecosystem attributes

Figure 4.1. Frequency data for ecosystem afiributes referred  in the seven oral histories
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Th:re are three corresponding points to draw from Figure 4.1 regarding the

identification of recollections that were rclevant to the ecosystem attributes:

I.

Most of the recollections contained information relating to interviewee’s earliest
recollections, i.e. reference conditions, (328 phrases), rather than changes in
condition (102 phrases). This may reflect the fact that interviewees spent less time
at the river as they got older and as the river declined. Most of the records of
change related to observations of increased water salinity and its perceived impact
on riparian vegetation and fauna. It is not possible to determine the extent to which
this emphasis in the recollections has been influenced by publicity about

salinisation in more recent years.

. The highest number of recollections related to riparian vegetation (154 phrases)

followed by riverine fauna (129 phrases), water quality (81 phrases), and riverine
habitat structure (66 phrases). One likely explanation for this result is that people
are more attuned to certain types of plants and animals than, say, channel form or

mineral substrate.

. Faunal and vegetation components (species or types) were the most frequently

mentioned attributes, followed closely by vegetation pattern, and faunal abundance
and distribution, and then salinity levels and vegetation structure. All other
individual water quality attributes recorded fewer numbers of recollections than
any other single attribute from another category. Indeed, once the count for
salinity is taken out of the water quality recollections, the total count for water
quality components is reduced to 34 phrases. This last result suggests that

information about components such as pH, water chemistry and dissolved oxygen
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will only be forthcoming through the formulation of appropriate questions.
Roberts and Sainty (1997:10) made a similar finding in their oral history study:
Concepts such as water quality were difficult to discuss without directly
introducing the topic. In this respect, the interviewer gradually developed a list of

related questions: Do you filter your water? Do you get much problem with the
foot valves on your pump? Has it always been like that?

In summary, the recollections contain information that is certainly relevant to
restoration ecology, according to the ecosystem attributes uscd, but overali they do not
provide a detailed account of the reference condition or changes in condition of the
riverine system. For the purposes of ecological restoration, specific limitations of the
data include a lack of detail or comprehensiveness, imprecise language (e.g. use of
subjective terms for quantitative concepts, such as size and amount), and the general
lack of both geographic and temporal specificity (i.e. where and when did the

observation take place).

A further measure of the value of the recollections depends to some extent on whether

similar information is available in other historical sources. My research indicates that:

1. Early land surveyor records for the area indicate, in varying degrees of detail, the
components and pattern of riparian vegetation at the scale of individual location
numbers (i.e. parcels of land assigned a lease or title), which equate roughly to the
early farm boundaries in the area. This information tends to be more
geographically specific and therefore of more use in determining the overall pattern
of riparian vegetation along the study area. However, it lacks the detail of
vegetation structure, and some components (e.g. reeds) provided in the

recollections.
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2. Aerial photographs for the study area began in 1943 (Commonwealth) for the
Murrin Brook area and 1956 {now Dcpartment of Land Administration) for the
lower reaches. Apart from Lee’s recollections, which begin in the Murrin Brook
area in the 1920s, the acrial photographs overlap with the recollections of the
interviewees, The photographs are rclevant to a number of the ecosystem
attributes, including riparian vegetation, channel morphology and mineral
substrate, but on-the-ground knowledge of historical conditions, of the type

provided in the oral histories, improves the accuracy of interpretation.

3. There are no systematic water quality records for the upper Tosie. Salinity and
flow records, based on spot sampling, are available for 1977-1979 for the study
area,”’ (Collins, P. and Barrett, D.F. 1980). A permanent monitoring site was
established in 1978 on the middle Tone, some 25 kms below the study area (J.
Garbutt, Water and Rivers Commission, pers. comm. 8/3/99). The oral histories
are therefore an irreplaceable source of historical information about the water
quality of the upper Tone, particularly when augmented by the occasional

reference tc water quality in land surveyor records and published local histories.

4. While individual scientists may hold records, it appears that fauna records for the
upper Tone are patchy and generally quite recent. Morrissy (1978) surveyed
marron in the Tone River. The WA Museum database contains only two fauna
(reptile) records for the study area in its database (print-out dated 18/12/98), but
considerably more for a search area with a radius of 50km. The CALM office
responsible for managing some of the small reserves on the Tone River has no

fauna records prior to the early 1980s (M. Graham, pers. comm. 7/4/99). The only

20 Earlier records (c.1940s) were collected towards the lower end of the Warren River system.
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significant fauna survey of the reserves in the area was commissioned as recently
as 1985 (Ninox 1985). The riverine fauna rccollections in the oral historics are
therefore of significant value in light of the paucity of other historical fauna records

for the upper Tone.

To conclude, the oral histories provide a range of information that is not available from
any other source uncovered in this study. It may be possible to infer a certain amount
about the past biophysical condition of the upper Tone from records of similar riverine
systems in the south-west, but a higher degree of site specificity is provided by the oral

histones.

In light of the qualitative and quantitative evaluation of aspects of the oral histories, it
is necessary to examine the extent to which the oral histories in this study were

influenced by the content of the interviewer’s questions.

4,1.2 Examining the interviewer’s role

A measure of the potential influence of the interviewer over the type of information
provided by interviewees is shown in Figure 4.2. Values were calculated by coding
the questions according to whether they contained (1) non-specific, or (2) direct or
indirect ‘prompts’ concerning the ecosystem attributes (see Appendix 3). There are

two main findings to note:

1. Questions that were directly or by clear inference related to the four ecosystem

attributes were about even in number,

2. Non-specific questions that yielded information about one or more of the four
ecosystem attributes were more than twice the number of the highest category of

question that did contain a direct or indirect ‘prompt’ concerning an attribute.
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Total number of questions across
seven interviews

Non-specific Ripadan vegetation Hab itat structure Riverine fauna Water quality

Non-specific, direct or indirect prompts concerning ecosystem attributes

Figure 4.2: Analysis of the content of interviewer’s questions from seven oral histories

Furthermore, noting the relatively high number of salinity-related recollections within
the water quality category in Figure 4.1 (i.e. 47 out of 80 recollections or 58%),
examination of the interviewer’s questions shows that only four {(or 27%) salinity-
related questions were asked out of a total of 15 questions about water quality. It could
be concluded then that the interviewer’s role was not primarily responsible for the

relatively high number of salinity-related recollections.

The results suggest that the interviewer’s role, by virtue of the relatively large number
of non-specific questions and the more or less even number of attribute-related
questions, has not had a marked influence over the relative amounts of information

provided by interviewees.
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A number of points need to be considered when reviewing the results. Fi%st, some
questions appear to have little or no relationship to any of the four environmental
attributes yet they resulted in recollections that were relevant, Secondly, the context of
the question (i.e. the interviewee’s recollections that preceded it} is missing, although it
is available in the full transcript®. Finally, the nature of the question did not
necessarily result in the interviewee's response being limited or even relevant to that
ecosystem attribute (e.g. a question about fauna might also prompt a recollection about

water quality and vegetation, such as Harvey L.65).

This concludes the assessment of the comprehensiveness and relevancy of the
information in the recollections against five ecosystem attributes chosen for their
importance to river restoration. In the next section the analysis focuses on the extent to

which the recollections could inform the restoration process.

4.1.3 Assessing the value of oral histories in the restoration process

In this analysis three uses of historical information in the restoration process, identified
in Table 2.2, are applied to the oral histories. In doing so, the utility value of oral
histories can be assessed. Some of the discussion that follows draws on the results

presented in section 4.1.1.

Determining restoration potential

The first type of historical use outlined in Table 2.2 requires establishing the reference
condition, based on interviewee’s earliest recollections, and changes in that condition,
to help determine restoration potential. The question examined here is the extent to
which the oral histories provide (1) a reconstruction of the historical biotic and abiotic

factors and interactions; and (2) an understanding of the ecological transformations

- M Available at the Battye Library, Alexander Library Building, Perth Cultural Centre, 6000,



116

that have shapcd its current condition. The purpose of this information is to hclp

establish the factors and intcractions that constituted a *hcalthy’ system in the past and

indicate whethcr any “thresholds of irreversibility” have been crossed.

Building on the description of the recollections in the scction 4.1.1, and further close

readings of the transcripts, the value of and limitations in the data in relation to the two

measures are described below:

1.

Establishing a reference condition for the system is difficult due to the extent of
changes that had taken place in the catchment prior to most of the interviewee’s
earliest recollections. This is particularly the case for the Murrin Brook area,
where agricultural land use started late last century. Nevertheless, Lee, born in
1911, described parts of the brook in a relatively undisturbed condition:

Most of Murrin Brook itself was covered with tea-tree and thick scrub. It grew
very well because the Murrin Brook was all fresh water and a lot of scrub grew,

acres and acres of it, each side of the river and a lot of that didn’t get cleared until
many years later (Lee L.67).

Likewise, Fryer-Smith and Harvey were familiar with river stretches further
downstream that were developed for agriculture at a later stage. Another factor to
bear in mind regarding establishing a reference condition is that while the 1943
Commonwealth photographs of the Murrin Brook show quite extensive clearing in
the vicinity of the brook, it is possible that considerable regrowth of tea-tree and
some other species occurred during the remaining war years and prior to the period
of intensive clearing by bulldozer. Consequently, some interviewees born in the

1930s (e.g. Mathew and Young) may in fact be recalling regrowth in some areas.

Another difficulty in establishing the reference condition for the study area is that

little information was provided on historical biological interactions, such as
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functional roles and habitat use. It is therefore difficult on the basis of the
interviews alone to establish the factors and interactions that constituted a ‘healthy’
Tone River system in the past. This result contrasts with Roberts and Sainty
(1997:32), who found that 45 oral historics about the Lachlan River enabled a
“reconstructed ecological history™:

The main value of this ecological reconstruction in relation to carp impact, is that

it certainly describes the Lachlan River before carp, and in a ‘total’ way which
could not have been done otherwise.

Likewise, on the strength of 17 interviews, Sanders (1991:26) states that she was
able to reconstruct the condition of the wheatbelt wetlands during the earlier part of
this century. Three reasons for the difference in comprehensiveness between the
Tone River oral histories and the other studies are interview method, the number of
interviews, and the ‘information-richness’ of the interviewees. The number of
Tone River interviews were limited to seven due to time constraints, and it is clear
from viewing Sanders’ transcripts that her interview method was far more probing
and specific (transcripts of the Roberts and Sainty study have not been viewed).
Also, Sanders’ (1991:2) interviewees included people “known to have an interest
in wetlands”, and the choice of study areas reflected the availability of such people,
whereas I selected my study area and then set about locating local people who had
the most information-rich recollections. In this respect the sampling strategy used

by Roberts and Sainty (1997:10) seems to resemble the Tone River project.

Roberts and Sainty (1997:32) found that “oral history was probably most useful for
conspicuous or distinctive species, rather than small or cryptic ones.” To an extent
this was also the case for the Tone River interviews. Aquatic macroinvertebrates
(apart from crustaceans) were rarely mentioned. [t seems that people recalled

species that were a source of enjoyment, either through hunting and fishing, or
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memorable due to conspicuous visual and/or audibie characteristics (e.g. the sound

of a large flock of waterbirds taking off or the evening chorus of frog calls).

Some abiotic components of the riverine system received little attention in the
interviews, including important aspects of habitat structure (e.g. bank type and
channel form), while others, such as constituents of water quality (e.g. pH,
dissolved oxygen and water chemistry) could only be inferred. The lack of
recollections about aspects of water quality is not surprising in light of the

interview method, including the general nature of most of the questions.

. The bulk of the interviewee’s perceptions of ecological transformations stemmed
from changes in the hydrogeochemical cycle caused by the clearing of native
vegetation in the catchment (and its replacement with shallow-rooted annual
plants). Interviewee’s recollections of these changes included a marked increase in
water salinity and the appearance of salt scalds, siltation of the river (e.g. loss of
pool depth), the appearance of erosion channels and a faster rate of water flow.
Interviewee’s perceptions of the increase in salinity levels invelved a spectrum of
the ecosystem attributes examined in this study, principally changes in the
abundance and distribution of faunal speeies, the impact on riparian vegetation
such as reeds, and unsuitability of the water for stock use. A number of the
ecological transformations described are well doeumented in the scientific
literature (e.g. Hobbs 1993). These recollections may not offer any new insights to
assist restoration at the level of detail provided in the interviews. More specific
dating of recollections is one example of the need for greater specificity in the oral

histories.
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Other recollections of ecological transformations, such as the cause of the decline
in species type and abundance tend to be less understood. With more in-depth
interviewing it may be possible to gather valuable rnew information on these
changes, especially in light of the relative absence of existing ecological studies in
the area. A precedent for the expansion of ecological knowledge through oral
histories is the study by Roberts and Sainty (1997:32), who found oral histories
yielded valuable new information on plants in the Lachlan River that had
disappeared from the Lachlan and comparable rivers prior to any research being

undertaken.

The usefulness of oral histories in explaining ecological transformations is,
however, constrained by the fact that at best they can indicate a strong correlation,
not a cause and effect relationship, which requires a more rigorous evidentiary

process, i.€. hypothesis testing (Roberts and Sainty 1997:32).

To conclude, there are a number of limitations in the oral histories that prevent a
reconstruction of the historical condition of the study area. Moreover, the opportunity
to do this reconstruction through oral histories is narrowing rapidly as the availability
of people of sufficient age now (say, >85 yrs in the Murrin Brook area and >50 yrs in
the lower reaches of the study area) to recall the pre-agricultural condition of the area
will inevitably decline. Recalled biophysical changes are focused on the hydro-
geochemical consequences of clearing. Some aspects of these changes are understood
to require major management inputs to reverse or ameliorate the impacts (e.g. to lower
water salinity levels to approximate past condition). In this sense the oral histories not
only reiterate the fact that ‘thresholds of irreversibility’ have been crossed in the upper

Tone River system, which is probably already widely recognised, but they provide a
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reference point for that past condition in terms of a guide to former salinity levels, and

some of the biotie factors and interactions that could exist under those conditions?.

Understanding processes of change

Another use of historical information in the restoration process requires the
identification of degrading and restorative processes {see Table 2.2). From the
discussion so far it is elear that a number of degrading processes were identified by the
interviewees, principally the direct and indirect effects of clearing for agriculture.
Most interviewee’s earliest recollections also included references to the presence of
foxes, and rabbits, especially duning the rabbit plague years (e.g. Ryall L.242; Mathew
L.295, 331). However, only a few recollections delfed into their impact on the river
system. One interviewee (Owen L.200) suggested that the foxes preyed on birds
nesting in the “rushes” along the river. Ryall noted the black duck nested in the rushes
along the tributaries, and Lee (L.350) recalled a decline in their abundance, which he
attributed to water salinity. Predation may have been one factor, but the decline in
reed beds following increased salinisation (Ryall L.54) was likely to be another. Owen
(L.202) also suggested that rabbits had damaged the sandy banks of the river
(presumably through constructing warrens), while Ryall (L.337) didn’t recall the
rabbits causing much damage to vegetation along the river as “they came out on the
clearings to feed at night”. Two other introduced species were recalled: the presence
of red fin peréh in the upper Tone between at least the 1940s and 1950s, and the recent

appearance of a Watsonia weed species.

Superphosphate use was noted by a few interviewees, but only Lee {L.44) describes

how it was not used to any great extent until “many years . . . after the Big Depression

22 There may have been other factors (e.g. dissolved oxygen levels) that were equally or more
important (e.g. see Morrissy 1978).
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from the 1930s to 1940.” Young (L.85) and Mathew (L.90) describe hew as children
they washed super bags in a river pool every year, Water quality changes associated
with superphosphate usc can only be inferred from two interviewee’s recollections of
the water changing from clear to a “murky green colour” (Fryer-Smith L.189) and
becoming “stagnant and putrid” (Harvey L.30). Stock facces and crop stubble arc

other likely sources of nutrient enrichment that were not mentioned in the interviews.

Use of other farm chemicals {(e.g. pesticides, herbicides and fungicides) were not
mentioned in any interview and yet their use has almost certainly been an integral part
of the agricultural system in the catchment for many years. Fire received very little
attention in the interviews, but Ryall (L.170} commented that he attended many

“clearing fires” in the Tone area,

Grazing within the riparian zone was noted by a number of interviewees in their
earliest recollections (e.g. Lee L.71; Mathew L..52), and there were frequent references
to the river being used for watering stock. No impacts were described by the
interviewees, but damage to bank structure and riparian vegetation almost certainly
occurred. A number of interviewees recalled the vigorous regrowth following the
fencing of salt-affected areas and other parts of the river to keep stock out (Lee L.230;
Young L.204). 1 referred earlier to the potential value of these observations in the
context of ‘thresholds of irreversibility’ because they suggest that simply excluding

stock from the riparian zone can result in a degree of revegetation.

In short, identification and description of degrading processes in the interviews is
rather thin, with the exception of clearing and associated hyrdrogeochemical changes,
but the limitations of this information were noted previously. The interviewees’

perception is that impacts were principally the result of clearing.
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Assisting restoration planning

Defining restoration goals and setting cnd-points is the last usc of historical
information in the restoration process to be considered in this study. The approach
taken is to identify goals and end-points in the oral histories that could be significant to

local people.

The need for local people’s participation in land management and the restoration
process is being recognised in the scientific literature. Nickoll and Horwitz (in press)
state “river restoration cannot be successful, let alone initiated, without the
understanding and commitment of people who live around the river.” Similarly,
Hobbs et al (1993:236) argue “it is clear that conservation objectives are more likely to
be met if the people living on, and adjacent to, conservation areas have some input into
planning and are given responsibility for management.” They argue traditional
management has tended to ignore the interactions between different landscape
segments (e.g. remnant vegetation and agricultural Jand), and the involvement of local
communities is essential to achieve integrated management of fragmented landscapes.
This logic applies to the Tone River, which is flowing through a predominantly
agriculiural landscape with the occasional river reserve. The restoration of the river
environment will largely depend on the adjoining agricultural lands being managed in
a sympathetic, if not supportive, manner, so the involvement of local farmers is

essential.

The interview method was designed to generate a narrative style to enable the

interview to be read as a statement of what aspects of the river environment were or
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are important to the local people, and to he!p identify goals and end-points® that would

be significant to them.

A striking result of the interviews was the extent to which intervicwee’s recollections
of how they felt about the upper Tonc River and its tributaries varied according to the
level and type of interaction they had with the river. Those interviewees, all male, for
whom the river was a major recreational focus had the most to say about its

significance to them.

In response to a question about what the river meant to him as a young person, Owen
(1..223) responded:

It wasn 't exactly the seaside but it was getting close . . . especially as it’s such a
baby river, it wasn't as if we had an eastern river to look at . . . it was very much
our river really, because it was such a local thing.

Fryer-Smith (L.13%) remembers “we used to spend a lot of time picnicking on the
pools in the summer time, catching marron, gilgies, ducks”, and although it “was a
long, hot walk coming home in the evening” it was usually made worthwhile “with a
bag of marron and some wild ducks”. Asked how he felt about the river in his early
days, he responded:

I used to look forward to it. It was a lot of fun. I mean there wasn't local sports
available, through lack of people and lack of good roads in those days, so going to
the river on a weekend and fishing and shooting was an enjoyable occupation and
was carried out by a lot of young people my age. You could spend a good day at
the river, even if it was a very hot day you could still always swim and then you'd
generally go down in the morning and come home in the cool of the evening. It
was a fairly long walk to the river but we always felt it was worthwhile. (Fryer-
Smith L..309).

As a child, Harvey used Wackelingup Pool below his house as a swimming pool:

I was at the end of the school bus run, we were the last cleared farm in the
Kojonup Shire . . . sou’-west of us you'd be bush from here to the coast. . . . So we
were in the frontier country, really, back in the '50s and the river was a bit of a

23 For the purpose of this paper, restoration goals are statements of intent and end-points are
measurable indicators of recovery success,
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centre of attraction in the summer . . . . This particular pool just below the house
has got a huge granite rock protruding over it about three or four metres, on the
edge of it, and we used to do bombies off it and swim and throw things. The water
way absolutely clear, you'd jump in it (Harvey L.25).

The river was a focal point for other activities too:
We used to swim there, we'd fish there, we'd canoe on it. You'd get your marron,
you'd do everything there. [f you had kids or friends to stay, well, right oh, we're

off down the river. You'd either shoot a duck, or catch a duck — we had duck traps.
(Harvey L.409).

Another recollection also expresses the importance of the river wildlife as a

recreational resource:
Apart from the birdlife on the river, I mean we used to catch fish. There was red
perch. You could go down there and in this big pool, we wouldn’t caich a fish
straight away but we'd never come home without one — they were pretty plentiful,
The little minnows, it was crawling with minnows . . . and we used to catch them
and use them for bait to catch these fish. Put old sheepskins, too, in the river and
you'd pull them out on a bit of string and they'd have a couple of turtles on them,

you know, eating the fat. And then of course there was the marron. There was
absolutely heaps of marron (Harvey L.47).

Most of the utilitarian values of the river described above — picnicking, swimming,
marroning, fishing and hunting — are considered by the interviewees to have been lost
in their lifetime. Of course, it is not possible to say whether these values would be
important to the next or sutsequent generation of farmers in the area, especially in
light of greater mobility and alternative recreational interests. However, the
recollections presented above do provide one source of restoration goals that would be

significant to at least some of the local people living and farming in the area at present.

Milner (1996:207) lists a range of possible biotic and abiotic end-points, including
those involving a comparison with pre-disturbance conditions, such as species richness
and water quality. I see no reason why cultural, symbolic or utilitarian values could
not be considered along with ecological measures of recovery success, given that the

potential for conflict can be managed. If we accept that the involvemcnt of local
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people is critical to the success of the restoration process, then there is real benefit in
finding out what matters to them and devising appropriate goals and end-points. A
similar rationale is advocated by Nickoll and Horwitz (in press) in their case study of
the use of marron as a flagship species in the restoration of the Blackwood River
system:

Using flagship species to provide a tangible endpoint, and to make clear the local

or regional benefits from the restoration work, should be considered integral to
restoration planning.

In this vein, interviewees also expressed regret over the loss of abundant frog and duck
populations along the river. It is likely that the retum of any one of the species
mentioned (above) would be considered a suitable end-point from the local
community’s perspective®, although Milner (1996:207) notes that from a scientific
perspective “biotic recovery is examined principally at the community level”. Abiotic
end-points signalling the return of other utilitarian values, such as suitability for
swimming, would, on the basis of the interviews (see discussion in 4.1.1) include the

recovery of clear, potable water and sufficient pool depth.

The value of the recollections to the restoration process has been shown to be variable
across the three types of historical uses, with the greatest contribution coming from the

defining of restoration goals and end-points.

4.2  Evaluating the Reliability and Validity of the Oral Histories

In relation to the second study question, three main analyses are presented: an
independent evaluation of the recollections by scientists, cross-interview analysis and

triangulation exercises.

24 Of course, reintroduction of the perch may be problematic because il is not an endemic specics.
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4.2.1 Scientists’ evaluation

Four scicntists were asked to evaluate the recolicctions contained in Appendices 2.1 to
2.4 for their potential to be corroborated using other information sources. The tables
(also used in the analysis of relevancy and comprchensiveness, section 4.1.1.)
consisted of phrases extracted from the transcripts in accordance with the four
ecosystem attributes, riparian vegetation, riverine habitat structure, riverine fauna and
water quality. The three eodes used by the scientists for the evaluation: ‘investigate *
(D), ‘no scope for investigation’ (NI), and ‘clarification required’ (CR), were defined in
Chapter 3. Of the four scientists invited to participate in the evaluation, three
evaluated all four tables, and the fourth scientist elected to evaluate the two tables —

water quality and riverine habitat structure — that most suited his field of expertise.

Concerning the water quality table, one scientist commented that “the recollections of
quality are usually accurate”, and although he “agreed with all the [interviewees’]
comments”, he stated it is “very hard to quantify the validity in a scientific way”
because our measurements are very modern {pers. comm. 22/2/99). In light of this last
cornment [ sought clarification of his use of the code “no scope for investigation™ (NI).
His response indicates he would have, and in some cases did apply the NI code to 2
number of the recollections on the grounds that due to the length of elapsed time and
the extent of change, the validity of the recollections cannot be quantified (e.g. we will
never know what the TDS level was in the 1920s). However, he largely opted for a
combination of ‘Investigate’ (I) and ‘Expert Opinion’ (EO), meaning expert opinion
would be required to “judge the merit — value — authenticity of the [recollection] as a
piece of scientific evidence” (pers. comm. 2/3/99). He also argued that more dates are

required in the recollections to make this task more achievable.
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It could be argued that the code ‘No scope for investigation’ should have gone beyond
subjective recollections to include the perceived absence of any other information
sources that could be used for corroboration. On the other hand, that would require
second-guessing the outcome of the investigation of potential corroborative sources, of
which a scientist or any other person is unlikely to be fully cognizant. This argument
might appear less persuasive where a scientist is seeking to quantify the recollection
(e.g. a comment that clover used to grow alongside the creek suggests a maximum
total dissolved salts (TDS) at the time), and there are no early measurements that verify
the recollection, but other qualitative information may be available that is consistent

with the recollection.

The scientists’ evaluation assesses the type of information in the recollections in the
sense that it might, or might not be verifiable. It is a measure of the potential value of
the recollections because it shows whether the validity of the recollections is capable
of being examined. If thi evaluation showed that the bulk of the recollections required
clarification or could nbt be investigated because of their subjective content, their
perceived usefulness vzuld be diminished among restoration ecologists seeking factual
information on thef historical ecology of the river. The coding allocated by the
scientists is tabu}ated in Appendices 2.1 to 2.4 and aggregated in Appendix 4. The

results of the_zvaluation presented in Figures 4.3 and 4.4 enable the following

conclusions to be drawn.
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" Figure 4.3: Scientists’ evaluation of the potential for the validity of recollections to be
ascertained by corroboration with otber information sources. Cumulative percentage (y-
axis) is the sum of the total number of assessed statements converted to a percentage.

The scientists found that between 48 and 75 percent of recollections were sufficiently
clear and detailed to enable their validity to be determined, with recollections
concerning riverine fauna, receiving the “‘lowest’ score. Recollections requiring
clarification by interviewees received the next highest number of records. When this
outcome is combined with the results for the investigate category, the lowest
cumulative percentage value for an ecosystem attribute was 82% for riverine fauna. In
other words, less than a fifth of the recollections for any one attribute were at the outset

considered to be without a verifiable factual basis.
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This result is also reflected in Figure 4.4. Only 11% of all recollections assessed by
the scientists were considered to have no scope for an examination of their validity.
Nearly two-thirds of the recollections were considered to be sufficiently clear and

detailed to permit their validity to be scrutinised using other information sources.

11%

25%

Investigate @A Clarification required

No scope for investigation

Figure 4.4: Recollections coded by the scientists, expressed as camulative percentages.
Cumulative percentage has been calculated by summing the total number of assessed
statements across all four ecosystem attributes for afl four scientists, and converting them
to a percentage., °

Figures 4.5 and 4.6 demonstrate that the codes were not applied uniformly by the
different scientists to the recollections in each of the tables (Appendices 2.1 to 2.4).
Figure 4.5 outlines the level of conformity in the coding done by three of the four
scientists, and Figure 4.6 reﬂecfs the results of coding by all four scientists. Several

important points about the scientists’ treatment of the data were revealed.
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Figure 4.5: Measure of conformity in coding used by three scientists in their evaluation of
the potential to corroborate the factual accuracy of the riparian vegetation and riverine
fauna recoliections. The lowest level of conformity possible was ‘0 matching codes’ as
there were three scientists and three codes.

Figure 4.6: Measure of conformity in coding used by four scientists evaluating the potential of
the recollections to be corroborated. The lowest level of conformity possible was ‘2 matching
codes’ as there were three codes and four scientists.
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For all four of the ccosystem attribute tables the most frequent result was one less than
the maximum number of matches (i.e. 3 out of 4) or (2 out of 3). Further analysis
shows that one scientist who evaluated all four tables of data, frequently took a
different position to the other scientists. For example, in the water quality table, the
one scientist®® took a different position in 100% of the cases where three out of four of
the other scientists agreed on the coding. This figure was reduced to over 90% for two
of the tables and reached its lowest level at 62% in the riverine fauna table. The
scientist clearly interpreted the codes or the recollections in a different way to the other
scientists. Returning to the example of the water quality table, all instances of
* disagreement involved the one scientist using the code ‘no scope to investigate’,
whereas the other three selected ‘the code ‘investigate’. This suggests a more cautious

approach to the potential verifiability of the recollections.

The table of recollections about riparian vegetation (Appendix 2.1) recorded the
highest degree of consistency in the ceding used by the scientists. This may be
explained by the relative clarity of these recollections and greater confidence on the
part of the scientists in the recollections because interviewees were generally
describing an actual biophysical feature (i.e. a plant) rather than a perceived interaction

or change (e.g. the water flowing faster since clearing in the catchment).

The highest levels of inconsistency in the coding were recorded for habitat structure
(34% of 53 assessable statements received only 2 out of 4 possible matching codes),
followed by riverine fauna (25% of 60 assessable statements recorded no matching

codes). While [ cannot discern a pattern in the coding based on the type of

25 The scientist is identified 2y S3 in the data tables in Appesdix 4,
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recollection, these results are not surprising. These two tables contained substantial
numbers of recollections based on interpretation of environmental change. In addition,
the scientists may have becn unsure about species identification based on the content

of the recollections in the fauna table,

The same tabular data evaluated by the scientists were used in the cross-interview

analysis to examine internal consistency and corroboration across the interviews.

4.2.2 Cross-interview analysis

The data in Appendices 2.1 to 2.4 were evaluated principally for (1) matching (or
corroborative) and (2) inconsistent or incommensurable recollections. Unmatched and
indefinite recollections were also identified. Achieving a match required looking for
recollections with information in common across two or more of the interviews. The
matched recollections are listed in Tables 4.2 to 4.5, while recollections belonging in
the other categories (e.g. unmatched) are outlined in the text. A statistical summary is
presented in Figure 4.7, at the end of this section. For further explanation of the cross-
interview analysis method and a definition of the terms “matched”, “unmatched”,
“inconsistent or incommensurable” and “indefinite”, see Chapter 3. An explanation of
how data (i.e. interviewee’s words and phrases) have been treated in this analysis is

provided below.

Some recollections have been coded two or three times. For example, Fryer-Smith’s
(L.211) recollection that “... close to the watercourse, you are more confined to just
flooded gum and wattle” was matched separately with other interviewee’s memories of
either flooded gum or wattle, In addition, since no other interviewee recalled the

~ vegetation association of “flooded gum and wattle”, it was recorded as “unmatched”.
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Unless stated specifically in the following analysis, the approximatc datc of an
interviewee's earliest recollections can be gauged from Table 3.1. Wherc possiblc, the
geographical location or distribution of biophysical attributes within the study area has
been included in the analysis, e.g. the presence of marron in particular pools. Where
specific information of this type is not available an indication of the position of the
recollection is usually provided in Appendices 2.1 to 2.4, which locate the

interviewee’s recollections by river section.

In two instances, relating to habitat structure and riverine fauna, a number of
recollections have been grouped as indicators of a change in baseline condition. Each
grouping was recorded as one match. In addition, each individual recollection within
the grouping was also recorded as ‘unmatched" or ‘matched’, depending on whether
there were recollections that matched the specifics of the recollection. For example,
the local extinction of fish life is included in a group of recollections about changes in
riverine fauna due to the effects of clearing, which is counted as a match. However, no
other interviewee mentioned this specific point, so it has also been recorded as

unmatched (see last entry in Table 4.4).

Recollections based on explicitly secondary, or hearsay, sources of information are not
included in the analysis. There are two known instances in the interviews where an

interviewee recalled something they had been told by another person.

. Where possible, comment on plausible reasons for non-matching recollections are
~provided. It is important to note that an unmatched recollection cannot be assumed to

have no factual basis.
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Corroboration of riparian vegetation recollections

Matched recollections

Specific matched recollections are presented in Table 4.2. This is followed by
discussion of the overall pattern of historic riparian vegetation in the study area, as

suggested by the matched recollections,

Table 4.2: Matched recollections for riparian vegetation.

Note: Italicised phrases refer to changed conditions.

Type of matched recollection

Match references

Extensive areas of thick tea-tree scrub
along Murrin Brook and other tributaries in
the upper reaches of the Tone River.

Lee (L.68, 70, 109, 149); Mathew (L.68, 132);
Young (L.38, 57, 137, 305, 308); Ryall (L.48).

Blue gum/flooded gum trees/areas close in
to the watercourses, including Murrin
Brook and the Tone River.

Lee (L.149); Owen (L.118); Ryall (L.36);
Mathew (L.68); Fryer-Smith (L.97, 126, 212);
Harvey (L.197).

Presence of a variety of other tree species
(red gum, wandoo, jarrah) ir: the vicinity of
the niver and brook (see discussion below).

Lee (L.149); Owen (L.118); Fryer-Smith
(L.211, 126); Harvey (L.199).

Wattle close to the river.

Lee (L.154); Ryall (L.421); Fryer-Smith
(L.210).

Yate in flat areas along the watercourse.

Owen (L.281); Harvey (L.191).

On Woodenup farm a lot of banksias grew
on an area of sandy soil along the river to
the west of the old homestead.

Mathew (L.69); Young (L.602).

Paperbark downstream of where the
tributaries joined to become the Tone.

Ryall (L.47); Harvey (L.71, 196).

Natural grasses/ grassland areas along the
river.

Fryer-Smith (L.19); Harvey (L.71).

Rushes along the edge of the watercourse.

QOwen (L.201); Mathew (L.80); Ryall (L.53);
Fryer-Smith (L.22), Harvey (L.38).

Relative tolerance of blue gum to increase
in salinity levels.

Lee (L.241, 412); Ryall (L.375).

Death of tea-tree with increase in salinity
levels.

Lee (L.110); Ryall (L.374).

Tree death and appearance of samphire
near watercourses following clearing and
rising salinity levels.

Mathew (L.230); Young (L.214).

Ryall spent time along the tributaries, including Cockatoo Creek in the headwaters of

the Tone, as well as further down the river. His insights, in conjunction with the other
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matched recollections, help to present an overall pattern of the riparian vegetation for
the study area. Ryall (L.425) recalled that:

... further down the Tone from my area [the tributaries] it was much easier
walking, where the river got a little bigger, the bush was not as thick, but up where
the tributaries joined it, places there, they were quite thick with various shrubs and

poison and blackboys. Visibility was pretty limited in places to maybe only 20, 30
or 40 metres.

This recollection of the transition in the structure of the vegetation between the
headwaters and the lower reaches of the study area, is consistent with the emphasis on
extensive areas of thick tea-tree serub by interviewees when recalling Murrin Brook,
and the absence of any mention of tea-tree by Fryer-Smith and Harvey, who were
familiar with the Tone River some distance downstream. Similarly, recollections of
natural grasses along the river is confined to Fryer-Smith (L.19) and Harvey (L.71),
which is consistent with Ryall’s description of the country becoming more open

further down the Tone River.

Unmatched recollections

The presence of sheoak (Lee L.108), patches of quandong (Lee L.151), vines (Owen
L.115), and “thick tangly stuff” (Young L.65) along the river, were unmatched
recollections. In terms of vegetation associations, Fryer-Smith (L.211) was alone in
noting that in the upper Tone River area (see Map) “... close to the watercourse, you
are more confined to just flooded gum and wattle”, and Harvey’s (L.191) recollection
that “... the vegetation was really varied here” [Glentone farm area}, wasn’t matched

specifically by Fryer-Smith, who spent time in the area.

Unmatched recollections relating to disturbance included the specific observation that
“white gums are the worst affected with the salt *“ (Lee L.244), and the absence of

Watsonia along the river until recently (Young L.242),
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Inconsistent or incommensurable recollections

There is not consistency among the recollections concerning the proximity of jarrah,

wandoo and red gum to the river:

“a bit further away where the ground became a bit less waterlogged during the

winter” (Lee, L.149).

¢ “wandoos and all these other trees right through the creek as well.” {Murrin Brook,

near Jingalup] (Owen, L.282).
o “prew right up to the river bank™ (Owen, L.118).
e “back from the river” (Fryer-Smith, L.211).

e “a lot of overhanging trees, red gums and flooded gums” (in relation to

Wackelingup Pool) (Fryer-Smith, L.126).

o “scattered along the river” (Harvey L.199).

However, all these recollections could be correct given the potential for variability in
vegetation structure and pattern along a 60 km river stretch from its headwaters in

Murrin Brook to the more substantial reaches of the Tone River.

Similarly, with accounts of the location of poison plants in relation to the river, a
potential inconsistency may just reflect regional variability. Lee (L.130, 156) recalled
poison plants to be “prevalent as soon as you got away from the river” and ... many
areas close to the river were just not selected because nobody wanted them on account
of the poison, too low-lying country”. Mathew (L.51), referring to the Woodenup Pool
area and surrounding bush, remembered sheep used to graze “all through there because

there was no poison”, although poison did occur elsewhere on the farm (e.g. L.274).
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There is an apparent inconsistency between the observation of the loss of tea-tree
following increasing salinity (see Table 4.2), and its regeneration following stock
proofing of saline watercourses (Lee L.255), which may be due to the presence of
more than one ‘tea-tree’ species. Young’s (L.62) recollection of two species of
Melaleuca (i.e, tea-tree and “one they call wild thyme™) along Murrin Brook, and also
Mathew’s (L.68, 127) reference to both “tea-tree scrub” and “thick Melaleucas’ along
the river, support this contention. On the other hand, Young (L.204) uses both the
terms tea-tree and Melaleuca to refer to regeneration after fencing stock from the river.
In this instance, clarification of the species referred to is required from the

interviewees.

Corroboration of riverine habitat structure recollections

Riverine habitat structure was the most complex set of recollections to analyse for
cross-interview corroboration, The recollectiois tended to contain more subjective and
imprecise language, making it difficui: to distinguish between a match or

inconsistency, particularly in relation to pool depth and permanence.

Table 4.3: Matched recollections fer riverine habitat structure.

Note: Italicised phrases refer to changed conditions

Type of matched recollection

Match references

Presence of a braided channel in some areas
in the upper reaches (see discussion below)

Owen (L.276); Mathew (L.373).

Little evidence of erosion or “bare sandy
patches” in early recollections

Owen (L.41, 283); Mathew (L.81).

Early recollections of boggy areas not far
from the river

Mathew (L.177); Young (L.114).

Parts of the river were boggy, but it was
relatively easy to cross in summer

Mathew (L.370); Young — refers specifically
to the pools being boggy (L.101, 109, 118);
Fryer-Smith (L.197).

Presence of pools along the brook and river,
which were shallower in the upper reaches
relative to those downstream

See discussion below

The river contracted over summer to a
number of permanent pools (see discussion
below)

Owen (L.35); Mathew (L.123); Young (L.54);
Fryer-Smith (L.197).
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Rocks were associated with a number of
pools (see also Owen (L.186) regarding
“rocky areas”)

Young (L.88); Fryer-Smith (L.42, 121, 126);
Harvey (L.33).

A number of geomorphological changes
occurred following extensive clearing

See discussion below

Siltation of the river and pools occurred in
the last 20 or 30 years, evidenced by loss of

Owen (L.41, 60, 234, 283); Harvey (L..137,
147),

water depth and appearance of bare sand in
the river

Flow rate has increased in the upper reaches
since clearing

Owen (L.148); Ryail (L.131).

Discussion of various maiched recollections

Channel morpholo

In referring to the “fairly flat country” that Murrin Brook runs through near Jingalup,
Owen (L.276) recalls that it was “not a very clear course ... more like a series of little
waterways ... and a lot of scrub and trees growing right through the creek”. Similarly,
downstream, Mathew (L.373) remembers “lots of places it was a very wide river, with
lots of little courses flowing through the tea tree”. There is an inconsistency between
this statement and another recollection in which she states “it wasn’t ever a very wide
creek, except where the bigger pools were, you’d scarcely give it the name of a river
really ... but as it got down a bit it got bigger.” (Mathew L.132). However, there is
potentially an underlying logic to Mathew’s two recollections: the main channel of the
creek/river was not very wide, untit you got further downstream, and in places
upstream many little courses formed though the tea-tree. I have ignored the
inconsistency within Mathew’s interview on the basis that it is matter of semantics,

and recorded a match between her account of the braided channel and Owen’s (L.276)

recollection.

Pool depth and permanence

The recollections concerning pool depth demonstrate the difficulty of interpreting

1% Il

imprecise and subjective language (e.g. “big”, “deep™, “real pools™), especially for the
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purpose of corroboration. The recollections about pool depth are set out below,

beginning in Middle Murrin Brook and extending downstream to Nymiup Pool:

“the pools ... at this part of the Tone [middle Murrin Brook] anyway, are not big
pools — you could swim in them but you could sort of put your feet on the bottom
pretty much.” (Owen L.75). Relative to the Beaufort River, “we only run to sort

of baby pools really” (Owen L.238).

“there were quite a lot of not very big pools.” (Mathew L.123).
“nice big pools here and there.” (Mathew L.42).

“there were quite deep pools in a lot of places” (Young L.53).

“I never saw many ... what I’d call real pools. There was some places where there
was a reasonable amount of water, but only approximately eight to ten metres

across and fairly shallow.” (Ryall L.110).
“Odd ones [pools] were quite deep.” Ryall (L.110).
Wackelingup Pool was large and “particularly deep water” (Fryer-Smith L.121).

Wackelingup Pool “was 17 or 18 foot deep ... used to jump off this three or four

metre rock” (Harvey L.139).

Nymiup Pool had “deep, cool water” (Fryer-Smith L.126).

Together these recollections present an imprecise but coherent picture of pool

dimensions in the channel. Pools were present along the length of the river and they

were shallower in the upper reaches (e.g. Owen L.75) relative to those situated

downstream (e.g. Harvey L.139), where the river became a bigger watercourse.
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Over summer, according to the interviewees, Murrin Brook and the Tone River
contracted to permanent pools (Owen L.35; Mathew L.123; Young L.54; Fryer-Smith
L.197). Both Mathew (L.47) and Young (L.54) recall Woodenup Pool as permanent,
and Harvey (L.32), and Fryer-Smith (L.123) remember keenly the summer activities in

Wackelingup Pool, such as swimming and marroning.

As well as the subjectivity and imprecision of language mentioned earlier, precision
with recollections of this type is difficult because of the need to account for seasonal
and temporal variation (e.g. fluctuations of water levels between wet and dry years),
and geographical or spatial variation (e.g. the changing character of the river as it
becomes a larger watercourse downstream). Nevertheless, as noted earlier, a match is

recorded for pool depth and permanence.

Geomorphological changes

Siltation of the river is noted in Table 4.3, but other recollections, while unmatched in
themselves and therefore in need of corroboration, support the contention that the river
has undergone significant geomorphological change since the early recollections of
most the interviewees, i.e. since the Second World War when extensive clearing

occurred:
s appearance of salt scalds (Owen L.60)
» formation of erosion channels (Mathew L.238)

» a “very boggy and slushy” river bed in winter, “especially after it had gone salty”

(Mathew L.370).

A match has therefore been recorded for this small group of recollections about

geomorphological change following clearing.
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Unmatched recoliections

Individually the three recollections of geomorphological change, noted above, were
not matchcd. No other interviewee made a comment in support of Young’s (L.114)
perception that the country near the river “was a lot boggier then”. Further
downstream, Fryer-Smith (L.22) was the only one to dcscribe clayey, lightly vegetated

floodplain areas.

A number of recollections about the brook/river bed were unmatched. Lee’s (L.178)
recollection of “very flat crossings” along the Murrin Brook “where horses and carts
used to go across in the early days” was not matched. Nor was Mathew’s (L.175)
specific memory of the river bed being “fairly firm” and not “terribly muddy” near the
house, or Owen’s (L.328) more recent observation that ““... when it came to the actual
river bed, most fire fighting vehicles were not able to cross the river.” Harvey’s
(L.147, 168, 304) recollections of “... the river being ... a real defined bit of flowing
water”, and a subsequent build up of woody debris, including fallen trees, since
childhood (L.139, 145, 170, 439), were also unmatched. More detailed information
was needed to draw a match from these memories, although they indicate support for
the matched recollection that siltation of the watercourse has occurred in more recent

times (see Table 4.3).

Inconsistent or incommensurable recollections

Presence of large woody debris

Fryer-Smith (L.103, 165) recalls swimming in the pools was dangerous on account of
“underground logs and snags”. Mathew (L.171) also comments that her parents “...
didn’t like us swimming in the creek because there were snags”. On the other hand,
Harvey (L.144, 438) remembers in relation to Wackelingup Pool: “when we were kids

... there was no sticks, nothing in it at all”, and “... it was a clean, quite a clean river
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bed.”. Other recollections indicate there were sections of the river that were free from
fallen trees during the youth of some of the interviewees. Young (L.67, 112)
remembers the fun of swimming her horse across the flooding river “... in any sort of
place that we could swim through with the current wafting us down.” And Harvey
(L.168) gives an account of “white-water” canoeing a section of the river on his farm,
suggesting that there were few obstacles in the race for the bridge. Once again, the
potential for variability in the character of the river, such as following flood events,

and the need for greater detail in the recollections, are plausible explanations for the

lack of a clear picture of the former abundance of large woody debris.

Corroboration of riverine fauna recollections

Matched and related unmatched recollections are listed in Table 4.4, followed by a

listing of other unmatched, inconsistent and indefinite recollections.

Table 4.4: Matched and related unmatched recollections (or riverine fauna

Note: Italicised phrases refer to changed conditions.

Type of matched recollection & Related unmatched recollections

matched reference

Presence of black duck.
Lee (L.350); Ryall (L.52).

Ryall (L.54) recalls black duck adjusting to
the decline in nesting habitat (rushes) by
nesting in trees.

High abundance of ducks.
Fryer-Smith (L.224), Mathew (L.196); Harvey (L.38, 41),

Decline in abundance of duck along the
watercourses.
Ryall {L.146); Harvey (L.38, 41).

Lee (L.355) refers specifically to decline in
abundance of black duck.

Proliferation of wood duck/maned geese due to
increased clearing, cropping and farm dams,

Mathew (L.306); Ryall (L.147).

Ryail (L.148) also recalls the arrival of
maned geese,

Fryer-Smith (L.81) remembers a lot of
maned geese but says nothing about their
arrival or population increase.

Lee (L.357) recalls the arrival of the grey
duck.

Presence of a small number of cranes.
Lee (L.359); Mathew (L.197); Ryall (L.78, 350),

Presence of shags.
Mathew (L.198); Ryall (L.78, 350).




143

Type of matched recollection &
matched reference

Related unmatched recollections

Disappearance of kingfishers.
Mathew (L.109); Young (L.240),

Both Mathew (L.109) and Young (L.240)
recal] that there used to be kingfishers, but
Mathew’s recollection appears to be based
on infor. tion provided by her mother,
rather than a direct observation. Hence
Young’s recollection is recorded as
unrnatched.

Presence of turtles.

Young (L.86); Ryall (L.76); Fryer-Smith {L.131, L.35);
Harvey (L.52).

Presence of snakes®.
Fryer-Smith (L.88); Harvey (L.371).

Dramatic decline in abundance of frogs.
Lee (L.88); Young (L.85); Harvey (L.368).

Lee (L.89) refers specifically to decline in
cat frog population.

High populations of bullfrogs.
Lee (L.93); Young (L.276).

Lee (L.93) remembers the decline of
bullfrog populations.

Presence of significant numbers of perch in
various river pools,
Fryer-Smith (L.16, 35); Harvey (L.47).

Fryer-Smith (L.16) recalls perch at
Woodenup farm pools (Young and
Mathew, who lived at Woodenup, make no
mention of perch).

Presence of minnows.

Lee refers to *“little tiddler fish" (L.85); Mathew (L.89);
Young (L.279); Ryali (L.76); Harvey (L.49).

Presence of gilgies.

Lee (L.176); Owen (L.83); Mathew (L.84); Young (L.89);
Ryall (L.77); Fryer-Smith (L.139, 368),

The following recollections are listed here
because they are not mutually exclusive,
and nor do they corroborate each other:
Ryall (L.78) remembers gilgies in the
“fresher parts of it”.

Fryer-Smith (L.157) observed that “gilgies
will live in much more brackish water than
marron”,

Mathew notes the decline of gilgies due to
increasing brackishness (L.84).

Presence of gilgies as far upstream as
Woodenup farm.
Fryer-Smith (L.368); Mathew (L.84); Young (L.89).

Presence of marron,

QOwen (L.83); Fryer-Smith (L.139, 368); Ryall (L.101);
Harvey (L.56).

Fryer-Smith (L.155) recalls that gilgies and
marron tended to occupy different pools.

Presence of marron at Wackelingup Pool.
Fryer-Smith (L.{23); Harvey (L.56).

Perception of marron population as plentiful, at
least in some pools.

Fryer-Smith (L.35, 154); Harvey (L.56),

Decline in abundance of marron.
Ryalt (L.108); Fryer-Smith (L.158); Harvey (L.56).

Fryer-Smith (L.158) recalls that “marron
virtually survived only in the better pools
that remained reasonably fresh.”
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Type of matched recollection & Related unmatched recollections
matched reference

Presence of mosquitoes.
Mathew {L.174), Young (L.294); Harvey (L.418).

Specific changes in riverine fauna (many noted
above) attributed to effects of clcaring,
principally rising salinity levels and availability
of grain and dams.
Lee (decline of black duck L.355: decline in
frogs L.93).
Mathew (population increase grain-eating ducks
L.306; decline in gilgies L.84**).

Young (loss of turtles, L.87),
Ryall (decline of ducks on watercourse, L.146;
arrival of maned geese, L.147).

Fryer-Smith (extinction of fish life, L.238**;
snakes and lizards no longer water at the niver,
L.89**; contraction of marron range, L.158).

Harvey (transition of waterbirds to farm dams,
L41**).

* Fryer-Smith recalls seeing a “large number of snake tracks” running to the water’s edge.
Harvey (L.371) recalls “a lot of snakes”,

** Recollections that are unmatched individually, These are counted individually as
“unmatched” and once as a part of a matched grouping.

Other unmatched recollections

The following recollections were also unmatched: the presence of storks (Harvey
L.41), the occasional stilt (Mathew L.197) and Night Heron (Ryall L.78), and “little
water beetley things” (Young L.278); as well as the presence of a lot of lizard tracks on
the river bank (Fryer-Smith L.88); dragonflies (Young L.278); and leeches (Fryer-
Smith L.191); and the observation that mosquitoes have become more prevalent,

perhaps in response to more brackish water (Young L.294).

Inconsistent or incommensurable recollections

Turtles

Recollections concerning turtles indicate the difficulty of distinguishing between

inconsistencies and incommensurability across interviews, in light of the heterogeneity
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of a river system. Owen (L.287), whose recollections focus on the Middie Murrin
Brook arca, has never seen a turtle “in this river”; Lee, also with a focus on the Middle
Murrin Brook arca, makes no reference to turtles, whereas interviewees further
downstream (sec Table 4.4) recall seeing them. A plausible explanation might be that

turtle’s range did not cxtend to the Middle Murrin Brook.

Young (L.B7) has not seen turtles for ycars and thinks it is too brackish for them,
whereas Fryer-Smith (L.133) states “today you’ll still find turtles in the fairly salty
pools.” Both the stated absence and presence of the turtles may be explained by
relatively lower salinity levels in the lower reaches of the study area, where Fryer-
Smith spent most of his time. In fact, Fryer-Smith’s recollections also ranged to pools
in the Tone Bridge area, i.e. downstream of the study area, and it may be to these pools

that his reference to surviving turtles is pointing,
Gilgies
Both Mathew and Young give accounts of washing super bags in the river and pulling

out the bags with gilgies attached, yet Mathew’s (L.89) recollection of gilgies as “little

tiny ones mostly” is at odds with Young’s memory of “big black gilgies”.

Indefinite recollections

Only two of the selected recollections fell within this category: Lee’s (1..175)
statement that “People used to catch ... probably a few marron here and there” and

Mathew’s recollection of “Frogs, I suppose” (L.90).

Corroboration of water quality recollections

Assessing the water quality recollections involved the difficult task of determining
whether there were was a consistent theme across the recollections concerning salinity

levels. A discussion of this point follows the table of matched recollections.
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Table 4.5: Matched recollections for water quality

Note: italicised phrases refer to changed conditions.

Type of matched recollection Matched references

Up to ubout the 1940s the water was See discussion below,
potable with low-level brackishness, which
increased over summer and over time,

Water suitable for stock within living Lee (L.38), Owen (L.36); Fryer-Smith (L.261,
memory 374); Mathew (L..346), Young (L.135, 253).
Early recollections of clear water Fryer-Smith (L.189); Mathew (L..80, 127, 174);

Young (L.72); Harvey (L.30, 440).

The water was tea-coloured/ stained brown | Mathew (L.127); Young (L.253, 135}.

The river was shaded [inference: cooling Owen (L.113); Mathew (L..132, 174),

effect] Fryer-Smith (L.97, 126).

A connection between clearing and See discussion below.

salinisation of the river was observed

A connection between increased salinity Lee (L.355) — black ducks; Lee (L.93) — frogs;

levels and decline in species abundance Mathew (L.84) — gilgies; Young (L.87) — turtles;

was observed. Fryer-Smith (L.158, 238) — fish and marron.

Water clarity has declined Young (L.75); Fryer-Smith (L.193}; Harvey
(L.30).

Comments on matched recollections

Reference salinity levels

Two interviewees (Fryer-Smith L.8, 35, 43, 66, 189; Ryall L.52) recall the water being
fresh and make no mention of brackishness. Fryer-Smith’s (L.8) recollection is dated
to the early 1940s, and Ryall’s reference to the headwaters of the catchment fits about
the same time period, Young’s (L.611) recollection of the use of a well very near the
river as the original water supply for the old Woodenup homestead [circa 1919 to no
later than 1945] adds support to the view that the river water was potable up to the
1940s. Young (L611) suggests this was perhaps because the water supply had gone
brackish, however, it may have been due or contributed to by pollution risk (e.g. a

septic system).

Other interviewees recall that the water was always a little brackish:
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o Lce (L.206) and Owen (L.170) recall the water being “quite drinkable”
[£1000mg/L (R. George, pers, comm,, 26/2/99)] with low-level brackishness in the
upper reaches of the Tone River. Lee dates his recollection to the carly 1920s,
while Owen’s recollection dates to his first contact with the river, which would

have been in the 1940s.

» Mathew (L.374) remembers the water “‘not being brackish, except at the end of the
“hottest, dricst summers™ when she was “very little”. Mathew (L.374) also states it
was never drunk at the Hubbe house at Woodenup because “it was always a bit on
the brackish side”, especially in summer, when as a small child, it was “too
brackish even to pour on the garden” {circa early 1940s). There appears to be an

inconsistency between these two statements.

Young (L.267), Mathew’s younger sister, also recalls that the water was not
used on thc garden, and that it was “brackish-ish in summer. it wasn’t
completely fresh.” (L.132). Fryer-Smith’s (L.366) rccollection that the water
was “‘very fresh” at Woodenup in the 1940s and 1950s is inconsistent with the
recollections of the Hubbe sisters, who lived at Woodenup. However, it too
supports the contention that the quality of the water was much higher within

living memory than it is at present.
Other, largely unmatched, recollections which support this contention are listed below:
‘o Clover [<495 mg/L TDS; Agriculture WA 1990] grew right to the edge of Murrin

Brook near Jingalup where now it is bare, salty ground ~ inferred 19405-1950s

(Fryer-Smith L.342).
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¢ Horscs were able to drink the water “without a great deal of worry” during a ride

down the Tone River in 1946/47 (Mathew L.164).

e A large number of tracks of native cats, lizards, snakes and foxes ran to the water’s
edge in the 1940s-1950s; “... today you don’t sce that happening. They tend to go

more to farm dams where the water is fresher” (Fryer-Smith L.227, 88).

o Dams sunk in the watercourses of the Tone eatchment have been abandoned for the

purpose of stock water (Fryer-Smith L.299; Mathew L.78; Young 1..472).
o In drought years, the river was a major source of stock water (Fryer-Smith L.261).

v Pigs were watered [<4500mg/L TDS; Agriculture WA, 1988] from the river —

circa early 1940s (Harvey L.326).

e River water was suitable for the garden at Glentone until about the 1960s (Harvey

L.340).

Theselrecollections are relative, not absolute, statements of water quality given the
variability across seasons and change over time. Water flow in the Tone River is
seasonal, Salt concentrations will increase in summer as the water level is reduced to a
series of pools and evaporation occurs. The context of an interviewee’s earliest
recollection is also relative to the present. Since the interviewee’s earliest
recollections, levels are considered to have increased greatly. For example, the river
water is no longer suitable for stock, except perhaps in winter or further down the Tone
River (Lee L.190; Mathew L.217; Fryer-Smith L.322). Therefore, the river water may
have been fresh in the past relative to its present condition. Another factor to be

considered is that quite a lot of clearing had already taken place in the upper Tone



149
catchment by the 1940s, so a change in water quality may already have been

underway, as suggested by Lee (L.190; 255).

On the whole, these recollcctions support at least a lowest common denominator view
of salinity levels in the upper Tone River up to about the 1940s: that the water was
potable with low-level brackishness, which increased over summer and over time. [
have chosen to view the “lowest common denominator” for salinity lcvels as a
“matched” recollection because the recollections support the position that there has
been a significant change in the quality of the water from the time of interviewees’
earliest recollections to more recent times, and this is an important piece of
corroboration. This discussion has highlighted the fact that the recollections do not
provide a specific reference point in relation to water quality at the time of the

interviewees’ earliest recollections.

Increasing salinity levels

Recollections of increasing salt loads in the Tone River and its tributaries refer to a
number of time periods. Lee (L.190; 255), born in 1911, recalls that Murrin Brook
started to go salt in “about the mid-1920s”, citing the creek near the Jingalup Reserve
and golf course (see Figure 3.1) as the first area to go salt following ring-barking in the
late nineteenth century, Mathew (L.217), born in 1934, recalls the change starting “...
after 1948, right into the ‘50s and beyond”. A clolse reading of the transcript suggests
that Mathew’s recollections als;J reflect the effects of clearing in the Katanning area,
where she was attending boarding school until about 1950. Ryall (L.162), born in
1929, also places the change “probably in the 19505, Owen (L.159), the same age as
Mathew, cites the ‘60s and ‘70s as the period when they realised there was a problem

with salt “breaking out on the hillsides” and the salt “going up the creeks”, Similarly,
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Young (L.472), Fryer-Smith (L.255) and Harvey (L.350) all recall the increase in
salinity dating to about the 1960s. The common thread in almost all the interviews is
the perception that there was a conncction between the extensive clearing that took
place following the arrival of the bulldozer after the Second World War, and an
increase in salinity of the river and land (Lee L.73, 110; Mathew L.207; Young L .470;
L.378; Ryall L.162; Fryer-Smith L.253; Harvey L.230, 350). Young recalls “... more
salt and less vegetation was really the difference between the 1940s and the 1970s.” A
match has been recorded for this common feature of the interviews, i.e. the connection

between extensive clearing and salinisation.

Unmatched recollections

Three of Lee’s (L.210) recollections were unmatched across the interviews: seeing an
oily film for the first time on the pools near Jingalup in the 1920s (L.210) (presumably
caused by iron bacteria associated with groundwater discharge (R. George, pers.
comm. 26/2/99));, Murrin Brook starting to go salty in the mid-1920s (L.190), and his
memory of the site of the first area to go salty in the Jingalup area (L.194). Fryer-
Smith’s specific recollection of cool/cold water in pools {(L.122, 126, 169), and
Mathew’s (L.131) memory of the salt appearing for the first time on the bank as the

waier levels dropped in summer, were also unmatched.

Inconsistent or incommensurable recollections

Two instances of inconsistent recollections, concerning salinity levels in the viver at

Woodenup farm, were noted in the discussion above.

Indefinite recollection

One indefinite recollection was recorded concerning a well located near the Tone

River becoming unusable, “presumably because it had gone brackish” (Young L.611).
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Cross-interview corroboration statistics

The results of the preceding discussion are quantitatively summarised in Figure 4,7.

Using the chi-squared test it was found that no significant difference exists between
information type (ecosystem attributes) and the degree to which they are matched (X?

=0.936, d.f. = 3, p > 0.05). Therefore the null hypothesis is accepted.
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Figure 4.7: A cross-interview assessment of the validity of the recollections
according to four categories.

Reflecting on the preceding corroboration statistics it is evident that:

1. The difference between the number of matched recollections and the combined
value of the other categories is relatively constant across the environmental

attributes.

2. Almost 50% of the total number of records across the credibility categories

(n=108) were in the matched category, followed closely by unmatched.
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3. Inconsistent or incommensurable recollections were identified across the four
environmental attributes, but in low numbers, representing only 8% of the total of
|08 records across the credibility categorics. An cven smaller number of indefinite

recollections were identificd across the environmental attributes.

With respect to the qualitative analysis of the recollections, which gave rise to the
preceding statistics, several points stand out. First, a number of limitations in the
recollections help to explain the fact that nearly 50% of the total number of records (n
= 103) is made up of unmatched and inconsistent or incommensurable recollections. I

have noted previously that interpretation of the recollections is limited or constrained

by:
e spatial, temporal and seasonal variation

o the need for greater detail in the recollections to assist with establishing
dates, locations, dimensions, species and the environmernital variations noted

above

¢ subjective and imprecise language (e.g. concepts like “deep” and “wide™).

Recognising these limitations, or constraints, is of crucial significance to the results of
this study. By seeking clarification from the intervieweeé in the form of more detailed
and exact information it is likely that these constraints can be alleviated significantly.
" Therefore, the measure of validity and reliability revealed here in the cross-interview

analysis cannot be considered conclusive.

These limitations have a further consequence. They tend to result in a ‘loss’ of
information in order to achieve a match across the different interviews. A match often

requires the recollections to be pared to a minimum because detail provided by one
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interviewee {c.g. thc common name and type of a call of a frog specics and dramatic
change in its abundance, Lee L.88) is not matched by detail in another (c.g. dramatic
decline in abundance of frogs only, Harvey L.368). The match is described as
‘dramatic decline in abundance of frogs’, and the information about the type of frog is
recorded as unmatched. This unmatched information might be valuable and needs to

be corroborated using other information sources if possible.

The results of the cross-interview analysis provided the data for the triangulation

exercises.

4.2.3 Triangulation exercises

The purpose of the triangulation exercises was to ascertain whether the corroboration
achieved in the cross-interview analysis could be strengthened using other information
sources, and whether corroborative sources could be found for the unmatched
recollections. An attempt was also made to resolve the placement of some
recollections in the inconsistent or incommensurable category., The two ecosystem

attributes seleeted for the exereise were riparian vegetation and water quality.

Sources used

A list of the types of materials consulted during the triangulation exercises is provided
below. The groupings of materials reflect the categories also used in the scientists’

evaluation.

1. Aerial photographs, commencing with the earliest run undertaken by the
Commonwealth Department of Defence in 1943 (Dinninup Run 8, scale 1:23270),
followed by State Government photography taken in July 1961 (Dinninup Run 10)
for the Murrin Brook area, and March 1962 (Balbanup Run 3) for the lower section

of the study area.
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2. State archives, including:

a)

b)

‘Land Tax ~ Classification and Valuation Forms® consisting of sketch maps and
notations held by the Valuer General’s Office for individual location numbers
along the Tonc River. An example of the form is provided in Plate 2. The
forms cover the period 1911 to 1939 for the Murrin Brook and Tonec River
sections, and include comment on vcgetation patterns and soil types. Dates are
frequently shown as circa because some sketch maps and notations appear to
have been prepared or amended by different people, warranting some caution

over the document date.

*Classification and Valuation Forms® consisting of former Department of Lands
and Survey’s land surveyor sketch maps and notations held by the Department
of Agriculture (formerly held by the Department of Land Administration) for
individual location numbers along the upper Tone River section of the study
area. An example of the form is provided in Plate 3. Only forms covering this
section could be found (i.e. no records were located upstream of and including
Woodenup farm). These contain similar classes of information to the Valuer
General Office ‘Land Tax — Classification and Valuation Forms’, and also
contain information on “prospects and manner of obtaining water”. Dates are

recorded as per the forms held by the Valuer General’s Office.

Explorer jounals held by the Battye Library relating to expeditions passing
close to the Jingalup area, including those of Stirling (1835, 1837), Nairn-Cross
(1840), Hillman (1837, 1838), Bannister (1831) and Roe (1835). These are

located in the Exploration Diaries Volumes 1 to 6. It appears that there were
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no traverses of the study arca, but numerous visits to nearby rivers, principally

the Balgarup and the Gordon, were noted.

3. Dublished scientific litcrature: relating to vegetation (Beard 1980), water quality
records (Schofield et al 1988; Davics and Bari 1995), assessment of river condition
(Pen 1997), specific riverine fauna studics (Morrissy 1978), and other relevant
environmental histories (Sanders 1991). Both Schoficld et al and Davies and Bari
are essentially analyses of the extensive database now held by the Water and
Rivers Commission, but also incorporate references to published scientific papers
and specific experimental works on water quality change. The water quality
information was useful in establishing general trends in salinity levels for the

Warren-Tone system,

4. Scientific records and databases. No search was done of Herbarium databases
because it was feit that the emphasis in the corroboration process was on the
pattern of vegetation, and single taxonomic records from specific locations were

unlikely to be of corroborative value.

5. Community archival material:

a) Three published Kojonup histories (Bignell 1971, 1991, 1997).

b) An unpublished thesis of the history of Jingalup (Barker , ¢.1959).
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Plate 2. Sample of “Land Tax — Classification and Valuation Form” held by the
Valuer General’s Office. The form depicts broad vegetation associations along the
Tone River at Location Number 7541, south of Woodenup Pool. The sketch map is
drawn at a scale of “20 chains to the inch”. The form is dated 22 July 1921.

o
T
-
3
adrarms N
L "I-"‘
3
| 'é "' -
5¢48




Platfe 3. Sample of “Classification and Valuation Form™ held by the Department of
Agr'lculture (formerly held by the Department of Lands and Surveys). The form
depicts broad vegetation associations along the Tone River at Location 6459, adjacent

to Wackelingup Pool. The sketch map is drawn at a scale of “20 chains to th
The form is dated 18 December 1912.
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Gaps in sources of ather historical records

Water quality records were available from the Water and Rivers Commission for the
Tone River but they were too recent (commencing in 1978) to be used to corroborate

the recollections (see 4.1.1 for further discussion of this point).

A search of the Battyc Library photographic collection located some good general
shots of the Murrin Brook arca but nothing that assisted with triangulation. Personal
diaries and photographs of the river were sought from interviewees and other local
people recommended to me. Very few useful black and white photographs were
available. Ryall’s father, who farmed about 10 km from the Tone River, kept a diary
but it appeared not to contain any entries about the river. A small number of other
diaries tracked unrelated events. Young and Mathew’s father kept a diary but it was

burnt in a bushfire in 1963.

Abbreviations used

The following abbreviations have been used to assist with the presentation of matedal:

e VGO: original sketch maps held by the Valuer General’s Office. The number

recorded immediately after VGO’ is the location number of the land area.

e DLS: original sketch maps prepared for the Department of Lands and Surveys.
The number recorded immediately after ‘DLS’ is the location number of the

surveyed land area.

Results of triangulation exercises

The results of the triangulation exercises are presented in Tables 4.6 and 4.7, The
information within the tables is arranged in sequence commencing in the headwaters
and extending downstream, Whether the type of matched recollection has been

corroborated (“C”) or not corroborated (“*NC”), is recorded in the third column.
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Attempts to corroborate unmatched recollections are discussed in the text. The results

of the cxercises are quantitatively summarised in Table 4.8.



Table 4.6: Triangulation of recollections matched during cross-interview analysis: riparian vegetation

160

Type of matched Potential source of corroboration Corrobor
recollection from cross- -ative
interview analysis status
Extensive areas of thick Quite large flats containing vegetation consistent with tea-tree are evident in:
ga;giizzrzgiiog%uhgn{g : » alkm x 50m wide band along Cockatoo Creek on the 1943 Cwlth aerial photo (Dinninup Run 8,
o 30526). These same areas are marked as “scrubby” on VG06070 (¢.1919) and DLS6865 (c.1912)
in the upper reaches of the
Tone River. ¢ an area along Murrin Brook east of Woodenup Rd on a Cwlth aerial photo (Dinninup Run 8,
30522), which was also consistent with a tea-tree/paper-bark area on VG04295 (c.1925).
® an area just west of the Jingalup townsite, including the Mininiup Pool area, appeared to be tea-tree
on a Cwlth aerial photo (Dinninup Run 8, 30515-16) and was consistent with VGO6613 {c.1911)
sketch map marked with “scrubby ti-tree”. C
Note: Interpretation was difficult owing to the relatively poor quality of the 1943 photos.
Additionally, Beard’s (1980:17) classification of the “Jingalup System”, which covers part of the
Murrin Brook area, states that “major creeks are lined by E.rudis, Melalewca cuticularis and M.
viminea”.
Blue gum/flooded gum A narrow band of trees lining considerable sections of the main watercourses is evident in 1943 Cwlth
trees/areas close in to the aerial photos (Dinninup Run, e.g. 30522) and the 1962 DOLA aerial photos (Balbanup Run 3).
&ater.cogrs esl,( lnc;ut(:lm%_ Flooded gum is marked along Murrin Brook on VG(04295 (¢.1925), and its tributaries (VGO6048
Ri rook and the fone 1 ¢, 1921). Sketch inap notations of flooded gum along the Tone River include VGO7541 (c.1921), south
ver. of Woodenup farm; DLS6549 (c.1912) on Harvey’s farm; and DLS6553 (c.1922) near Nymiup Pool.
Tributaries of the Tone are also marked flooded gum on DLS86548 {¢.1922) and DLS6755 (c.1912).
Beard’s (1980:17) classification of the “Jingalup System”, which covers part of the Murrin Brook area,
states that “E. rudis occurs along minor drainage. Major creeks are lined by E.rudis, Melaleuca
cuticularis and M. viminea”. (Note: blue gum/flooded gum = E.rudis). C

160
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Presence of a variety of
other tree species (red gum,
wandoo, jarrah) in the
vicinity of the brook and
river.

A narrow band of trees lining considerable sections of the main watercourses is evident in 1943 Cwith
aenal photos (Dinninup Run, €.g. 30522) and 1962 DOLA aerial photos (Balbanup Run 3),

White gum is shown along Murrin Brook near Jingalup on VGO6946 (1924). A short distance
downstream, jarrah, red gum and white gum are shown to occur adjacent to the river flat of “scrubby ti-
tree” (VGO6613, ¢.1911)

Red gum is marked along the river about 3 km downstream of Woodenup Poel on VGO7541 (1921).

“Red gum” is marked adjacent to the river on Harvey's farm DLS6547 (¢.1939), now location 8751,
Interestingly, the notation on an earlier sketch map (c.1912) for the same location reads “whitegum,
jarrah, blackboys’ adjacent to the river.

“QOdd jarrah” about half way between Wackelingup and Nymiup Pools is noted on the VGO6553
{1956) sketch map, {probably drawn with the assistance of aerial photography).

Red gum and white gum are marked adjacent to the river on DLS8553, 6545 & 6548 (c.1922), in the C
vicinity of Nymiup Pool.
Wattle close to the brook Beard (1980:17) comrmnented that there were three common wattles in the Jingalup System, including
and river. jam wattle (dcacia acuminata).
A quite extensive area of “jain wattle” is noted downstream from Mininiup Pool on VGO6432 (1919).
‘Thick wattle flat & ti-tree” is noted on VGO7541 (c.1924), about 2.5 km downstream of Woodenup
Pool; wattle is marked adjacent to the Tone River just north of Palligup Pool on DL56735 (c. 1913);
and also on DLS6553 (¢.1922), near Nymiup Pool. C
Yate in flat areas along the | Presence of yate 15 noted in the middle Murrin Brook area (VG(06946, 1924) and at the other end of the
watercourse. study area on “swampy, level to flat clayey soil”, near Nymiup Pool (VGO6653 1956, probably drawn C
with the assistance of an aerial photo).
On Woodenup farm a lot of | No corroborative records were found specific to Woodenup farm, but banksia was noted about 2.5 km
banksias grew on an area downstream on VGO7541 (c.1924), and in a number of other downstream locations. C

of sandy soil along the
river to the west of the old
homestead.
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Paperbark downstream of Paperbark are recorded along the river on VGO7541 (c.1924), about 3 km south of Woodenup Pool.
where the tributaries joined . .
{0 become the Tone. Note: paperbark also recorded upstream along Murrin Brook V(G04295 (1925).
C
Natural grasses/ grassland | No other records located.
areas along the river. NC
Rushes along the edge of No other records located.
the watercourse. NC
Relative tolerance of blue No other records located.
gum to increase in salinity NC
levels.
Death of tea-tree with An extensive area of healthy tea-tree is evident along Cockatoo Creek in a 1943 Cwlth aerial photo
increase in salinity levels. (Dinninup Run 8, no. 30526), and this shows as a bare, saline area by 1995 DOLA aenal photo
(Dinninup Run). However, the vegetation may also have been cleared, burnt and/or grazed.

NC
Tree death and appearance | A number of oral histories in Sanders (1991:22) commented on samphire colonising and increasing
of samphire near around lakes in the wheatbelt area during this century, a region where extensive clearing has occurred. C

watercourses following
clearing and rising salinity
levels.
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Attempted corroboration of recollections unmatched in cross-interview analysis
There is reference to sheozk along Murrin Brook near Jingalup (VG06946, ¢.1924),
which supports Lee’s (L.108) recollection of sheoak in the arca. Furthermore, in
Beard’s (1980:17) description of the Jingalup system he includes Casuarinag

huegeliana as one of the small trees likely to be present.

In the following discussion, one of the two related recollections is corroborated. Fryer-
Smith (L.211) observed that in the upper Tone River area *“... close to the watercourse,
you are more confined to just flooded gum and wattle”. As shown in the table above,
flooded gum and wattle were clearly present along the river. However, the VGO and
DLS mapping supports a more varied vegetation adjacent to the rivers, with the
presence of various eucalypt species, banksia, York Road poison, blackboys, and
paperbark. This corroborates Harvey’s (L.191) recollection that “... the vegetation
was really varied” along the river (Glentone farm area). Nonetheless, the land
surveyors may well have been more concerned about recording vegetation on the
arable land back from the river, rather than on the immediate water’s edge.
Additionally, it is difficult to determine the boundary of the riparian zone from the_
surveyor records and the interviews. For the purpose of this analysis, I have treated

Harvey’s recollection as corroborated but not Fryer-Smith’s.

No corroboration was available for the remaining six of the eight previously

unmatched recollections.

Investigation. of inconsistent or incommensurable recollections

The VGO and DLS records corroborate the variability in the proximity of jarrah,

wandoo and red gum to the river provided in the interviews.



164

The prevalence of poison plants in the vicinity of the river/brook is well established in
other historical sources, such as the VGO and DLS records. Lee’s (L.130, 156)
recollection of poison near the river/brook is corroborated by VGO6613 (¢.1911) and
VGO6946 (1924). Mathew (L.51) referred to the absence of poison in the vicinity of
Woodenup Pool area. This is supported by VG04295 (1925) which makes no mention
of poison plants on the land immediately around Woodenup Pool. However, the same
mapping makes no mention of poison elsewherc on the property, yct Mathew (L.51)
recalls its occurrence elsewhere on the farm. I have treated Lee’s recoilection as

corroborated, but not Mathew’s,

No progress could be made on the remaining inconsistent recollection without

clarification from the interviewee.

Material not in the oral histories

It appears poison plants and blackboys were quite abundant close to the river in the
upper Tone section of the study area, yet neither Harvey nor Fryer-Smith mentions
their presence along the river. York Road poison and blackboys are marked north of
Paltigup Pool on DLS6755 (c.1912), on the other side of the river DLS6280 (1918),
and also along the river on Harvey’s farm (VGO6547 ¢.1913; now location number
8751). It is possible that the poison was eradicated prior to the period Harvey and
Fryer-Smith are recalling. Banksia were only mentioned in relation to the Tone River
on Woodenup farm, but their presence is noted on a number of sketch maps down river
(e.g. upstream of Palligup Pool (DLS8007, c.1923); in the vicinity of Wackelingup
Pool (DLS6549, ¢.1912); and about half way between Wackelingup and Nymiup Pools

(VGO6553, 1956).



Table 4.7: Triangulation of recollections matched during cross-interview analysis: water quality

Type of matched Potential source of corroboration Corrob-
recollection from orative
cross-interview status
analysis
Up to about the 1940s Indications that the water was potable are given by the following historical sources and reports:
the water was potable “th . . ,, .
. . ey established large vegetable plots along the edge of the Murrin Brook™ on location 4447 (Barker
with low-level ) L L oL E .
brackishness. which cl959 17)3 which includes Mln}mup Pool. A!though this sugpests tl}e stream water was used for
. > irrigation, it may have been a winter garden, situated along the Mwrrin because of the soil. An
increased over summer indication of the salinity levels are given by the range of tolerance of many vegetables to total salts in
and over time. irrigation water, which is 495 to 1485 mg/L (Agriculture WA 1990).
. “Pools on the river may be relied on generally till about Christmas time” (DLS6280 (c.1918), north of
[Fresh (potable) water is Palligup Pool).
defined as <500 mg/L “water could be obtained from ... River” (DLS6549 (c.1912), incorporating Wackelingup Pool)
TDS; 500 — 1000 mg/L ’ ’
is considered marginal . “some fair water holes along the river” (DLS6566 (1919), just east of Wackelingup Pool).
an.d may be acceptable The fact that the water could be brackish over sumnmer is noted as long ago as 1921. In relation to DLS6553
drinking water based on it is stated “the river ... has permanent water which is brackish towards end of summer.” Pen (1997:62)
taste (WRC 1998a)]. states *“it is likely that the upper reaches of the Warren . . . were always at least marginally fresh ... but have
become more saline as a result of land clearing in low rainfall areas (<700mm)”.
Increases in “brackishness” (salinity) over time have been well documented. The overall average annual
salinity for the Warren-Tone River 1s recorded as increasing by 15 mg/l/yr between 1940 and 1988
(Schofield et al 1988:35,49) based on a monitoring site in the lower reaches of the Warren-Tone Catchment.
In the Warren River “the rate of stream salinity rose markedly after 1953, Schofield et al (1988:4). A 1995
study confirmed that for salt concentration “the Tone River has an increasing trend of 53 mgL™' TSS™, and
“there is an increasing trend of annual salt load for the Tone River” (Davies and Bari 1995:29). C
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Water suitable for stock
within living memory

In 1891 a 40 foot deep well was sunk on (what is now) Fares Pty Ltd farm lands on the northern side of
Murrin Brook, near Jingalup: “... the water is now affected by salt seepage [but] in the drought year of
1940, thousands of gallons were carted from the well, which would draw about 1,200 gallons per day ... to
water stock on their property” (Barker ¢.1959:11; no reference provided).
“I think about 1935 ... there was no stock water left on the farm. I spent many months shepherding sheep

along the Tone River. This was not a great hardship as the water was fresh”. (Walter Furniss quoted in C
Bignell 1997:118; Furniss was probably referring to the section of the Tone closest to his farm, which was
south of Nymiup Pool).
Early recollections of No turbidity records for the Tone River prior to the late 1970s,
clear water NC
The water used to be No water quality records for the Tone River prio1 ‘o the late 1970s.
tea-coloured/stained NC
brown :
The rver was shaded Aerial photographs (e.g. 1962 Balbanup Run 3, No 5063 (DOLA)) indicate a narrow band of quite dense
[inference: cooling cover along the river. Some river sections and larger pools (e.g. Wackelingup Pool) are visible (i.e. not
effect] fully shaded), other sections are obscured by vegetation, particularly in areas where the land adjacent to the
riparian zone is uncleared. C
A connection between “Agricultural clearing almost invariably results in increased stream salinity in the south-west™ (Schofield et
clearing and al 1988:32). The overall average annual salinity for the Warren-Tone River has been documented as
salinisation of the river | increasing by 15 mg/l/yr since 1940 {Schofield et al 1988:35.49). In the Warren River “the rate of stream
was observed salinity rose markedly after 19557, which is consistent with the second major phase of clearing in the
catchment identified by the interviewees, and described by Schofield et al (1988:4). C
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A connection between
increased salinity levels
and decline in species
abundance was
observed.

. Lee (L.355) attributes the decline in black duck to increased salinisation. Saunders and Ingram
(1995:48) state that salinisation resulting in loss of suitable habitat is one reason for the decline in
abundance of the black duck.

Young (L.87) thinks tortoises have declined due to salinity. According to Pen (1997:106), “tortoises
appear to be at risk from salinisation . . . but are still present in river pools . .. that exhibit considerable
degradation”. This is consistent with Fryer-Smith (L.131) who comments “today you’ll still find turtles
in the fairly salty pools.” Young’s observations are from further upstream, where salinity levels are
probably higher.

Lee (L.93) refers to a massive decline in frog populations due to rising salinity. Pen (1997:106) states
“most [frog] species are sensitive to changes in salinity . . . . The probable impact of salinisation on
frogs bas not been documented.” Main (1990:400) concurs. Of course, frog decline has been noted
globally, and other possible factors in their decline include agricultural chemical use (Tyler 1994:161).

Fryer-Smith (L.238) stated that salinity caused the virtual extinction of fish life (referred to elsewhere
by Fryer-Smith as “perch™) in the river. From oral histories of wheatbelt wetlands, Sanders (1991:24)
found “the disappearance of fish from wetlands ... coincided with increased salinity.” Redfin perch
(Perca fluviatilis} is one of the species mentioned. Pen (1997:106) claims that the introduced redfin
perch has declined “probably as a consequence of salinisation and low oxygen levels.”

. Mathew (L.84) attributes the loss of gilgies in a pool on Woodenup farm to rising salinity, and Fryer-
Smith (L. 60) infers higher salinity levels in the upper reaches of the Tone have been detrimental to
marron. Using oral histories of various rivers in the wheatbelt Sanders (1991:25) found “it appears that
crustaceans [gilgies and marron] disappeared from 10 to 20 years after the onset of salinisation was first
noticed.” No corroborative scientific sources have been identified [or gilgies, whereas some work has
been done on marron. Morrissy (1978:7) notes in relation to marron that “‘the decline has been
associated usually with the obviously increasing salinity of inland nvers following clearing and
agricultural development.” He states, however, that “there is no positive evidence that high salinities
per se were responsible alone for the documented decline in inland stocks ol marton™ and concludes
that marron stocks have “retreated” down the rivers “because of oxygen depletion produced by summer
eutrophication” (Morrissy 1978:5,14).

NC

Water clarity declined

No water quality records for the Tone River prior to the late 1970s.
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Attempted corroboration of recollections unmatched in cross-interview analysis

No corroborative sources for the five unmatched recollections were found.

Investigation of inconsistent/ incommensuruable recollections

The one inconsistent recollection concerning salinity levels at Woodenup farm could

not be resolved.

Summary and conclusions

The results of the triangulation exercises are set out in Table 4.8. Seven of the 12
matched recollections from the cross-interview analysis of the riparian vegetation were
corroborated, along with four recolleptions from the unmatched and iﬁconsistent or
incommensurable categories. Half of the water quality recollections matched in the
cross-interview analysis were corroborated, but no progress was made with respect to

the unmatched, inconsistent or incommensurable recollections.

Table 4.8: Results of triangulation exercises

Corroborated Not
corroborated*
Riparian 11 13
vegetation**
Water quality 4 10
Total 15 23

* Includes previously unmatched and inconsistent or incommensurable recollections.
Indefinite recollections are not included.

** Note: the increase in the number of riparian vegetation records (n=24) compared with
results of cross-interview analysis (n=23) in Table 4.2 reflects an instance where the
corroboration of one recollection within an inconsistent record was achieved, resulting in two
records.

The triangulation exercises were aimed at determining whether information from the
oral histories could be corroborated for validity (i.e. factual accuracy) using cther

informatton sources. The conclusions are:
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In most cascs any inability to corroborate the recollections generated by the cross-
interview analysis was due to the lack of corroborative material. To the extent that
such matcrial was found, the recollections were almost all found to be valid. The

one exception is discussed under point 2, below.

Two limitations of this result need to be born in mind. First, in the research time
available I cannot claim to have exhausted all possible sources of corroboration,
and some of this ‘missing’ material might conflict with some of the corroborated
recollections. Secondly, in the course of doing the cross-interview analysis,
matched recollections were pared to core shared information, and important detail
of dates and geographical locations often had to be discarded. This widened the
gap between the temporal and spatial scale of the recollections and the
corroborative material. Corroborative sources, including the aerial photographs
and the records of the Valuer General’s Office and the Department of Lands and
Surveys, were already at a finer temporal and spatial resolution than the original
recollections — many of the recollections did not specify dates or locations with
precision, whereas this information was usually speeified or readily apparent in the

other sources,

. The lack of corroboration of the interviewee’s perceived connection between

decline in species population and increasing salinity, was generally not a case of

conflicting information but inconclusive science to substantiate the claim.

While there was scientific support for some of the individual recollections (e.g. in
relation to the decline in black duck numbers), generally it was not conclusive. For
example, it was noted that frogs are sensitive to changes in salinity but the probable

impact has not been documented (Pen 1997:106). Salinity is considered by one
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interviewee to be the reason for the decline in abundance and distribution of

marron, but the principal cause is likely to be other factors (Morrissy 1978).

Roberts and Sainty (1997:32), who found that *“thc reconstructed ccological history
can only be a correlation, rather than hypothesis testing for cause and effect”, have
noted the issue. Their oral history study of the Lachlan River in NSW concludes:

The ecological impact of carp cannot be confirmed by the oral history process. A
strong correlation is evident ... between the arrival of carp and cha: ges in water
quality and loss in plants; correlation alone is inadequate .... The pro...dre for

complete confirmation requires first identifying the mechanisms, then testing in the
field, and finally confirming the relevance in an appropriate scaling-up procedure.

Sanders (1991) accepts that oral histories of the wheatbelt wetlands have
established at least a strong correlation between salinity and various biological
impacts. Two examples from her study illustrate this point: “Frogs have also
disappeared since the increase in salinity levels in the wetlands” and “using oral
histories ... it appears that crustaceans disappeared from ten to 20 years after the

onset of salinisation was first noticed” (Sanders 1991:25).

In addressing the effects of environmental change, the Tone River oral histories do
lend support to the perceived correlation between events noted in other studies (e.g.

Sanders 1991), but they cannot be definitive.

. In the triangulation of riparian vegetation it was noted that some detail, relating to
poison plants and banksia, was provided in sources such as the VGO and DLS
records that were absent in the oral histories. This highlights an issue that needs to
be born in mind in triangulation. The sources of information come from different
time periods, which may produce complications. Lee’s recollections began in
about 1920, at least 20 years before most of the other interviewees. The VGO and

DLS records generally coincide with Lee’s earliest recollections, but predate the



171
other interviewces. The commencement of acrial photographs, on the other hand,
coincides with the earliest recollections of a number of the interviewees. Since
degrading and restorative processes are always at work, comparison of data across

different time periods must be treated with caution.

In this Chapter the oral histortes have been evaluated for their capacity to inform
ecological restoration and provide reliable and valid information. The analytical tools
developed in Chapter Two were augmented by an assessment of the role of the
interviewer’s questions and an independent evaluation of the recollections by a group
of independent scientists. The implications of this analysis and the role of interview

method are discussed below,
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CHAPTER FIVE

S DISCUSSION

This project explored the value of environmental oral historics for ccological
restoration and their legitimacy as a source of factual information. The aims and
associated rescarch questions focused on whether environmental oral histories can be
evaluated for factual accuracy and their capacity to be useful in the restoration process,
using a number of analytical tools. Three analytical tools were developed in Chapter
Two to provide for the evaluation of the transcripts. These tools drew on four main
bodies of literature: restoration ecology, environmental history, oral history and

qualitative research theory.

The study’s first research question required assessing the relevancy and
comprehensiveness of the interviews against a set of ecosystem attributes pertaining to
river restoration, and evaluating the usefulness of the recollections to the restoration
process according to three uses of historical information identified in the restoration
ecology literature. In response to the second research question, recollections extracted
from the interviews were subjected to an independent evaluation by scientists, and to
cross-interview analysis, before being corroborated against other information sources

to assess their reliability and validity.

51 Interview method

Interview method was discussed in Chapter Three. During the analysis it became
apparent that the results were constrained by the use of broad, open questions. 1
therefore begin this discussion by addressing whether the interview method enabled
the study’s aims to be achieved. The interview method may have reduced the potential

for the oral histories to provide data that would be of value to restoration and have the
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capacity to be examined for factual accuracy. On the other hand, there are sound
rcasons for pursuing the approach used and it could be regarded as a successful
outcome as # first phase of an intcrview process, There is support in the sociological
literaturc on participant observation for the notion that voluntecred rather than directed
statements have a higher evidentiary value because they have been made
independently of the observer (Becker 1958:655). According to Becker (1958:655),
volunteered statements are:

likely to reflect the observer’s preoccupations and possible biuses less than one

which is made in response to some action of the observer, for the observer's very

question may direct the informant into giving an answer which might never occur
to him otherwise.

A parallel can be drawn between the role of the participant observer and my role as
interviewer. I showed in the analysis of the interviewer’s role that I had not had a
marked influence over the relative amounts of information provided by the

interviewees.

Another argument for the chosen interview method is the value attached to local
people’s stories about the biophysical environment in which they live. It was useful to
give interviewees the freedom to foeus on what is important to and understood by
them. This intormation may have special value as “unsolicited’ sources of restoration
goals and endpoints revealed through interviewee’s stories about the river. Popper and
Popper (1996:18) describe the importance of stories in a regional planning context:

Stories ... highlight a region’s distinctive, valuable features, defining what is worth
protecting.

Popper and Popper (1996:18) have drawn on published stories about regional
ecosystems to mount their case, arguing that “writers often first distill the spirit of a

region.” In the context of my study area, which is now an uncharismatic physical
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setting for an ‘outsider’ to consider using as the focus of picture hook or a published

narrative, oral historics can be the medium for local people to tell their storics.

Earlier I noted that the interview method might have reduced the potential for the oral
histories to provide information that would be of value to restoration, and have the
capacity to be examined for factual accuracy. I have shown in Chapter Four that if
detailed biophysical information is needed to inform the restoration process, specific
questions and some probing questions arc neccessary to establish dates and
geographical locations of observations, to clarify imprecise language (e.g. conceming
size or depth), and to make identification of species more feasible. Moreover,
information about a range of ecosystem attributes might be overlooked unless actively
sought in the interview or a follow-up interview (e.g. information about water quality

components and biological interactions).

The deliberate non-use of specific questions, probing and prompting meant that
interviewee’s observations and experiences were not fully explored, and therefore the
measure of reliability and validity obtained for the upper Tone is inconclusive in a
number of respects. First, in their evaluations the scientists may have found more of
the recollections potentially verifiable if the interviews had contained more specific
information. Secondly, there may have been fewer unmatched recollections in the
cross-interview analysis if the generalities had been reduced - it may also have been
less difficult to perform the analysis because the common aspects and differences
across the interviews would have been more apparent. Thirdly, with respect to the
triangulation exercises, there may not have been such a difference between the
relatively fine resolution of the temporal and spatial information provided by other

sources and the relatively coarse information contained in the recollections.
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The interview method also meant that I did not cxplore the full depth of the
interviewee’s recollections of the biophysical environment and thercfore the
assessment of their usefulness may understate the potential for oral histories to inform
the restoration process, Compared with the results of other studics (e.g. Roberts and
Sainty 1997), 1 did not achieve the same level of ecological reconstruction of a ‘pre-
disturbance’ environment. The smaller number of intcrviews may also have

contributed to this result.

5.2  The usefulness of the oral histories to ecological restoration

The analyses of the recollections against a set of ecosystem attributes demonstrated
information relevant to river restoration was obtained, but it generally lacked
comprehensiveness and there were gaps. The results of applying the classification of
historical uses (Table 2.2) showed the recollections were probably most significant for
one of the three uses - setting goals for restoration. Information about degrading
processes was generally limited to the perceived environmental impacts of clearing, in
particular those associated with rising salinity levels. Most of this information was not
at a level of detail that goes beyond existing knowledge of degrading processes in
south-western rivers. It is also impossible to dissociate the information provided from
the emphasis in the media and elsewhere on salinisation as a land degradation problem.
However, the recollections of natural revegetation processes indicate an area where
oral histories might be of significant value. These are less likely to have been
influenced by external information sources, and the process may be more readily
observed than a number of the degrading processes identified in the interviews (e.g.
increasing water salinity levels). Moi’eover, ecological restoration is not only

interested in the why, how and when of degrading processes, but also in the restorative
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processes that eome in to play. More cmphasis could be placed on collecting
recollections about the latter. Since in most cases, there are fewer local people
surviving who have witnessed the degradation associated with the carly period of
clearing in south-western Australia, a focus on environmental response (resilience and
resistance) to degrading processcs opens up the potential for a whole new group of

younger people to be involved.

The recollections of the massive decline in frog numbers indicate the potential for oral
histories to also provide information about significant and poorly understood
ecological interactions. While the level of detail provided in the frog-related
recollections was quite thin, which further questioning may iiave augmented, it appears
that it was still important information. There is little or no documentation of changes
in abundance of frogs in this state (A. Sanders and G. Harold, Moloch Fauna

Consultants, pers. comm. 14/4/99).

The results reveal that the recollections provide other unique and therefore
irreplaceable sources of historical information. The recollections of changes in water
quality are one example where other docurnented records of the water quality for the
upper Tone, prior to the late 1970s, are virtually non-existent, whereas Lee’s
recollections date back to the 1920s and many of the other interviewees from the
1940s. Moreover, while other historical sources of information, such as the land
surveyor forms, provide valuable information about vegetation associations, the
recollections give a more holistic image. For example, the presence of tea-tree along

the river is noted on several land surveyor forms and is visible in the aedal photos, but

26 Aronson et al (1993a:11) define resiliency as an ecosystem’s ability to retum to a former
successional trajectory after being degraded or deflected by outside disturbances, Resistance is
defined by the same authors as *“an ecosystem’s inertia in the face of change” (Aronson et al
1993:11).
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the recollections tell us more about the structure of the vegetation. For example, the
interviewcee’s recalled that “it was higher than a horse™ (Young L.38), and “there were
funny little areas that you had to get off your horse and pull the brute through behind
you, because the tea-tree was just too thick™ (Young L.56). Mathew (1..32) recalls that
“the tea-trees were very thick and lent over the top like a tunnel”. Other instances of
the richness of the description include, Harvey’s (L.140) recollections about
Wackelingup Pool prior to the river silting up:

Certainly I know this pool that we used to swim in below the house, I can

remember we were putting a rope down, when we were kids, and it was 17 or 18

Joot deep, the river. Used to jump off this three or four metre rock. ... 'dsay it’s
less than halfits depth now.

This type of information is not provided in any of the other historical records that I

viewed in relation to the upper Tone River.

5.3  The veracity of the recollections

With all the constraints noted above, analysis of the reliability and validity of the
recollections show that almost two-thirds were considered by the scientists to be
sufficiently clear and detailed to be potentially verifiable. According to the cross-
interview analysis, almost 50% of the total number of records across the four
categories of reliability and validity were in the matched category, followed closely by
unmatched recollections. Inconsistent or incommensurate recollections were identified
but in low numbers. The results of the triangulation exercises showed that to the
extent that other corroborative material was found, almost all recollections could be
found to be valid, although some had a greater level of corroboration. These results
indicate that environmental oral histories can provide information consistent with other

data sources.
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Although I did not have time to undertake a full trianguiation of the riverine fauna
table (Appendix 2.3), the information collected from other sources corroborates a
number of the recollections (e.g. the presence of turtles, marron, perch and minnows).
There is one instance of where it does not - the identification of a bird specics by Ryall
(L.78). Based on the description of its call, it appears that the bird was incorrectly
identified (A. Sanders pers. comm. 13/2/99). The cross-interview analysis of the
ecosystem attributes also revealed a few tnstances where there was a fairly clear
conflict between interviewee’s statements. In short, although I have not found many
instances where there was clearly a conflict across interviews or between the

recollections and another information source, there were some,

A purpose of this study was to examine whether environmental oral histories can be
evaluated for consistency and factual accuracy, The study has shown that triangulation
of the interviews using cross-interview analysis and corroboration by external
information sources can be used to gain a measure of the consistency and accuracy of
the information. The triangulation exercises also showed that other corroborative
information is not always available, which is potentially an indication of the value of
the recollections as a unique source of biophysical information. In this situation, the
cross-interview analysis serves as a measure of verifiability, but it is not possible to
know the extent to which the interviews are independent of each 6ther. Other’s
perceptions or a collective view of the local biophysical environment may influence

interviewees who are members of the same local community.

5.4  Other perspectives on oral histories

There are other ways of thinking about the reliability and validity of oral histories.

These include seeing environment oral histories as stories about how people interact
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with and perceive the environment. Another perspective is provided by the
accumulation of local knowledge based on continuous first-hand observation, which

cannot be measured against traditional scientific data sources.

According to Popper and Popper (1996:18):

Many planners see cultural regionalism as irrelevant because its storytelling relies
on fuzzy devices like symbols and metaphor. They prefer the hard-edged certitude
of regulatory regionalism: legal authorization, mapped boundaries, delineated
districts, precise rules, and above all an enforcing agency.

But the idea of creating regions by telling stories suggests the possibilities for soft-
edged planning. Soft-edged planning is more inclusive and less technical, and it
allows more people to take part.
The attitude of “many planners” as described by Popper and Popper, is analogous to
the views of some restoration ecologists. To qualify as a successful science, Bradshaw
(1993:72) suggests restoration ecology must distance itseif from non-scientific
approaches by adhering to “six cardinal points”, including a *“‘preparedness to carry out
proper experiments to test ideas”, and “that the successful restoration ecologist has,
above all, to be a good scicntist. One must have the appropriate background and a
logical mind.” This position was challenged by Higgs (1994:145):
The brilliance of ecological restoration thus far has been a fusion of practical and
theoretical knowledge and a convivial and unique mingling of amateurs and
professionals within the larger environmental movement . . . . The insights of
scientific research should be integrated with other ways of understanding
ecological restoration and not remain a separate province. We must combat the
notion that the best way of accomplishing ecological restoration is with an elite
corps of restoration scientists who feed information to armies of willing
supplicants.
This call for the meaningful involvement of non-scientists in restoration is comparable
to giving landholders involved in landcare on their own property, a real role in
informing and guiding the restoration process within the broader and integrated

‘fragmented Jandscape’. One obvious approach is to recognise their accumulated local

knowledge of the biophysical environment based on many years of observation. Wynn
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{1997) presents an excellent example of the potential for this approach. He critiques
the natural history writings of a New Zecaland pastoralist, W.H. Guthrie-Smith”, and
argues that they provide a remarkable “microgeographical perspective ... that is so
vital to understanding the often intricatc and incremental processes of environmental
transformations.” According to Wynn (1997:427), Guthric-Smith’s writing is “‘based
on half a lifetime of acute observation and an unflagging interest in nature” with a
primary focus on a detailed description of the arrival of weeds and introduced fauna on
his 20 000 ha North Island pastoral station:

Throughout the last decades of the nineteenth century, Guthrie-Smith delighted in

the close observation of his local area, enlisting the assistance of his shepherds to
alert him to changes in the enviromment of his run (Wynn 1997:430).

Wynn (1997:438) presents a number of arguments for the significance of Guthrie-
Smith’s work. First, the processes of weed and faunal invasions described by Guthrie-
Smith represent a detailed “environmental impact statement™ at a very localised scale,
which was mirrored across a much broader area of the North Island. Secondly,
Guthrie-Smith’s “curiosity about, fascination with, and fondness for this place led him,
ultimately, to reflect not only upon its transformation but also upon his role in the
process of environmental change.” The significance of this last point, according to
Wynn (1997:438), stems from the fact that it requires “engagement with questions

about how humans have used, and interpreted their interactions with, nature.”

This last point is simifar to Lane’s (1997:204) observation, noted in Chapter Two, that
oral histories are valuable expressions of local knowledge about the role of humans in
environmental change. Martin and Lockie (1997:76, 80) support this view and argue,

in the context of total catchment management, for local knowledge and experience to

27 These writings are contained in W.H. Guthrie-Smith (1921), Tutira: The Story of a New
Zealand Sheep Station.
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be considered a ‘legitimatc’ source of information becausc scientific data collection,
typically focused on thc biophysical cnvironment, ignorcs the role of “human
motivations and pressures”, providing “little understanding of the relationship between
land use, management practices and land degradation.” Moreover, they arguc that all
information, “whether ‘raw data’ or localised perspectives from farmers™ is always
influenced by “the particular institutional circumstances of its collection and
interpretation” (Martin and Lockie 1993:81). This “requires the different types of
information to be placed in interaction (that is, to be compared, contrasted and cross-
checked)” and provides a greater diversity of information for land management
(Martin and Lockie 1993:81). They suggest that local knowledge is not a less credible
source of information, and also offers another perspective. Unprompted, some of the
interviewees (e.g. Harvey L.353, 464) in this study commented on the “human
motivations and pressures” that underpinned various land management decisions and

indicated an awareness of their impact on the niver.

The restoration ecology literature and the conservation biology literature emphasise the
importance of viewing humans and their effects as a part of ecological systems.
According to Pickett and Parker (1994:75), modern ecological theory assumes that
systems “incorporate humans and their effects”. Meffe and Carroll (1994:16) state that
one of the guiding principles of conservation biology is that “the human presence must
be included in conservation planning”. What are the implications of these principles
for local knowledge and its expression through oral histories? Within the context of

this study there are two.
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First, accepting local knowledge as a legitimate source of ecological information
recogniscs local people's role and place in that ecological systcm, which will have

benefits for the successful implementation of restorative measures.

Secondly, if humans arc a part of ecological systems then a person’s knowledgc and
perceptions of the system with which they interact acquires a certain status or mcaning
and cannot be viewed simply in terms of reliability and validity. The perception and
experience is a part of the interaction, and it has inherent propertics {(e.g. as a statement
of sense of place) irrespective of whether the phenomenon (e.g. a fire or flood event)

existed in that environment as an external reality. Watson (1969:10) argues that:

The geography of any place results from how we see it as much as from what may
be seen there. Not all geography derives from the earth itself; some of it springs
Sfrom our idea of the earth. This geography within the mind can at times be the
effective geography to which men (sic) adjust and thus be more important than the
supposedly real geography of the earth.

Watson (1969:26) concludes that:
In all cases, illusions about the environment have powerful effect (sic) upon how
the environment is used, and thus the subject we call geography should pay at least
as much atiention to climate of the mind as to the climate, to the morphology of
thought as to geomorphology, that is to metal processes and patterns. The place of

perception is critical to the perception of place. Increasingly we must write the
geography of countries in terms of the country of the mind.

The principle of incorporating humans in ecological systems has a number of
important implicatiens for restoration ecology. According to Watson’s argument,
people’s “mental image” of a place has significant ramifications for that environment.
The “mental image” revealed in environmental oral histories could help inform
ecological restoration. In addition, the cultural, symbolic or utilitarian values
expressed in people’s recollections indicate the type of restoration goals and end-points

that might motivate local people to participate in ecological restoration.
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Several of the points raised above point to the difficulty of defining what is meant by

factual accuracy. Thompson (1988:240) offers a useful approach to the problem:
where there are discrepancies between written and oral evidence, it does not
Jollow that one account is necessarily more reliable than another. The interview
may reveal the truth behind the official record. Or the divergence may represent
two perfectly valid accounts from different stancpoints, which together provide
vital clues towards the true interpretation, Very often, indeed, while oral evidence
which can be directly confirmmed proves to be of merely illustrative value, it is fresh
but unconfirmed evidence which points the way towards a new interpretation.
Indeed, much oral evidence, springing from direct personal experience ... is
valuable precisely because it could come from no other source. It is mherent!y

unique. Of course its authenticity can be weighed. It cannot be confirmed, but it
can be judged.

As demonstrated in the discussion in Chapter Two, there are precedents for scientists
regarding local knowledge based on long and detailed observation as legitimate and
valuable information. Wynn (1997:430) argues that “he has no reason to doubt the
thoroughness and accuracy” of Guthrie-Smith’s written account. Other scientists have
acknowledged the veracity of oral forms of local knowledge. Showers and Mandela
(1992:279) maintain that local environmental knowledge “based on careful
observation” and from “people who use and depend on a landscape” can be used with
confidence. Similarly, fishers who are “good observers” are “incredibly reliable”
sources of information about fish ecology (as distinct from catch information)
according to a fisheries scientist with experience in this field (J. Prince, pers. comm,
19/2/99). Indeed, it is argued that “it is not possible to do fisheries research in this
country without using fisher knowledge” (J. Prince, pers. comm. 19/2/99). The Tone
River farmers also use and depend on the landscape, although their life and livelihood
is generally more bound up with production systems than with the natural systems that
they have displaced. Nevertheless, the oral histories tapped the observations that

spanned over half a century and, in Lee’s case, considerably longer. In some of the
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interviews, especially Harvey, there is also a reflective aspect of the role played by the

farmers in the biophysical decline of the river.

To conclude, this study has demonstrated that when oral histories with a specific focus
are collected from local people who have a long association with an area, then there
are techniques that can be used to extract and evaluate relevant information. By using
a diversity of teehniques to assess the veracity of the recollections, with significant
success, it has also been shown that recollections can be a valuable source of factual

information.
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Appendix I: Statement of Disclosure and Consent Form

Dear

Student research project: oral histories of local waterways

Thank you for agreeing to give an interview about the environmental history of the
upper Tone River and its tributaries with which you are familiar. The purpose of this
letter is to confirm our interview will take place at your house at

This letter also provides you with further information abovt the project and a form that
needs to be signed by you prior to the interview. By signing the form you agree that
the interview may be published as a part of the study. You will alsn be giving consent
to being identified by name in the study.

Purpose of the research project

The memories of local people are an important source of historical information about
changes that have taken place in their local environment since clearing for agriculture.
The aim of this study is to examine the extent to which these recollections can be
evaluated and used to assist landcare efforts and the restoration of the local
environment, such as waterways. To do this, the project will address two research
questions:

1. Can the credibility of local oral histories be assessed through cross-checking
memories with other information sources?

2. To what extent can local oral histories about environmental change contribute to
landcare efforts and the restoration of the iocal environment?

Benefits of the project

The project is an acknowledgment that you are a valuable source of information about
your local environment. It is hoped that your memories will contribute to the
wellbeing of the local environment and community by helping to define future
landcare and environmental restoration goals in relation to the upper Tone River and
its tributaries.

At a more general level, there is a vast store of information about the natural
environment and environmental change in the collective memories of local
communities, and the two research questions posed in this study will help to establish
the legitimacy and usefulness of this type of information.

Interview structure and time involved

Although I will ask you questions during the interview, I will guide rather than direct
the interview. It is important that you feel ftee in how you answer the questions and
to offer other insights that might not arse in answer to my questions. Since I am
interested in your own recollections of the upper Tone River and its tributaries, there
is no need for you to do any preparation for the interview.
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The interview will take approximately onc hour and will be tape-recorded. A copy of
the transeript of your interview will be returned to you as soon as possible for you to
review and correct. Subject to your consent, a copy of the tape and transcript will be
lodged with the Battye Library in Perth within nine months of the complction of the
project for use by other researchers and as a permanent record of your recollections of
the area.

I am available to answer any queries you may have. My telephone numbers are (08)
9384 3793 (h) or (08) 9400 5058 (university). My postal address is c/- Centre for
Ecosystem Management, School of Natural Sciences, Edith Cowan University, 100
Joondalup Drive, Joondalup WA 6027,

I hone you will enjoy being a part of the project.

Yours sincerely

Margaret Robertson
Research student



Statement of Disclosure and Informed Consent
{To be read and signed by the interviewee)

Project title

Environmental history for ecological restoration: evaluating local recollections of
landscape condition and ecological change,

A review of possible risks to, or concerns of, interviewees

1. Subject to your consent, your involvement in the study will not be confidential
and your name will be published in the thesis in association with your
interview transcript. This approach is considered desirable because the
significance and credibility of your recollections depend to an extent on making
clear the length and nature of your association with a particular geographical area.
This level of detail makes it difficult to achieve anonymity for interviewees.

2. The recollections provided by you during the interview may be cross-checked
with the recollections of other interviewees and other information sources.
Discrepancies may be discussed in the thesis.

3. During the interview, you may recall that environmental change occurred as a
likely consequence of your or your family’s land management actions. This project
is concemed with understanding the process and apparent causes of environmental
change without apportioning blame.

4.In considering how recollections might help with restoration of the local
environment, this project will work at a theoretical level. There is no expectation
that farmers will undertake landcare or environmental restoration activities in the
course of, or as a direct consequence of, this project.

Giving your consent

have read the information above and any
questions I have asked have been answered to my satisfaction.

I agree to participate in this activity, realising I may withdraw at any time.

I agree that the research data gathered for this study may be published and that T will
be identified.

INEEIVIEWER .ottt ieiesesasitssstiessie st tentte et eetes e amemamemnaesenaras Date ....c.ooevevvennnn.
Research STUARIIE ...vvvvvericviiiinvicirernrersis st rabassstnss 5 ene Date ....ccveveveenrenann
Seeking clarification

Any questions you have concemning this project can be directed to Margaret Robertson
(research student) of the School of Natural Sciences at Edith Cowan University on
(08) 9384 3793 (h) or (08) 9400 5058.



Appendix 2: Codes Used in Appendices 2.1 to 2.4

For *potential information sources’ Sce section 3.2.3
For ‘investigative status’ See section 3.2.3
For coding of ‘ecosystem attributes’ Sce table below

Coding system for ecosystem attributes

Riparian vegetation Attribute coding
Composition Co
Structure St
Pattern Pa
Riverine habitat structure Altribute coding
Channel morpholopy Ch
Mineral substrate Mi
Organic substrate Or
Ecosystem functions Ec
Riverine fauna Attribute coding
Composition Co
Abundance and distribution Ab
Seasonality Se
Function roles and habitat use Fu
Water quality Attribute coding
Turbidity Tu
Algal growth Al
Colour and stain Cs
Visual depth Vi
Temperature Te
pH pH
Dissolved oxygen Di
Salinity Sa
Qdour Od
Water chemistry Wa

Reference condition  (r)
Changed condition {c)
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Appendix 2.1: Local recollections of riparian vegetation:
ecosystem attributes, and investigative status and sources
NB: Normal type = earliest recollection. /tafics = subscquent change in condition.

g g -
o 2 s = = g
- 4 Composition Structure S22 | « & 2SS
& @ - Pattern & B4 B R
e ¥ {presence or absence of species (vertical lnyering & percentage . o< 5= =35
2 z q {areal extent & zonation) £E% |28 s E=
S L or types) cover or density) T2 = "o E
w o= ;' S
“Tea-tree or blu " (L.149). “Mostly” (L.149). * i ' (L.149). Co{r} 1 EO.SA.CA
2 2 ea or blue gums” (L,149) y” (L.149) ‘Close in to the Brook™ (L.149). b “; ; EO.S4 SRPM
=¥ r Pain t EDSR
2| &
pd ® | “White gum, red gum” (L.149). “...at.. iurther away where the ground became a bit less waterlogged during the | Cot) ] EQ.SASR.CA
2 winter" (L.149). A EOSR
3
= “Quandongs” (L.151). *... some areas would be patches of quandungs ... they used to grow ... away | S0 ! EQSASRCA
g from the watercourse™ (L.153). Fate) : TR M
; “..nome of those left anymore
.153).
(L.153) Cotcd
“Wattles” (L.154). “very close to the rivers” (L.154) [ ] SASRCA
Pagr) 1 SAEQSRPM
- —— I EQ.SR
“Tea-tree and scrub™ (L.68; (09) “thick™ (L.68). Covered most of Murrin Brook {!..08), Co(n 1 EQ,PMSACA
Stin) 1 SAEOSRPM
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... nearly all along the whole area of the dver, for several miles ir this area.
where we live.” {L..109) [Mylcrup, ncar Jingalup].
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“When it became alkaline ... most of Cai0) CR
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“Sheoak” (L.108). “along the river” (L.108). Con 1 E0.SACA
Pair) i E4 SR
i Eo.SR
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= country.” {L.36). Fagn
[ " &5 r L1 s 1) CO tr] CR
... tushes, what we call grass trees full of* {(L.53). The crecks “... right at the very headwaters of the catchment” (L.52). A pi PMLSASRSL
(L.53). Pa o [ ED SR
“But with the advent of clearing the colé)
rushes disappeared " (L.54). o (&
“paperbark™ (L.48). *... when it became a tiver alter the tribuiaries was when You ot into the | Cot? 1 ;f?{“—“-"-‘
paperbark along the river, (L.47). P ® FOSR
“teastree” (L.48). “guite extensive ... areas” (L.49). ... when it became a river after the tributaries was when vou got into the | Cot} L EGPMSRCA
paperbark along the river, whereas up higher up it was tea-tree and quite f,;‘(':} fn %;,Ssi
“One place I remember, as a boy, there | extensive tea-free areas along the creek in places,” (L.47).
was numerous numbers of tammar s
wallaby™ (L.49). {Infercnce: density). il
“various shrubs and poison and | “Visibility was pretty limited in places to | ... up where the tributaries [e.p, Cockatoo Creek] joined it {the Tone]™ (L.426). g‘e (? g; SasRCA
blackboys™ (L.427). maybe only 20, 30 or 40 metres.” pl{(,n h .:_a';;'
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] p Composition Structure Patt E—E 2| w5 2gd
7] - . . . affern - = =8 = =
] 2 {presence or absence of species (vertical layering & percentape ] T £EE £E=a=
=3 ] or types) cover or density) (areal extent & zonation) sz 1 8% BEE
= w 3 - g -
L]
“bush" *... much easier walking ... not as thick” | “... further down the Tone from my arca [iributaries] it was much easier | Coln Cr
(L425). walking, where the river got a litle bigger™ (L.424). f;’;“?) i
“The only frees that seem to be able to Cofct 1 EOSL
withstand the salt is the native biue : g‘a-;';-sk
Bum, which is the best equipped to my
knowledge, outside of paperbark’
(L.375).
“The tca-tree can't handle salt. I Chonges to vegeration were noticed “probably in the "30s after the clearing | Cote) ! EQ.SL
have seen cll that disappear in large increased rapidiy™ (L.162). Pafc} 1 SLSASR
1 EOSR
quanftities” {L.374).
“jarrah, white gum, red gum and *...back from the river” (L.211). Colr) i EDFMSASRCA
= jarrah, white gom, red g o
g E fiooded gum” (L.211). Pt : o
1]
=
;] ?li “flooded gurmn and wattle™ (L.212). “large amount™ {of wattle) (L.212). *... close to the watercourse, you arc more confined to just flooded gum and go (1) : SA.SR.C;
= 5, wattle™ (L.211). P‘l;)] , 215-};5
§ & | “fooded gums” (L.97). “... a lot of shade from overhanging | Along the pools (L.97). Co(rl
2 branches of flooded gums™ (L.97). I?-[t?l
“red gums and flooded gums™ | “alot of overhanging trees™ (L. 126} Wackelingup Pool (L.126). go h
4 1
(L.126). Pair
If vor walk down the watercourse now yeu ... have to ger back a 100 merres | P 1 Ca
Jfrom the water hefore vou gpet into good, healthy wartle, There s a ot of wattle : ;8'35:.1’.‘.4\.150
along where the Palligup Pool ... a lot of wartle back a 100 or 200 metres from
the edie of the river tuday, but in the *40s 1o *50s that watile grew quite close to
the water's edpe™ (L.2 1),
... perennial grasses, and natural ... on the edge of the river ... natural grasses would grow right fo the warer™s | Coin CR SASR
grasses” (L.19). edge then™ (L.19). Patp) PR
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=
§ & w m 5 g
3 % Composition Structure Pattert: 8|l = 5 8 g g
£ =z (presence or absence of species (vertical layering & percentage 3 . 5% | BE= £388
= @ v (areal extent & zonation) E 4 e S o= oo
e " nr types) cover or density) a8 w 2 528
E| 23 = 2 =
" -
“various types of rushes™ (L.22). The fleodplain ... in some sections it's clay and doesn’t contain much | ot CR
vegelation, apart from various rypes of rushes”(L 20). Pate) ‘;I EOSA
£ “... the vcgetation was really varied here” [Glentone farm areal (L.191) Pair) 5111
: R
:
£ | “yate” (£.191), “flats along the river ... they seem to be pretty prone to going salt, the clay is | Com [ P
obviously pretty close to the surface there.” (L.192) Fa(n ::R EQSR
“That was sort of harsh, harsh-type cauntry™ (L.195),
« (L. i u, ey “ . (L. i Cal(r} 1 0 SN STSILCA
‘paperbark™ (L.196) a lot™ (L.196) in the swampy arcas™ (L.196) A . mm_m
P H
*... that's where the open grassland was 4
more ... you had the spaced out
vegetation and these paperbarks™ SLig)
(L.196).
w ' (L.197. “ ' iver” (L.197). Coirt 1 EO.PMCA
flooded gum” (L.197} areas along the river” (L.197), o8 . Yy
Paint H EQ.5R
“white gum, red gum and jarrah™ | “scattered™ (L.199). *“... along the river” (L.199). Cairl 1 EQ.SASRCA
(L.199) Stir} CR SASREM
-1 7). Pair} 1 EC,SR
“... this particular place along the river where there was bits of grassland, it | Pain [4:3
wasn't all bush - on one side of the river there’s usually a steep side. and the ',:R %3‘_22‘50“:"‘
other side (attens out, it changes as you po down the river, and also ane side of
the river is usually a bit heavicr country than the other side, so on these (atter
areas, where there was mare grass .. (L.71)
W 1r "o - iver” {L. . Com CR
rushes and scrub” {L.38). along the fver” {L.38) Mgk g PSASR
1 EO.RS




Appendix 2.2
Local recolleetions of riverine hahitat structure:
ecosystem attributes, and investigalive status and sources

NB: Normal type = carlicst recollection, Mafies = subsequent change in condition.
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-
] o m w g5
» 3 Water depth, flow and channel morphology 2 a o g g 1
2 % (with reference to organic and minerel substrata) & 2 E1 Eg¢g
| 3 22| | 228
= g a n [~
o a
A
=
W
Chitr) | CA
= Z | In summer, pools on Murrin Brook “eventually dried out, or gol some thunderstorms | Bt | | HOSACA
=% e 1 'M,f ---l =
2 E ta fili them up & bit.,” (L.39). | 0
w "
5 . chin | cA
= o : were very flat crossings where horses and caris used to go across in the I Ca
g' carly days™ (L.178). ::R ﬁ"\'m
= _ _ . chin | CR
e € | “well, near Jinpalup, the Murrin Brook, it's not a very clear course that it's in, It's t EOFM5A.CA
= g sort of fairly Mat country. So you have probably more than one channe! in a [ot of it, ::R Eg'gg
o and that means there's not many pools there, it’s more like a series of little '
waterways, and they're quite small, and a ot of scrub and trees prowing right through
the creek” {L.276). [Respoase to a question about memeries of the Murrin Brook
from school days at Jingalup],
“At that time, in the river itself, I don't think you would ever have seen much bare | Miin { | {E:O.C»*\
sand or bare patches in the actual river itself.” (L.283). ICR P:,
1 PEC
Mi {e)
“Whereas I think these will have developed in the fast 20 or 30 years.” (L.283). CR Pr
Mife) § ! EO.CA
“... most of it {Murrin Brook, near Jingalup] is quite different to what it wos ... . ! FMLSA,CA
There are salt scolds there now and gquite big areas of silt, sert of washed out” : E:’;P
{L.60}. '
“We ofien used to use salf patches on the river's edges 1o help us fight the fire”, Chia) : E‘R'CA
. . . . CR PM,SA
"... when it come to the actual river bed, most fire fighting vehicles were not able to | chiey | cr
cross the river.” (L.328).
CR PMCA
“,.. we used to ride down there a bit and look at it, and it always seemed a very quiet | Ch(n | 1 CA
litle ... aot much of a river at all really. But there was always poals there, Most of ::R gm'm
the summer the pocls were there” (L.35). ] ED
"... the pools ... at this part of the Tone anyway, are not big pools - you could swim in | Chid 1 CA
thern [e.g. Mininiup Pool] but you could sort of put your feet on the botiom pretty :" PM.CA
much.” {L.75). Relative to the Beaufort River, “we only nua to sort of baby povls t EO
really.” (L.238).
“The pools in these days - there was very little sand showing, they were much mere | Mit) [ 1 EO.CA
covered with vegetation.” (L.41). : ToCA
CR ™
“I think the fMininiup] pootl is pretty-well siited up now ... but I haven't seen it for a | Milc} | .
Sew years" (L.49). CR
“... there s certainly a fot less [pools], I think, than there were. " (L.234), Che) {1 CA
Ee() {1 FM,CA
CR ™
| M
“ .. it would have made a bit of & sound where it poes through rocky aress - it would | Mi® | CR
have been babbling along pretty well, but on most of it you wouldn't have heard ::
anything.” (L. 186). 1 EO,P
“As the country further up hos been cleared, the warer has certainly come down more | ChE) | CR
guickly,” (L.148). N EOSL

ED
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Woodenup] ... maybe ten or o dozen places that we could nlways get through in the
summer but not in the winter time, they were too deep. Gee, would it have been as

many as that, may not have been as many as that,” (L.101),

|l
& g 2
3 ] u m 2 B -
a 32 Water depih, flow and channel morphology I8 & @ 9"' <
8 2 (with reference to organic and mincral substrata} 2 e -4 ;':"1 35
g 3 S5 f | B2
= H-1 a w 2 =
-]
2
=
[
"It wasn't ever n very wide creck, except where the bigger pools were, you'd scarcely | b | EDCA
1 T gvei : of a rive but s it gt down & bit it got bigger. (L, 132 N
g = give it the nsme of a river really ... but as it got down o bit it got bigger.” {L,132). R [M.SA SR
& NI
= B |-
= f—‘:’ “Lots of places it was a very wide river, with lots of little courses flowing through the | Chin I' m-‘-\'\
g E | ten-tree” (L3T3). ™ oM
a. NI
o “... there were lots of rushies and things like that growing along the edpes, There was | Chin 1 fgm A
] not a lot of erosion #s I con remember™ (L.81), Nt T
= I EO
) ... the creeks gradually got more and more degraded, Erosion, especially when | Chic} - VSA
,s: there was heavy rain in the early winter, you'd get great eroded channels running I ’::0
o down inte the main creek” (1,238).
= “Very bogpy away from the edpes a bit']l. The horses used to nearly go mad, | Mif) : ggg:' o
g because they hated getting bogged™ (L.177). NI e
m | EO
el ,
= “In winter, especially after it had gone salty, it would be very boggy and shushy ... but | M) : Eg,ca
A you could easily find places if you Jollowed the {'mngamo tracks through the lea-tree, R gg
it was easy enough fo get across it the summer. " {L.370) | ED
*... they were only winter creeks and sa was the Tone River mostly, it didn’t run afl 2"} : ng:mc
through the year, even when it was really wet. It just made nice big pools here and ® CR onfwi LA
there." (L.42). ( EQ
“... the water used to flow along quite quickly when it was in the winter ... But as the g“ i : Eg-g:
summer came the pools would dry up” (L.128). et R i&i.Eo
1 EC
“,.. there were quite a lof of not very big pools. Woodenup Pool was the biggest one, gh @) : EO.CA
and there was a fairly large one near the old Woodenup homestead ... [ suppose a ¢t R Eﬁ'_f;'ﬁ{
couple of feet of water in it alt through the year" {L..123). 1 PM, P.ED
Woodenup Pool was a “permanent pool” (L. 47), Chirp |1 CA
Ec{r) 1 CATM
I SLSR.5A
| EOQ
“They didn"t like us swimming in the creek becausc there were snags" (L.171), | O (0 : Eg-c“
[Inference: large woody debris present]. 1 gﬁ
1 EO
91t .., wasn’t terribly muddy, it was a fairly firm bottom, the bits we used to paddle [ Mi() : Eg-ﬁ
[in] near the house,” (L.175). N <
1 EOP
5 “There were big stretches where we couldn’t get through because it was also quite ﬂig; : ES‘CA
"§ boggy in a lot of those pools ... so you did actually have to pick the bits between the CR SASR
E | pools where it gat a bit shallower and where it was a bit thinner." (L..109), ! EO.P
o
“I can remember [as “a small child”] going across one poot ... and getting the horse | Mi{n) ’: C':
bogged right up to its belly” (L.118). N c
I EOF
“I think the country was a lot boggler then foo, for riding in. I suppose it's a while ?‘Efc' (c) } g:
since I've ridden horses around the farm, But we used fo get bogged guite o fot © Ni
getting down to the river” (L.114). ] EO
*... in summer it wag okay [to cross} because the pools were quite shallowish and gh(n : g:
you could find bits in between the pools to get through and we had [on/near el CR
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z g 2
a5 ) e M 2 g
5 d Water depth, flow and channel morphology 38 | 889
o [=d
§ 3 (with reference to organic and mineral subsirata) 3-2 = 5 g2
g 3 =& = | 28¢
= w g %] =
= =
-
g
o
= there were quite deep pools in a lof of places” (L.53). Chie : :i
CH SA St
1 LoL
“... even in the summer there scemed to alwoys be a trickle of water going down :11 {r} : :-3 SASKCA
there pust the old homestead"” (L.83). ) ; insn
[ Ef)
“The Woodenup Pool that was a permanent poo! ... and there were permanent pogls | Thin 'I m’ CASA
by ihe house." (L.54). I SASR
1 0
... the floods were fun ... [ used to go down the river und swim acress it Jon | Orir ;‘” Ch
horscback] in any sort of place that we could swim throuph with the cumrent walting CR SASH
us down" {L.67). [Inference; absence of large woady debris, at least in some river CR
sections],
“In the winter time when it was in flood you could sort of sweep aleng ... level with | Orir) ;” CA
the tops of the tea-trees” {L.112), [Inference: absence of large woody debris, at Jeast CR SASR
in some river sections]. Kl
... it was also quite boggy a lot of those pools ... [ suppose with a lot of leal mulch | Mim [ T cA
and that sort of thing." {L.110). [Inference: organic substrata). Or () L,, A
NI
",.. pool in the rocks just behind the shearing shed™ (L.28), Mi {1} lNI
NI
NI
- “Oh, the main change [to the river] is the onset of salt, brought on by clearing, and it | Chie : Eg.CA
v certoinly did change in that context, because once the rushes died out and the salt R ls: A'gﬂg"\
-.E came in, the water ran much faster, where in the early days it used to be held up by I EO
E | rushes and the undecgrowth and it moved much slawer,” {L.131}.
- = “... I never saw many real ... what I'd call real pocls, There was same places where | Chin 11 Cf{ cas
E : there was a reasonable amount of water, but only approximately eight to ten metres ] ;;\.'5: SA
8 E across and fairly shallow, Odd ones were guite deep, but some of them would be 70 ! EQ
- £ | or 80 metres long, when the river was easing down in the summer,” (L.110).
2
= = “The floodplain in some ... scctions it’s clay and doesn’t contain much vegetation, | Ch(n 'NI CA
= : apart from various types of rushes, and some areas where it goes out like that
= P 1 SASRPM
- 5’ [concave], and the water would lie there all the winter on clayey flondplain, therefore ] EO |
% {_thers wasn't very ruch vepetation.” (L.22),
31 Wackelingup Pool: “A large paol with high granite racks on the west side. Ttwas [ Chi) [ f CAPM
i larly d ter (L 21 Miin I EC.CASA
g | particularly deep water” (L. 121). CR SASR.PM
& 1 ED
Nymiup Pool: *... a similar pool [to Wackelingup Pool] with granitc rocks on the | Chit { | CAPM
west side and deep, cool water™ {L.126). Mi() ::R gg"g;fﬁ
] EOF
miup Pool: *... that was a pool with large pranite rocks” (L.42). M@ ) CAPM
Nymiip P Begra (L42) ! EG.CASA
CR SASRPM
L
“In winter it was very difficult to cross fthe river], extremely difficult, unless there | Ch® | I Cg
was a specilic area where there was a hard, rocky base, Summer time was relatively Mi(r) ER g A:ggi':ﬁsg.m
easy to cross because the river dried up to a series of permanent pools ... the mud 1 EO
would be sometimes sticky, bogry mud, But sometimes it was two or three miles in
between really good pools, numerous small pools, just little holes, but the good
permanent paols, as | have mentioned, they were there all the summer.” (L.197).
“Swimming in the pools was always 8 very dangerous occupation because of | Orin '1 gﬁ
underground logs” (L.103). CR SR.SA
1 EO
“_.. swimming in the pool you had to be very careful because of underground snags Or(r} : g:
and logs" (L.165). cR SRSA
I ED




207

R

g
| o
g 2 b4 -
L] w & 2
3 4 Water depth, ow and channel morphology 32 o 2 § P
] g {with refcrence to organic and mincral substrata) =2 g Sg8
2 " E 3 = g BB
S| ° B3| 2 “8E
g 3
[ d
B
w
« | " the river being sort of ‘o river’, a real defined bit of Nowing waler, was | Chin | O A Ay
| semething that probably stoed cut.” {1..304), :” R
s | EO
m
2 “\. the river has sifted up” (L.137). Mife) § CR
= ! E0,PMSACA
CR PM
| EQL
Wackelingup Pool: ... hus got a big granite rock protruding over it about three or | Chén | ] FM.CA
four mctres, on the edge of it, and we used to do bombices off it and swim* ([..33), Mty 41 FOLA
*... we were putting a rope dawn, when we were kids, and jt was (7 or 18 foot deep, | h(0 | | ‘é‘ﬂ o
the river, Used to jump ofT this three or four metre rock™ (L.135). : ‘Eg"“' ’
“I'd say it's less than half its depth row, That's symplomatic of the river aff the way | Mife) | 3 R g-‘-g;‘m
through ... it's just clogged up ... the river is not as defined as it was. It’s ., f i_j‘a"l. '
spreading ott over a bigger area.” (L.147). '
“... the water course, as [ remember it, was quite open ... we didn't have to sneak | Chfz} "I CA.PM
through trees and things” (L.290). ER SASR
f PM
[Canoeing the river with his brother as a child. Their mother would pick them up at g;"} | . cA
the bridge “about a mile down the road”. ] *... we'd get on the canoe here probably o ER SASR
about 2 mile and try and beat her down there, It used to be a bit of white water 1 M
rafting ... it was just a watercourse ... We were on this liitle sealed canoe ... and it
used to fairly belt down there” (L.168).
“... you couldn't get through there for the trees and what-not now™ (L.170), | Orie) | CR BASREM
{Inference: increase in large woody debris).
“... it was a clean, quite a clean river bed.” {L. 438). Orir) LI CA
NI
I ED
"When we were kids .., there was no sticks, nothing in it at all”* (L.144), CcRr SA SR.FM
That 's something you notice now - it's full of debris ... it's not the ... uninterrupted | Ol |1 cA
waterway it used to be. "' (L.439). ":R SASR
L EO
The whole thing is "bunging right np" through trees falling into the river and | Orte) I' CAPM
vegetation loss from the banks, (L.139). R SASR
1 EQ
... it's 50 full of rubbish now, debris and trees™ {L.145). Or{e) IIN" CAPM
SASR




Appendix 2.3: Local recollections of riverine fauna:
ccosystem attributes, and investigative status and sources

ND: Nortnal type = earliest recollection. fefics = subsequent change in condition.

208

aup] a3ddp) — yooag wLny-9. O

nuS-1344° W

know that fish werc caught there in the early *40s.” (L.16),

2=
5 | 8 5 g
- 2 Composition (species and abundance), g E.’ w 3 w2g
g | 2 ccofopical processes and ecosystem functions =2 B2 EZs
5|3 EZFE! BEE
w 3 g g -
z | 2 “People used to go shooting ducks, black ducks. Used to be quite a few of i‘;g»; gl'! FOSR
2 | & | theseon the river, in the pools” (L..350). ] EOSR
=
] )]
K4 “..once it turns salt I don't think they spent too much time on the salt | avey | cr EOSR
£ water thon ... don't see many black ducks now" {L.355).
= "... quite a few of the grey ducks but they 're migratory ... they weren’t here | Sof0 | M
, . Scic) | CR EQ SR
& in the early days, " (L.358}. I EOSR
=]
I H " LCoin NI
e ... there were a few cranes around in the early days.” (1.359), A: ‘:J R SASRED
I EQSR
“In the nights in the winter there used te be an awful lot of frogs ... creek ﬁ‘;:g ! EQSR.CA
was full of cat frogs ... there must have been literally thousands of them t SASH,CA
and the night would just scream with these cat frogs ... just thousands of | FOSR
them ... all over the rivers and creeks and flat areas, where the water was.”
(L.88).
I SASR.CA
“But over the years they have disappeared on account of the sait. Hardly | 426
ever hear them now” (L,93).
: I Cofn |} EQ,SR,CA
Now you hear "just the occasional bullfreg™ {L.93) el (’r) t EO.SR
“... but when I was much younger, any amount of bullfrogs creaking every CR SASRCA
. Ab )
night.” (L.93).
“... when the heavy winter was on ... sometimes see little tiddler fish g:((r']l :l'
floating down the river,” (L.83). Fufp | CR
“People used to catch gilgies ... when the water dried up, the gilgies just ;—":('r']} ]cn Eg::g-g:
buried under the ground and stayed there until the rain came next year,” I EOSE
(L.176).
M ] Car} 1
People used to catch ... probably a few marron here and there™ (L.175), o (:] R SASLSR
[ EO.SR
tom i this river” Cofn | NI
= 0 Never seen a tortoise “in this river” (L.287). I R SASLER
E 3 1 EC.SR
K & | “There certainly would have been things like gilgies and marron - they Cotm | 1 SASLSR
2 | wercthere.” (L.83). | EO,SR
“... any emount of perch ... right up as far north as probably the property g: %g : g: SROA
that used to belong to Caw and Hubbe { Woodenup farm) ... Because 1 : EO.SR
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sort of booming sound, Thete were a Jot of those.” (L. 276},

g E m g &
[ | hud
S d Compuosition (species and abundance), g E “ E 'é §' -2u
£ 2 ecological processes and ecosystem functions gz 5 & 783
2 | 3 25|78 | 5
5 w o z =l

“... we'd have picnics on (he river [al Woadenup farm] ... and they would R ST A
caich marron ond gilgies™ (L.368). i | koS
& [ *... there used to be a Iot of kingfishers there evidently, Mum said 1hey Co m . szﬁ
§ used to come into the [open rainwater] tanks™ (L. 109). I FOSR
&
Z | “But]haven'tscena kingfisher that | can remember for years on the Ab fc)
place” (L.109),
" . ; " Cofr) | NI
There was always a ot of birds and ducks " (L. 196). @ (:i e SASR
I EQ.SR
“I think a ot more ducks came too as there was more clearing and more 'é: l[zf-.
dams and more grain_for them — grain-eating ducks, they ceriainly
profiferated, especially the wood ducks” {L.306).
m " Cofl 1]
... a few cranes” (L.197). A‘; ‘3 R SASRCA
] EO.SR
R 1" Coin Nl
The odd shag” (L.198). Abal | ok SASK
i EQSR
“... very cccasionally a stilt would appear™ and visit the dams quite close i;';:: gr'{ SASR
to the river {L.197). t EOSR
“Frogs, | suppose” (L.90). ;}:
ch
“There were always minnows — little minnow things, they are still there” | €20 | 1 EOSRLCA
(L.89). CR
“... we used to catch gilgies actually in the creek ... we used to scak the Cany ::R EDSRCA
super bags in the creek ... and every year when we pulled the super bags ! EOSR
up there would always be gilgies, elinging to the bags. Little tiny ones
mostly” (L.84).
“... and then they gradually weni as the water became more and more | abg)
brackish’* (L.84).
“... mosquitoes.” (L.174). Co(rh g:
CR
«“ i ” Cofn | 1 EDSR
= We used to have kingfishers a long there too” (L.240), e (:} o EOSACA
o
E ... Haven't seen a kingfisher for years either.” (L.240). R = o
[ ]
“... there were ... little inland, I suppose they were long-necked tortoises, | ¢ | 3 EOSRCA
they wouldn’t have been the short-necked ones would they, they were there t EOSR
...they lived in the pool in the rocks just behind the shearing shed there,
little tiny torloises. (L.86).
“! haven't seen them for years now ... I think it's far tao brackish for them” | v
(L8N
[} ” Cofr) 1 EO,CS,SR
“Tadpoles we used to catch” (L.278). olr - oen
! EOSR
*“... there certainly were a lot of frogs of various sorts” (1..275). i‘; Eg 'ITR 23-;';
w i Cof) | I EQ.CASR
... a lot of bullfrogs, or the ones that we think of as bullfrogs, make that o g) i SASaEL
1

EOSR
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I Y - -
) Cumposition (species and abundance), 32 |23 gg¢g
g E ¢cological processes and ecosystem functiuns E'E E':a: E E E
g i5|"2| “§E
*... there were a lot of frogs, which there aren't now of course” (L.8S). Abf :_R f’;"::' A
1 [EA T
“A lot of .., minnows™ (L.45); “litle minnowy fish were always there” ;;::; :,k [";-,‘::‘*"‘
{L.279). Ui
... there were Jots of pilgies ... We used to wash our super bags in the ";\:m | ENSRCA
river every year ... and there was quite a deep pool so you could drop them K SASHSL
{bags] over the edge and they were always covered in pilpies when we'd ! FOSR
puli them up about four or five days later ... . Big black pilgics.” (L.89),
“ ies” Catn) |1 SR.CA
Lots of dragonflies” (L.278). i A SRSL
I EQSK
“The little water beetley things were always there” (L.278), Cofn ::
CR
“I don't think there were nearly as many mosquitoes then .., as there are | Co [ M
a Abic) 1 NI
now.” {1..294). 1 EQSR
w | - right at the very headwaters of the caichment the crecks were all fresh ?:":f el SASRSL
w | those days and full of rushes, what we called grass trees and it was good i EOSR.CA
2 [ cover for the black duck — it used fo nest along the rushes those days.
= | (L.52).
“But with the advent of the clearing the rushes disappeared and the fblack] | Foie | 1 SASR
ducks had to take lo nesting in trees, which they seemed 1o be able to ! EQSR.CA
accommodate.” {L.54).
o T T} Coin) NI
... plenty of birdlife - shags and cranes™ (L.78). Rl It sask
! EO.SR
*“Always shags or cormorants along the river, a few ... cranes .., but you
didn’t see many of them,” {L.350),
I did sec the odd Night Heron, which didn"t appear very often, or you | ce @ f" SRSASR
didn’t see them because the daytime they slept all the time and only hunted I EOSR
at night, and they were probably something that frightened me most in my
life was their night time call ... it sounded like a woman being murdered or
throttled.” (L.78).
“One difference we did notice with the advent of clearing, the ducks along :"h E:’) .':R g: ™
the water courses thinned otut (L. 146). ) EOSR
: $
“... but the Maned Geese came in, and they became quite prolific with the | co(© Askst
advent of cropping and clearing.” (L.147, Ab ()
“... I remember .., the freshwater turtle” (L..76). Cot) 1| EO,SR.CA
]c . SASLSR
“... 1 remember ... minnows - there were no other fish that | was aware of” | o0 |} EOSR.CA
CR SA5R
(L.76). cR
" PP Yy ) Ca{r) NI
... what we call gilgies in the fresher parts of it” (L, 77). Y SASR
] EO.SR
=e | P “I went down several .rf'me.s' {n:mrrom‘ng], but when it was too late, the if', ([?) 1:11 Ef:gl'}:g;
= % wy | marron were already disappearing, and [ caught very few” (L.101). 1 EO.SR
L | - -
=
= | = | .. but I remember as & boy, Mr Ward going down and getting quite | abin | cr SASR
2 reasonable eatches below William Harvey's™ (L.103).




2|5 =
=1 & w m a E)
3 3 Compogsition {species and abundance), g - E ) g
g. ; ecological processes and ecosystem functiony gg é ,? E ;. i
3 @3 | | "g*
" =
z -2 {ot of birds in the area, in the times that | visited, which was the early i::'l Icn g:*.sn
- *40s right up to the late *50s. Large amount of ducks and geese.” (L224). " P )
d
3
g
g m Cotn | 1 C
= | *..alotof... Mancd Geesc" (L.81). Cot 1 s:.\.sn.sa
1 EOSR
*... you generatly boiled it (river water] because of the amount of fish in the ﬁ:((:; S
water” (L.190). CR
- T . : it Cotn | EQSRCA
... Jish life is now praciically extinct ... because of salinity” (L.238). o | cr SASLSR
cr
“Turtles were one of the main enemy of the marron, and in fact, as the | Co(d | NI
. - . . Fu{r) CR
water became more saline, the turtles survived in the saline water and 50 | ange | 1 SLSR.SA
depleted the stocks of marron” (L.131). EOSR
“Today you'll still find turtles in the fairly salty pools.” (L.133), ! SLSR
“Large number of snakes’ and lizards’ tracks would run to the water's | Co (@ ::a Egg%ﬂ
edge” (L.88). t EQ.SR
“... today you don’t see that happening. They tend to go more lo farm | sbigy | cr SRSA
dams where the water is fresher,” {L.89),
“We used to spend a lot of time picnicking on the pools, in the summer | 2 ® i:a ‘é‘;:gi
time, calching marron, gitgies” (L.139). I EOSR.CA
*,..catching ,.. ducks” (L.139; 154). Cate
Using a copper wire snare ... you could catch quite a lot of marron.” | 4*® | 1 g:ﬁ‘s"
(L.147). “Walking home after a day at the river “usually with a bag of t EOSR.CA
marron” (L.154).
“... in a pool where there was marron, generally there were not any gilgies. g:g; ‘;" SLSASR
... So you tended 1o find gilgies in one pool and marron in another pool ... t EO.SR
and gilgies will live in much more brackish water than marron™ (L.155).
"So the marron virtually survived only in the beiter pools that remained Ab )
reasonably fresh.” (L.158). I SLSASR
m H ' Cofn) I EQSRCA
... there was a lot of leeches in the water” (L.191), A:{(tr) - Saan
I EOSR
Palligup Poal: “In the early ‘40s to ‘ 50s that pool was particularly fresh and iﬂ ((:; :: " Eggfﬁ"-m
contained large amounts of marron™ (L.35). CR SASL
t EO.SA
“_.. contained large amounts of ... turtles” (L.35). Coir)
Ablr)
“... contained large amounts of ,.. perch ... natives used to camp there and | cog | cr | sasL
do quite a bit of fishing.” (L.35}. AB (1)
Wackelingup Pool: “It was particularly deep water and very cool and Ef,'{(:,‘ ::R g;\'SRSL
therefore enabled mamron to live throughout the summer period in that h EOSR
pool.” (L.123}).
Nymiup Pool; "l used to go fishing there™ (L.40). Cotnt | ™
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noled for probably having the marron in the area ..., for most recent tines
«. the marron and all those things that were formerly up in the upper
reaches af the river, have grodually drifted down and now you've gof 1o go
quite a long way down the river to get that sori of wildlife.” (L.56).

2|5
= " s 3 g
':' 4 Compositien (species and abundance), 33 |2 z E g g
2l z ccological processes and ecosystem functions =g 5 e 323
o m E =4 w B ) ?. faud
= ] el o [
= n a = g —
Ly ]
“The bird lifc certainly, that was just prolific” (L.303). f\:';:: s HOSASTSK
.7 CK T
=
B
4
b
“I can remember the habitat along the river was ... rushes and scrub, and i“:‘;:; A HSASH
there was birds flying off the water everywhere,” (L.38). Ch '
“Well the birdys, they seem to have gone ... they seem (o more congregate | abeey | wi
on the dams now.” (L.38).
“There was storks and ducks and if you walk along it, 50 metres ahead of iﬂm ;:
you you'd hear birds taking off everywhere” (L.41), 1 EOSR
... you don’'t kear that now.” (L.41). Abfc) | M
“Put old sheepskins, too, in the river and you’d pull them out on a bit of i:((:'; x g::ssi'{"s[_
string and they'd have a couple of turiles on them" (L.52). I EOSR
“Frogs and snakes — there were a fot of snakes too™ (L.371). Co f?} PR (e
I EOSK
“Frogs were absolutely incessant all night ... there was heaps of different ﬁ‘;g} ::R gfrgf_‘»g;‘
frogs apparently and you could hezr all these different noises.” (L368), ] EOSR
“... but the thing that's really missing, that we used to hear all night, were | avi | cn SASLSR
the frogs ... they're long gone” {L.368).
“... we used to catch fish. There was red perch ... in this big pool, we i:-((?) - (srt,sasn
wouldn't catch a fish straight away but we'd never come home without one I EOSK
- they were prelty plentiful.” (L.47).
“The little minnows, it was crawling with minnows - they are not the little | € E?) - EOSKEA
insecty things you see, these are ... 60-70 miliimetres long ... we used to ) EO.SR
catch them and use them for bait to catch these fish." {L.49).
“There was absolutely heaps of marron®” (L.56). g‘_; E?} ICR EE-SS{E:SCQ
I EOSR
“... as the marron died out farther upstream, our area and our pools were Abie)

* ... the reason they brought them [rabbits] here was because the mezzies
are always thick along the river. (L.418).




Appendix 2.4: Local recollections of water quality:

ccosystem attributes, and investigative status and sources

NB; Normal type = carliest recollection. ftnfics = subscquent change in condition,
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= - = =
— = [ ] =1 =
g |5 22 uls g s E
e |3 2 BlZ {533
& g Potability, clarity, basic phytio-chemistry and odour 2 2r 222
= b3 = & -
| % “2 |z 3
w | = [ Mumin Brook “was quite fresh. Patable water anyway, quite fresh. ... in 1920 of | Sai I f;g-;_‘;‘\--‘mf"\
£ | = | 23 it would be quite drinkable water most of it, just in 0dd pools probably here and X EOSR
€ | & | there it wasa bit brackish.” {L.206).
; ) $A.E0
E *When I was going to schoal there [fingalup] ... we sow our first oily looking film | Wein :i
g on top of the pools of water ... It had the ... colours of the rainbow, in there, (L.210;. ck
= I EQSA
3
& In the early days of farming, prior to sinking larger dams with bulldozers, “some | 520 'I ﬁgﬁ;"sn-c"
farmers near the Murrin Brook could use the pools ... to water their stock (L.38). | EOSR
! EOSA
As the arca of cleared lond graduatly increased, rising salt "interfered with the | 529 ! ng‘fé’g-g*
pools of water on the river that farmers used lo use for their sheep and some of that : Eoéﬂ‘ CA
became much teo salty for stock”, except perhaps during the winter, when the water
was flowing, (L.73). 1 EOSA
Murrin Brook started to go salt .., ah, I suppose about the mid-1920s .., it seemed | Sa(e) 1 EQ.SR.CA
to break out in salt patcher in cerrain areas"” (1. 190} i SR.CA
P . t E0,SR.CA
I EO5A
“Ailt that Jingalup Reserve down there where the golf course is, it must have been | Soic) f EM-C"‘
rung-barked ... in perhaps the 1880s or ... early ‘905 ... and that was the about the CR AEQ
Jirst area to go salt, just around this oreo, that I can remember, Then the salt went
right back up past ... McQuire s place fPalmyref.” (L.194). : ES-SA
T Crossing over the upper reaches of the Tone River ... when | was young, (it] was | Salr ! EQ.SA.CA
2 fresh with clover growing right to the water's edge.” (L.342), ICR gi
3
-
tn
)
=
! EOSA
“Oh, 1 dare say it always had a bit of salt in it, but ... cettainly when we first went to | Sa(7) ! EO.SA.CASR
gl e . h litdle, Y 14 inly drink it qui S n CR SR.CA
3 | o | those rivers there was very, very litle. You could certainly drink it quite easily. [ A
5| % | L)
E " f EC.54
3
;: “People used to water their sheep on them [the pools), whereas feday mast of it | 5210 ! gA.:A,EO,SR
§ would be too salty” (L.36). : c:' A
s 1 EO
' “... we've had this salt breaking out en the hillsides ... That wowld have happened in | 52} :CR Eg-ss";»g: -
.E the '60s and '70s ... it seemed lo happen guite suddenly in those years, ond we h CAPMER
= realised it ... I can remember saying to my father, that this salt seemed to be going
- up the creeks" (L.162).
= t EOM.SA
=)
" - . "
- “... all the trees ... hung aver the rivers in those days,” {L.113), [Inference: shade | Te® {ﬂ FM,CA
X and cooling effect on water]. 1 cA
n I EDSR
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"We used ta visit the Hubbe fann [Woodenup] inthe *40s and *50)s .., The water was 3 Saln | f EOSASRLA
1. " ; ) , " CK FEOSRLAIM
iy | very fresh there™ (L.366). ... the water there was good” (L.352). ] CA
e
o
tn ) EOSR
2
S 1 *“.. the Hubbe's used to use the water in the river for their stock and also in dry | S3t0 | ! SALCA
o4 I CASR
summers they would cart water from a pool not far from the house and that water I A
was used for their stock,” (L.374). f EQ SR
¥ | “...they never drank it at the hotse, It was always a bit on the brackish side ... Inthe | 5240 ::R Eg«-%m
E’. summer it was usually too brackish even to pour on the gardens when I was a small M CA'F
5 | chitd ... but the stock did drink it." (L.346),
o
* ] EOSR
*... when I was very little 1 can remember it not being brackish, except at the end of | 52 ":R ggrggs“-m
“hottest, driest summers”. {L..B2). » EOSR
I CA
Saf{r) [ SA,CA
During a ride down tie Tome River in 1946/7 ... the horses were able to drink the CR EA,EO
I o
1 CA
waler without a great deaf of worry, " (L.164).
Sa(n NI
“But as the summer came the pools waould dry up, and as the salt came up ... you l['-'R EI;LEO.SR
could see it shining on the banks as the water went down, (Z./29). Safe)
I EOSR
... but to start with it wasn't like that, it was just as dry creeks go, but there was ne
salt coming up™ (L.131),
“It was, I suppose, after 1948, right into the '50s and beyond, that it started | 5240 | [ CASR
changing quite quickly and the water got so that the stack wouldn 't drink it” (L.217). : gi‘.];,t'{'m
1 EO,SR.M
“... before it went salty it [Woodenup Pool] was a ... clear, tea colour™ (L.127). Csin [ 1 ca
pim |1 PM.SR
t Ca
) EQ.5R
“... we used to paddle ... you could sce the bottom, the water was nice and clear ¥i ({d; L : Ca
» R ufr
mostly" (L.174; 80). 1 CA
“... the tea-trees wete very thick and lent over the top like a funnel.” (L.132). | T2 |} 1 M'M.CA
[Inference: shade and cooling effect on water]. " E’g's“
t CA
*... we used to paddle. It was shady and cool” (L.174). Te@) ::
I Ca
- “... it was used for stock water, It was brackish-ish in the summer, it wasn't | Sa0 | | SACA
e completcly fresh. In the winter-time, yes, it was cerlninly good stock water, In the (,:R SRFMSA
¢ | summer time it was used ... there were pools that were fresh and there were also little
& | soaks in the creeks that they had excavated ... that were good ... well, yes, probably
good for wethers ... not so good for ewes, I guess,” (L.253). NI ca
“The stock .., used to drink the river, it was good stock water then.” (L.135). Salny |1 SA.CA
CR SR.EMSA
NI
| CA
... they didn’t ever use the water for the garden {Hubbe house - Woodenup]. Tdon't | Sal |t EQ,5A,CA
ever remember that they pumped water for the garden” (L.267). ICR gg
NI
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simply because it was a good water supply.” (L.37),

o
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3 g |2 B
5 g s
n a
“The original water supply at the old Woodcnup house where the Caws lived, waga | Sa(0 |} EDSACA
well. The house was right down on the edge of the river, probably enly about tzn f" f::'cuo
yards, 15 yards to their house fence from the river. The [well} ... was just sor of
outside the fence, close to the river, ['m not quile sure when they stopped using it,
but by the time when we came back from Katanning at the end of 1945, it had been
filled in then ... presumably because it had gone brackisk ... But it conzinly was
their house supply for 2 good many years from when they first started there® {the
property was purchased in 19193, {L.611). ! £O
"The dams that were down on the .. there's one particularly that went salt ... { think | Sa(c) ! ED.SRSACA
it would probably have been the eariy 1960s". {L.472), fR é:?,:"go
1 EOQ.FM
During floods “I used to do down the river and swim across it ... it was quite clear | Tu( |1 CA
the river, [ suppase, it was a sort of a dark brown, but it was clear ... it was a really g;[((',}] :'“ A
clear, swirling thing.” (L.72},
“ . nat that brackish locking lookit's got taday” (L.75). R
o | " right at the very headwaters of the calchment the ¢reeks wete all fresh those | Ss() 1] EQSRSACA
& | days”(L.52). TR | Sheask
5 i EO
e | 2 * ... you'd find a lat of marks of foxes and native cats drinking at the water ... the | 520 | | EOSL
P iy | whole edge of the bank used to be covered in marks of snakes, lizards, foxes etc.” ﬁ:
&% | J | (L227). “Large number of snakes® and lizards* tracks would run to the water's 1 CASA
I 3 ]
:;] Pl edge” (L.88).
2 3
® | £ | ". today you don't see that hoppening. They tend fo go more to farm dams where | sa(q)
the water is fresher.” (L.88).
“In the early ‘48s ... the river was very fresh in those days™ (L.8). sa(n |t EQ
I EQSR.SA.CA
cR CAEQSA
1 CA
The water *was perfectly drinkable, although you generally boiled it because of the | ¢, - g: CA.EOSA
amount of fish in the water, but it was very drinkable™ (L.189). )
“... in my childhood the water was used largely for stock.” In dry seasons water was | o o | cr CAEOSA
carfed from permarent river pools to augment supplies from small farm dams that
would go dry. “In one or two bad drought years in this area, practically all the water
was carted from the Tone River for stock in this area where we live.” (L.261).
“In the '60s when a large amount of clearing was conducted in the Tone River | Sate) |1 EE-‘:‘;-S*‘\
catchment area ... fthe] water become more saline”, {(L.255). : p_‘,f. 55':'3";&“
I CASRPM
“... teday we can't use the water for amwhing, very few places are suitable for stock | Sa{er 1 | EQ.PM.SA
until you get further south from this property” (L.322), : Efssf
I Ca5R
“Originally the creeks and watercourses feeding into the Tone were sound, fresh { Sa(n | | EQ.PM SA
water” (L.66). ' FOSREATASL
. CR
| CASREQ
" . " s
... bt today that iz not the case.” (L.66), a {c} ) SASR
“Dams that were sunk on this property many pears ago were pul in @ watercourse to | sayey | 1 SASR
catch water, and now those dams have been fllled in and new dams have been sunk
on the hillsides and the water for the watercourse carried by contour drains 1o the
dams, because most waier courses in this area are now safty” (L.299),
“In the early *40s to *50s that [Pallinup] pool was particularly fresh,” (L.35). Safr) : :2:
A
I SR.SAEO
“I can remember natives who used to work in the area - used to camp on that river | saq | cA ShE
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Nymiup Pool: ... particulaely good, fresh water” (L.43). Sainy : :‘; A
| SRSA
! CA
“The water was fuirly clear ... it was clear” (L.189), Tuir) : L’:
NI
Tufty | ! CA
Today the \water is ... a murky green calour in mast of the pools.” (L.193). ililr{? I SR
[
Difc)
Teic}
Wackelingup Pool: “It was particularly decp water and very cool™ (L.122). Tedn : lé?\.f‘
N
f CA
Nymiup Pool: ... deep, cool water with a lot of overhanging trees, red gums and | Tefe) | 1 EQp
flooded gums” (L.126) ! CA.PM
126), CR PM,SR
“The water was always very, very cold cven on exreme hot days, the water was jey [ Tele) : gg
cold once you were down about four or five fect, and the water would remain cold NI
right throughout summer.” (L.169). | CA
"One thing that was noticeable with the pools in those days, there would be a lot of | Tefe) : gg -
shade from overhanging branches of flooded gums” (L.97), R ™
1 CASR.IM
“... which today is not evident because the salinity has killed the vegetation | Tel) ( "
alongside those pools” (L.98), MSR
2. therefore the temperature of the water is higher now than ii used fo be."”
CR EC
(L.104).
“.. therefore they are far more exposed to the sun, which creates further saft CR EQ
encroachment on the banks." (L.99),
< “When my father first came here [early 1940s] there wasn’t any clearing and ... they | Sat) | 1 EQ5A
; went in to pig farming”, Six hundred pigs were kept down along the river in ICR g‘:‘.SMR
:,E summer months because “they didn't like the hot weather” (L.326) and "the water i CA
g was good ard it was a nice, cool environment for them.” {L.330). [Inference: a
“« | measure of salinity level].
“... early on we pumped water. We used the river to water the garden, but that sort | Saln | ] SR
of got knocked on the head as the salinity in the water went up.” (L.340). A giﬁ:
| CA
The water became unusable for the garden in the '60s (L.350). ] SASR
[A draught experience dating to 1940-4i told to Harvey by a farmer who lived near | Sa{r} : gﬂ
the river not far from Harvey’s property]. “Of course a draught really stood out es a NI A
drought becanse the dams were smakf [in those days] and they didn’t have water ] cA
storage for the animals, and for the houses, ond this chap telling me that they carted
water in petrol fins from the river, making their tea and drinking it". By April-May
1941, when the river had stopped running, they were experiencing health problems
{e.g. diarrhoca) through using the stagnant water, (L.96).
“... you couldn’t drink it in a good year now ... but these puys lived on it, made their
tea” (L.103). CR EO.SLSR
‘... back in the ' 505 ... The water was absolutely clear .., but you see it now and ;U EC)) : 'E_g
) P it
it’s stagnant and putrid"” (L 30). A | cr EOSLSR
i () I CA
Te (¢}
“That's something yau reatly notice row ... it's not the crystol clear ... waterway it | Tug | cr EOSLSR
used to be.” (L.440). Tufr)
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Noie:

Following the scientists’ independent evaluation, further analysis of the interviews revealed additional infurmation.

This information his been added 1o the frequency data shown in Figure 4.1;

s Two changes in water chemistry “Wa (¢)” reealled by Young (L.90} und Mathew (1.85)

*  Six changes in salinity *Sa ()" recalled by Lee (1..355,93), Young (L.K7), Mathew (L..84), und Fryer-Smith
{L.158,238)



Appendix 3: Assessment of the content of interviewer's question
by ecosystem attribute type and condition
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Intervicewer’s questions Attribute type | Reference/
change
M. Lee
Could you tell me about the development of this farm and Non-specific Non-specific
other farms nearby? (L.24).
What can you recall about the development of the land close { Non-specific Non-specific
to the Murrin Brook? (L.64)
As a child, what kinds of things did you do down at the | Non-specific Reference

Murrin Brook? (L.81)

What other stories can you tell me about your experiences of
the Murrin Brook? (L.104)

Non-specific

Non-specific

Thinking back to your earliest memories of the Murrin
Brook, can you describe what you could see? Well, if you
were standing close to the Murrin Brook, just describe what
the vegetation was like that you could see [second question
provided as clarification] (L.146)

Vegetation

Reference

What was the Murrin Brook being used for in your lifetime?
L.171)

Water quality

Non-specific

When did people stop using the Murrin Brook for watering
stock? (L.188)

Water quality

Change

How would you describe the water in the Murrin Brook
during your early days? (L.203)

Water quality

Reference

You have described what the vegetation along Mutrin Brook
used to look like, can you tell me what sort of changes you
noticed in the vegetation over the years? (L.221)

Vegetation

Change

What other different animals did you use to see along or
close to the river, along Murrin Brook, and also in Murrin
Brook? (L.289)

Fauna

Reference

Was there something about Murrin Brook that was special to
you when you were a young person? (L.340)

Non-specific

Reference

Can you tell me about some of the big old trees that there
used to be near the creeks on the farm? (L.393)

Vegetation

Reference
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C. Owen

Can you tell me what memories you have of the Tone River | Non-specific Reference
from when you were a child? (L.32)
Can you tell me a bit more about the sorts of things you used | Non-specific Reference
to do when you werc down there, and who you used to go
down to the river with? (L.53)
When you did go swimming there, what sorts of things did | Non-specific Reference
you see in the water? (L.79)
Can you tell me anything more about the bird life you used | Fauna Reference
to see? (L.89)
Do you remember, with the people you used to go down to | Non-specific Reference
the river with, what sorts of things did you all do together
down there? (L.99).
When you were in the river, what vegetation could you see? | Vegetation Reference
(L.111)
What about when you moved away from the river a little bit, | Vegetation Reference
and maybe a bit more out on to the floodplain - what was the
vegetation like there? (L.127)
When did you start to notice changes to the river itself? | Habitat Change
(L.142) structure

Water quality
What other changes did you observe? (L.156) Non-specific Change
What was the appearance and taste of the water that you can | Water quality Reference
remember when you first started visiting the river? (L.167)
What sounds do you associate with the Murrin Brook or the | Fauna Reference
Tone River, perhaps when you were young and going down | Habitat
there? (L.183) structure

{e.g. riffles)
Can you tell me anything more about wildlife that you've | Fauna Non-specific

seen down along the Murrin Brook or the Tone? You have
mentioned the native cat, (L.193)

So, if your grandchildren now were to ask you what you
remember most about that river, or the look of it or
something, what would you say to them? (L.229)

Non-specific

Reference
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If we can just go back to your memories of what it was like
when you went down to the Murrin Brook from school, from
the Jingalup School, can you just paint a picture for me of
what that bit of the Murrin Brook uscd o look like? (1..272)

Non-specific

Reference

Have you ever fought any fircs down along the Murrin
Brook or the upper Tone? (L.323)

Non-specific

Non-specific

D. Ryall

How far south down the Tone River would you have been
to? (L.28)

Non-specific

Non-specific

What else can you tell me about the river when you first
used to go down there hunting?

Non-specific

Reference

Can you paint a picture of when you were close to the river
what it looked like? (L.58)

Non-specific

Non-specific

Can you remember what was in, what wildlife or animals | Fauna Reference
were in the water, in the river? (L.73)
Thinking back to when you used to go down to the Tone, | Non-specific Reference

can you remember what sorts of things people used to use
the river for? (L.98)

Can you describe the pools that you might have seen along | Habitat Non-specific
the Tone River? (L.107) structure

What changes have you noticed in the river? (L.129) Non-specific Change
Any changes to the wildlife, animal life? (L.144) Fauna Change

Can you tell me a bit more about the actual changes you've | Vegetation Change
observed with the vegetation along the river? (L.152)

When did you notice these changes starting to happen? | Vegetation Change

(L.160)

What was it like walking down the river? What would you
have seen as you were on a hunting trip walking down
beside the river? (L.344)

Non-specific

Non-specific

How would you like to see it [the river] in the future?
(L.360).

Non-specific

Change

How easy was it to walk along the river? (L.417)

Vegetation

Non-specific
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D. Mathew

Can you tell me when you were growing up which sections
of the Tone River or the Murrin Brook that you were most
familiar with? {L.27)

Non-specific

Reference

Can you tell me ... can you paint a picture of what the Tone
River used to look like as you remember it from when you
were a child? (L.56)

Non-specific

Reference

When you were down close to the river, can you tell me a bit
more about what the river looked like and whether there
were any pools along it? (L.120}

Non specific
Habitat
structure

Reference

On your ride down to Lake Muir can you tell me more about
the sort of vegetation along the river itself? (L.147)

Vegetation

Reference

Back on your farm, say around Woodenup, if you were just
swimming in the pool, what sort of things do you remember
about that environment, what was it like? (L. 167)

Non-specific

Non-specific

Can you tell me about the types of noises or sounds that you
associated with that river environment? (L.182)

Fauna
Habitat
structure

Non-specific

You have mentioned a number of changes that you
observed, mostly to do with salt, can you tell me a bit more
about the changes that you observed and when you cbserved
those changes taking place? (L.203)

Non-specific
Water quality

Change

Were there any other changes that you can remember
observing, perhaps when you came back from school or in
later years when you would come back and visit the farm?

(L.245)

Non-specific

Change

Do you remember anything about the history of the clearing
further up the catchment, so further up Murrin Brook, I
suppose? (L..267)

Non-specific

Non-specific

Earlier on you mentioned some of the introduced species,
can you tell me anything about when you remember those
arriving?

Fauna

Change




222

H. Young

Can you tell me where you went to school? (L.8)

Non specific

Non-specific

You have talked about trying to cross the river, can you tell
me a bit more about that, what it was like in summer and
winter? (L.98)

Habitat
structure

Non-specific

Can you tell me more about the kinds of uscs that people
made of the river and the river water? (L.250)

Water quality

Non-specific

Can you remember anything more about any other animals | Fauna Reference
that used to live in the water? (L.272)
What other noises did you associate with the river, perhaps | Fauna Non-specific

in the evening?

You mentioned earlier that you went to school at Jingalup,
can you tell me about the Murrin Brook near Jingalup?
(L.302)

Non-specific

Reference

Did any of the kids from school used to go down to the
Murrin Brook to play, as far as you know? (L.344)

Non-specific

Reference

So, when you got to Jingalup, can you tell me a bit more
about what the bush around there used to look like and that
little tributary you mentioned that you used to go swimming
in - can you describe that a little bit more? That sort of area?

(L.410)

Vegetation

Reference

So, having gone back to the farm to manage it or run it in the
1970s, what were the big contrasts with what you remember
it being like when you were small?

Non-specific

Change

How did you.feel about the river when you growing up on
the farm? (L.509)

Non-specific

Reference

Is there anything else that you would like to tell me about
the Tone or Murrin Brook? (L.593)

Non-specific

Non-specific

M. Fryer-Smith

Can you describe for me the sections, or perhaps the pools,
along the Tone River and its tributaries that you are most
familiar with, so perhaps put some names and so forth on
those areas?

Habitat
structure

Non-specific
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Can you tell me from your earliest recollections of the Fauna Reference
wildlife you used to see along the Tone, what sorl of animals

can you recall?

What about ... you've described the pools that you have | Habitat Reference
visited in the past, can you take me to some of those pools in { structure

a sense and paint more of a picturc of what they used to look | Water quality

like, and what the experience was like of swimming therc or | Fauna

fishing there? Vegetation

Can you tell me a bit more about the pools that you used to Habitat Reference
visit, I think you mentioned two on William Harvey's structure

property? Water quality

You mentioned before that people used to go down to some | Non-specific Reference
of the pools for picnics, can you tell me anything more about

that?

Any other memories about the sorts of activities you did Non-specific Reference
down there?

I think you mentioned you did go swimming in there and Habitat Reference
you mentioned that there were snags and things, can you tell | structure

me a bit more about when you were in the pool, what it was | Water quality

like?

How would you describe the appearance and taste of the Water quality Reference
water when you first used to go down to the river?

What was it like trying to cross the river in summer and in | Habitat Non-specific
winter? structure

Thinking about the whole of the river that you're familiar | Vegetation Relerence
with, say north of William Harvey’s, can you give me a

more general description of what the vegetation was like,

perhaps also a bit further back from the river?

What sounds or noises do you associate with the Tone River, { Fauna Non-specific

perhaps from being there in the evenings?

Can you tell me about the changes that you've observed | Non-specific Change
along the Tone River since you first started visiting it?

Is there anything else about the changes over time that | Non-specific Change
you've observed? Approximately when some of those

changes may have taken place?

Can you tell me more about what the river used to be used { Water quality Reference
for, perhaps going also back to your childhood and then | Fauna and change
thinking into more recent times?

Can you tell me about the history of land development on Non-specific Change

the farm - on Keston Vale, your farm, but also what you
know about the development further up in the catchment?
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Is there something about the river that’s special to you now?

Non-specilic

Change

Is there anything else that you would like to tell me about
the history of the river or your experiences?

Non-specific

Non-specilic

Did you spend much time in that area [Murrin Brook near Non-specific Reference
Jingalup] when you were young?
You mentioned that you used to visit the Hubbe farm, could | Fauna Reference

you tell me a bit more about the river and the wildlife that
you used to see there?

Non-specific

W. Harvey

Could you please tell me you name and date of birth?
[Harvey commenced his recollections of the river from this
question]

Non-specific

Non-specific

could hear, sounds of the bush when you were in the river,
what about at night time - what could you hear down at the
river at night time?

Ok. So, were there any other animals that you remember | Fauna Reference

seeing along the river?

Any other animals that you can recall? Fauna Reference

How have the pools changed - you have mentioned you had | Water quality Change

four pools on the farm? Habitat

structure

You mentioned before some of the things you used to do | Non-specific Reference

down there when you were a child, have you got any other

memories or experiences you’ve had down the river?

Can you tell me anything else about the vegetation along the | Vegetation Reference

river and a bit away from the river as well, if you were

describing what it used to look like to someone?

You were mentioning the different types of vegetation you Vegetation Change

had seen along the river, can you tell me how that has

changad over time, when you think it started to change?

With the house so close to the river, was it used for any | Water quality Non-specific
| other purposes, as far as the house was concerned?

When do you think the water would have become unusable | Water quality Change

for the garden here?

You were mentioning earlier about the sorts of noises you | Fauna Non-specific

How would you compare your experiences of the river when | Non-specific Change
you were prowing up to what your kids experienced when

they were growing up on this farm?

When you went swimming in the river, did you see anythmg Non-specific Reference

in particular in the water?




Riparian vegetation

Appendix 4: Results of Scientists’ Evaluation of
Four Ecosystem Attributes (see Appendices 2.1 to 2.4)
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Respondent Investigate Clarification No scope for Total
required investigation
S1 47 15 - 62
S2 51 9 - 60
S3 20 35 7 62
Actual 118 59 7 184
% 64.1 32.1 38 100
Number of respondents =3
Minimum number of responses expected = 62
$2 gave no answer to two questions
Habitat structure
Respondent Investigate Clarification No scope for Total
required investigation
S1 43 - 10 53
S2 A9 5 - 54
83 10 37 12 59
S4 46 3 5 54
Actual 148 45 27 220
%o 67.3 20.4 12.3 100

Number of respondents = 4
Minimum number of responses expected = 52. A number of cells contained more than one recollection.

S4 gave no answer to one question

Riverine fauna
Respondent Investigate Clarification No scope for Total
required investigation

S1 36 - 26 62

S2 49 14 - 63

S3 12 53 10 75

Actual 97 67 36 200
Total 48.5 335 18.0 108

Number of respondents = 3
Minimum number of responses expected (a number of cells contained more than onc recollection) = 63

S1 gave no answer to one question




Water quality
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Respondent Investigate Clarification No scope for Total
required investigation

S1 42 - 4 46

S2 44 ! - 45

S3 18 28 11 57

S4 40 2 3 45
Actual 144 31 18 193
% 74.6 16.1 9.3 100

Number of respondents = 4
Minimum number of responscs expected (a number of cclis contained more than one recollection) = 45

S4 gave no answer to two questions
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