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CAMP LOGUE BROOK POSITION STATEMENT

THE HARVEY PIPE PROJECT (LOGUE BROOK DAM) PROPOSAL
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Camp Logue Brook is owned and operated by the Siexday Adventist Church as a Youth
and Education Camp and Convention Centre, anchitade for use not only by the Seventh-
day Adventist Church, but the wider community a#l wewas purchased in 1986, and has
been continually developed ever since.

It is designed for the recreational, spiritual, eational and relational development of those
who use it. It provides a drug free environmenthgung and old alike are educated and
given opportunities to learn new skills while prdivig healthy alternatives to TV and
Computer generated entertainment.

The camp welcomes School, Church, Social and Fagnilyps, and is able to tailor
programmes specific to each ones needs. The typesreational opportunities currently
offered include:

Overnight camp-outs Orienteering Course
Confidence Course Horse Trail Riding
Mountain Biking Water Skiing
Swimming Bush Walking
Abseiling Canoeing

Archery Fishing

Tennis Basketball

Beach Volleyball Raft Building
Environmental awareness program Flying Fox

Each year between 3,000 and 3,500 people visitdhg and utilise its facilities often staying
for multiple days and often the week.

Some of our guests include State and Private sshgolth groups, Disabled persons
including our annual New Vision Camp for Blind pams, Deaf camp for the hearing
impaired, Rotary Community Camp for the disabledwell as individual families

New vision campers preparing for a horse ride Primary school students learning to control 2eaon the dam

During 2004 a master plan was developed for Canguédrook, which proposed additional
development and facilities that would expand theaofunities for visitors to enjoy the
benefits offered. Some of the proposed additioolside a 250 seat auditorium, Educational
Centre with class room facilities and 2 x 40 berhdtories.

The Church has invested around 1.4 million dollardate in the development of the facilities
at Camp Logue Brook since 1986

The Camp employs 2.5 full time staff and up to Sued staff to run our Educational and
Adventure program. Staff are mostly local resideinde Harvey Shire with some travelling
from Perth and Bunbury.



. The Harvey Pipe Project Logue Brook Dam Proposal

2.1.Camp Logue Brook is in favour of the proposed figefor the irrigators and congratulate
Harvey Water on there initiative. However, we do sigpport the loss of recreational
activities to the Logue Brook Dam and its Catchmbut would prefer to see more water
taken from Stirling Dam for domestic purposes atetthe extra irrigation water from Logue
Brook to offset that which was drawn from StirliBgm

2.2.The current guidelines would require Camp LogueoRBro stop offering Water Skiing,
Swimming, Raft Building, Fishing, Canoeing, Bushkiad), Horse Trail Riding, Mountain
Biking and our Environmental studies program byteir2008.

. Potential Impact

3.1. There will be a material decline in the number efspns using the Camp, and we have
already been contacted by persons advising ushiéatwill not be coming if the activities
currently offered are not available.

3.2. This loss will detrimentally impact in a numbenedys:
3.2.1. Loss of Opportunities for Clientele (many from PeBunbury and Mandurah )
3.2.2. Loss for the Local Community and Tourism Industry
3.2.3. Loss for the Seventh-day Adventist Church

Preferred Action — No Change to Current Situation

4.1. For the reasons outlined above, Camp Logue BroaKdnlike to see the proposal not go
ahead so as to avoid the significant negative itnpaso many different parties.

. Alternative Option 1 — That Dual use Water SupptiePursued

5.1. The First option is that dual use of water supgllesLogue Brook be investigated and
pursued. Just as many dams located on the eastoidasstralia have been, to cope with the
ever increasing demand on recreational areas arneater supply

. Alternative Option 2 — Purchase and Relocationafh@ Logue Brook

6.1. The Second option is that the partners in the malgaurchase Camp Logue Brook from the
SDA Church and reproduce (either through relocatiorebuilding) all of the facilities and
activities currently offered in another more suliglocation.

. Conclusion

7.1. The Harvey Water proposal as presented will hasigrficant detrimental impact on Camp
Logue Brook.

7.2.Camp Logue Brook will experience the loss of a nentdf significant and key activities in its
program. Noting this that there will be a corregting loss of clients forcing the potential
closure of the facility.

7.3.Camp Logue Brook strongly objects to the propordiaould petition that it not go ahead.



