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Introduction 
 

Australia‟s rural road network facilitates transport of people and products and enables access for 
infrastructure. There is growing recognition that roadsides with significant remnant native vegetation also 
form corridors that provide refuge for  native fauna and flora (see for example Breckwoldt, 1990; Spooner, 
2005). However, anecdotal evidence suggests that roadsides may be viewed by adjoining landholders 
primarily as a source of pest plant and animals, as well as being potential fire hazards. In addition, the 
responsibilities for managing many activities on roadsides is unclear. The Roadside Partnership Program 
aims to develop a partnership between landholders, Councils and relevant bodies to work together to better 
understand and manage roadsides for multiple benefits.  The Roadside Partnership Program is funded 
through the North East Catchment Management Authority (NECMA). The project aims to contribute to the 
goals listed the Regional Catchment Strategy by supporting good management of roadsides via information 
and education.    
 
The Regional Catchment Strategy highlights the need to assess and protect areas such as roadsides and 
creek lines in the Lower Kiewa and Lower Ovens area. The Roadside Partnership Program discussed in this 
report is specifically targeting landholders in the Boorhaman, Rutherglen and Brimin areas who have 
roadside frontage. 

The evaluation  
 

The Roadside Partnership Program is trialling an approach to roadside management that is new for the area 
in that it is initiated from local government, and it involves one-to-one skills training for landholders adjacent 
to road reserves. Because this is a new approach the program was contained to act as a “pilot”. Pilot projects 
are undertaken to test the feasibility, effectiveness and acceptance of an approach before major and/or long 
term investments are made.   
 
 To gain the most benefit from a pilot project systematic evaluation is needed. The managers of the Roadside 
Partnership Program built evaluation into the project from the start, and this report is the major output of that 
evaluation process. The evaluation is focused on two facets of the project; 

1. The outcomes of the visit of the ecological expert to selected landholders in the project area 
2. The usefulness of the evaluation instrument. 

 

These are each addressed in this report. 
 

 

Methods 
 

The roadside partnership program  
 

The project brief is supplied as Appendix I in this report. In summary the project consisted of : 
 
Phase 1.  Commencing in August 2007: 
 

 Calls for expressions of interest to be involved in the program were made via a targeted mail out and 
more general advertising to determine the level of interest from landholders in the Boorhaman/Brimin 
area. A copy of the flier is supplied in Appendix II. 
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 The expressions of interest were assessed according to the physical characteristics of the roadside 
as they relate to significant flora and fauna.  

 An environmental expert (Ian Davidson), was employed as a consultant for the ecological 
assessments and skill building in this project.  

 Based on the assessment 20 landholders received an initial inspection by the environmental expert:. 
o a broad ecological survey was undertaken 
o landholders were invited to complete the first attitude and knowledge questionnaire  (see later 

section for details).  
o Each of these initial visits took about 4 hours (2-5 hours), most of which was spent in 

conversation between the environmental expert and the landholder(s).  
o All included landholders received a brief report on the outcomes of the initial roadside 

environmental survey. 

 11 of the above landholders received the full partnership package. Selection was based mainly on the 
initial environmental survey, the landholders interest in undertaking new environmental works and 
targeted property adjoining quality high conservations roadsides. 

 
Phase 2.  Implemented across 2008/2009 

 A comprehensive flora and fauna survey was undertaken by the environmental expert in conjunction 
with the landholder and anyone they chose to include (mostly other family members or neighbours).  

o A second knowledge and attitude survey was left with the landholders to complete after this 
phase 

A comprehensive summary report on ecological condition, flora and fauna features, property use, and site 
management with links to supports was supplied for each location. 
A meeting was held in with the ecologist and wildlife expert Ian Davidson, who undertook the assessment, 
and representatives from Indigo Shire Council, Rural City of Wangaratta and the Department of Sustainability 
and the Environment.  The discussion with the NRM stakeholders was to disseminate information gathered 
throughout the program and link opportunities for action with the relevant bodies. 
A wildlife afternoon/evening occurred in early July 2009 was offered for all participants to conclude the 
program   
 
 

The evaluation 
The evaluation presented in this report has what Cook and Shadish (1986) call a „stakeholder service‟ focus, 
in that it aims to create servable information for users, rather than develop theory or widely generalisable 
recommendations. Articulating the logic is a common beginning point of these types of evaluation as it 
enables causal assumptions embedded in the project to be understood (Cummings, 2006). A program logic 
approach also allows assessments of components of the project, providing greater scope for learning than 
provided by simply judging the „success‟ of a project as a whole.   
 

Based on discussions with the project managers, and the operation of the project, the logic of the project 
appears to be: 

 Roadsides are valuable for flora and fauna, but that value appears to be less recognised by adjacent 
landowners than other issues such as pests and fire danger 

 Landholders may not be aware of the ecological components of their roadsides or how  to manage or 
improve them 

 Showing landholders what native flora and fauna their actual patch of roadside contains, and putting that 
into ecological context will enhance their understanding of the road reserve 

 Enhanced understanding of the road reserve will lead to changes in the way the road reserve is valued 
by the adjacent landholder 

 Changes in how the roadside is valued will lead to changed management behaviours in keeping with the 
goals of the Regional Catchment Strategy.  
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To evaluate the program we (the project managers, with guidance from the author of this report) chose to 
measure whether the approach taken in this project led to adjacent landholders  

1. Being more aware of the components of their roadside 
2. Changing the way they valued the roadside 

It was not considered possible to measure changes in behaviour, or even intent, in the time frame of the pilot 
project.  
 
A quantitative approach was considered most appropriate in this case because the aim was to measure 
change in understanding and values. It was accepted that the sample size in the pilot would be too small to 
create statistically meaningful data in this instance, but that this provided a good opportunity to test the 
evaluation instrument so that it could be used (or not) with confidence in later programs with a similar 
intentions.   
 
The main evaluation instrument used was a “before and after” questionnaire, a copy of which is supplied as 
Appendix III.  The questionnaire was developed from conversations between the project managers and the 
author of this report, drawing on the design guidelines of Sarantakos (2005).  The questionnaire seeks 
information from the target population in regards to what activities happen on their roadsides, how they value 
their roadsides, and what they know about certain environmental aspects of the roadsides. The first and 
second questionnaires are similar, except that the question about activities on the roadsides was not asked 
in the second questionnaire. The questionnaires were completed anonymously, so changes in the 
population, rather than individual landholders, are being assessed. It is assumed that if any changes occur 
between the results of the two questionnaires at least some of that change may be attributable to the 
activities of the project.  
 

Findings 
 

The outcomes of the Roadside Partnership project in the Boorhaman/Brimin 
area 
 

Firstly it should be noted that the sample sizes for the two questionnaires, always anticipated to be low, were 
actually very low, with 10 initial visit responses and 6 after visit questionnaire completions. Within this not all 
questions were attempted by all respondents. The results have been tabulated and are presented in full in 
Appendix IV. Care should be taken in reading too much into the findings based on such low numbers, but 
some apparent trends may warrant further investigation, as well as providing some indication of the success 
of the project components.  A summary of the findings is presented below. 
 
 

Through the questionnaire we have gained some insight to activities occurring on roadsides in the 
Boorhaman/Brimin area, both by the landholders adjacent to the significant roadsides, and by other roadside 
users. The responses from the 8 respondents to this question are summarised in Figure 1. In brief, 
landholders were actively involved with managing their roadsides; controlling weeds with herbicides on 7 of 
them, baiting for foxes and rabbits on 3 of them, as well as slashing/mowing on 3. Some (5) of these 
landholders also used their roadsides for moving stock (5).  People other than the adjacent landholder also 
moved stock on these roadsides (7), as well as collecting firewood (7).  
 
 



Roadside Partnership Evaluation 2009 Page 7 
 

 

Figure 1 Activities noted as being carried out on the selected roadsides in the 3 years to 2007. Note that the numbers 
relate to reports of these things occurring, rather than the scale of that occurrence.  

 

The selected landholders were asked to respond to a number of statements their roadsides, once at the 
initial visit, and again after they had spent time assessing the roadsides with the ecological expert. Their 
responses each time are shown in Table 1.  At the initial visit all respondents felt that their roadsides were 
important habitat for native birds and other animals, and that the vegetation on their roadsides is similar to 
that found elsewhere in the district. It is also notable that most respondents felt that they had no influence 
over the actions of other people on the roadsides adjacent to their properties. There was a wider range of 
responses to statements about the aesthetic properties of the roadsides (one added that it “looks a mess” to 
this question), and the increased risk of fire from roadsides.  Ploughing, slashing and cleaning up appear to 
be activities only undertaken by adjacent landholders. Stockpiling materials and beekeeping were only 
undertaken by other people, but as noted above stock moving and firewood collection were undertaken more 
by outsiders than adjacent landholders.  
  
The remaining questions were asked twice, firstly in the questionnaire associated with the initial visit, and 
again in the questionnaire that followed the extensive visit and roadside/property assessment. The numbers 
are too small to tell if the differences in responses noticeable between the two questionnaires are statistically 
significant, and caution is needed in interpreting such small numbers.  
 
Firstly there appeared to be no change in the way landholders assessed the conservation value of their 
adjacent roadsides; before  and after the expert‟s visits the landholders considered their roadsides to be of 
moderate to high conservation value. This is not surprising, as these landholders were self selected as 
people who thought they might have roadsides of high value.   
 
The statements related to how areas are valued suggest that there was little change in most of the 
measures, but there were only a few responses that were markedly different after the visit. The standout one 
was  the increased agreement to the statement “My property is more productive because of the vegetation 
on my roadside” which was 13% before the visit and 83% after. Respondents also appeared to be viewing 
their management of roadsides differently after the visit, as agreement to “I manage my roadsides as an 
integral part of my property “ increased from 44 to 100%.   
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Table 1 Landholder responses to statements about their roadsides at the initial visit by the ecological expert (n=9, top 
section  of table) and after the detailed assessment (n=6, bottom section of table) 

  
strongly 

agree agree neutral disagree 
strongly 
disagree 

% 
Agree 
(pre) 

My roadside provides habitat for native birds 
and other native animals 2 7       100 

The vegetation on my roadside is similar to 
that found on many roadsides in this region  1 7   1   89 

I have no influence over other peoples' 
actions on my roadsides 3 5   1   89 

My roadside provides a corridor for native 
birds and other native animals  2 4   2 1 67 

My roadside is important for nature 
conservation in this district 2 4 1 2   67 

My property is more aesthetically pleasing 
because of the vegetation on my roadside 2 4   3   67 

I manage my roadsides as an integral part of 
my property 1 3 5     44 

Roadside vegetation increases the risk of 
fire on my property 3 1 1 4   44 

My property is more productive because of 
the vegetation on my roadside   1 2 3 2 13 

My roadside has important cultural historical 
significance    1 3 4 1 11 

I get more rabbits/foxes on my property 
because of the roadside vegetation   1 3 4 1 11 

             

  
strongly 

agree agree neutral disagree 
strongly 
disagree 

% 
Agree 
(post 

My roadside provides habitat for native birds 
and other native animals 4 2       100 

My roadside provides a corridor for native 
birds and other native animals  4 2       100 

My roadside is important for nature 
conservation in this district 3 3       100 

I manage my roadsides as an integral part of 
my property 2 4       100 

My property is more aesthetically pleasing 
because of the vegetation on my roadside 3 2 1     83 

I have no influence over other peoples' 
actions on my roadsides 1 3 1 1   83 

The vegetation on my roadside is similar to 
that found on many roadsides in this region    4   1   83 

My property is more productive because of 
the vegetation on my roadside   4 1 1   83 

Roadside vegetation increases the risk of 
fire on my property 1 1 3 1   33 

My roadside has important cultural historical 
significance  1 1 3 1   33 

I get more rabbits/foxes on my property 
because of the roadside vegetation   1 1 4   17 
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Landholders were also asked a series of questions to gauge their assessment of their knowledge of certain 
aspects of their roadsides. These responses are presented in Table 2. 

Table 2 Landholder self reporting of their knowledge of their roadsides at the initial visit by the ecological expert (n=10, 
top section  of table) and after the detailed assessment (n=6, bottom section of table) 

  expert 
much 

knowledge 
some 

knowledge 
a little 

knowledge 
no 

knowledge mean 

Identification of native groundcovers     3 3   3.5 

Identification of native trees and 
shrubs   1 4 1   3.0 

Environmental benefits provided by 
native vegetation   1 5     2.8 

Threatened species in this district     4 1 1 3.5 

Identification of native birds   2 3 1   2.8 

Identification of native mammals   4 1 1   2.5 

Identification of native reptiles   2 2 2   2.3 

Laws and rules regarding roadside 
management     4 1 1 3.5 

The ways in which different living 
things interact in our local vegetation   1 3 1 1 3.3 

              

              

              

  expert 
much 

knowledge 
some 

knowledge 
a little 

knowledge 
no 

knowledge mean 

Identification of native groundcovers     3 5 2 3.9 

Identification of native trees and 
shrubs   1 4 5   3.4 

Environmental benefits provided by 
native vegetation   3 4 2 1 3.1 

Threatened species in this district     2 5 3 4.1 

Identification of native birds 1   5 4   3.2 

Identification of native mammals 1 1 4 3 1 3.2 

Identification of native reptiles 1 1 4 4   3.1 

Laws and rules regarding roadside 
management   1 4 5   3.4 

The ways in which different living 
things interact in our local vegetation     5 5   3.5 

 

Again the numbers are too small to make grand statements, but the general impression is of some 
improvement in knowledge of all items except regulations. The largest self reported improvements were with 
knowledge of the threatened species in the district, and with improved ability to identify native mammals and 
reptiles.  

        
A number of landholders also made use of the open comments section in the questionnaires.  
 
First questionnaire 
 

 Because we have 3 properties we need to be able to move stock along the roadsides and past our 
neighbours' roadsides. Roads are for access and roadsides should be kept clear within reason to 
minimise accidents. Breeding programs for native grasses, birds and animals should be within 
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people's properties. We are having great difficulty with stock transports and farm equipment travelling 
our roads due to overhanging branches and trees close to roadsides. 

 I need the corridor for birds to pass 

 [on Q2] firewood collection has been from trees that have fallen over fencelines. Tree and shrub 
removal has been pepper trees, boxthorn etc 

 [on agreeing that the roadside provides a corridor for native animals] But not necessarily a good thing 
when you have vehicles, public etc using the roads. 

 
Second questionnaire 
       

 I think this project is a valuable tool in the understanding and protection of remnant vegetation in this 
district 

 The process has been very informative and confirmed our belief in the strategic management of the 
interface between farming land (open field ecosystems) and native ecosystems 

 [name] and I found Ian Davidson very informative and he gave us some ideas how to manage our 
land and maybe we can get support from the DSE with regard to the "stewardship opportunities"  

 It was worthwhile participating as I can now identify how the soil relates to the native trees along our 
roadside.  

 I would like you to contact me regarding how we reduce the fire risk if we cannot graze occasionally in 
the spring as it is on our western boundary. Also how do we prevent other people's stock grazing on 
our roadside throughout the year as we are trying to minimise the impact of stock on the  roadside – 
[name provided]. 

 Ian was great in pointing out how many different varieties of natives were on the roadside (I thought 
we had Chilean Needle Grass!). So it was useful for him to come. Thank you for running the project. 

 

The usefulness of the evaluation instrument 
 

The rate of questionnaire completion and return was high, as is expected from such a small project with 
engagement between parties. The information gained from the questionnaires provides some indication 
about the impacts of the extension project, as well as a clearer picture of the activities happening on the 
roadsides, and who is doing them.  
 
This questionnaire could be used for other roadside partnership projects, or could be modified to evaluate 
other extension projects. 

Discussion 
 

This pilot project suggests using the described approach has the capacity to improve  how roadsides are 
understood and valued by adjacent landowners.  
 

The first project outcome is a better understanding of the activities occurring on a network of roadsides with 
some known ecological significance. Much regular maintenance of the roadside is being carried out by 
adjacent landholders, while some of the major road „benefits‟- stock movement and firewood collection, go to 
people other than the direct roadside neighbours. From this sample it is clear that projects promoting 
roadside management practices need to target more than just adjacent landholders, but that these 
landholders should be an important subset of any such program. 
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Another outcome is confirmation of the complexity of purpose and use of roadsides. They carry traffic, and 
stock, infrastructure  and possibly fires and pests, as well as providing habitat for significant species. The 
need to balance competing demands is clear in both the quantitative results, and from the comments made 
in the open part of the questionnaires. The aim of any extension project should be to provide managers with 
sound information about the asset they are managing and the various consequences of activities.    
 
That this project did provide managers with sound information is suggested by the self reported increased 
knowledge in all measured topic areas, especially those related to identifying native mammals and reptiles, 
and to knowing what threatened species are in the district. That this increased knowledge also influenced the 
way roadsides are valued is suggested by the apparent increased understanding of the link between 
roadsides and farm productivity.  
 
Although a small project, this exercise highlights the value of testing extension processes and evaluating the 
outcomes or impacts in a systematic way.  
 

Recommendations  
1. That projects promoting roadside management practices need to target more than just adjacent 

landholders, but that these landholders should be an important subset of any such program. 

2. That the extension approach trialled in this project be used in similar projects elsewhere in the district.  

3. That the evaluation instrument (questionnaire) be adapted and used in any similar projects in the 
district, but that larger sample sizes be sought if possible.   
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1. Overview 
2. Project Stages 
3. Timetable & Payment 
4. Resources 
5. Project Consultation 
6. Deliverable Outcomes 
7. Lodging of Proposals 
 
1.  OVERVIEW 
The main aim of this project is to increase ownership of high and medium conservation 
roadsides in the portions of the Lower Ovens & Lower Kiewa CMU’s situated in Indigo and 
Wangaratta Shire boundaries.  This will be achieved through active engagement of a number of 
landholders whose property has roadside frontage in these areas.  It is anticipated that engaged 
landholders will develop ownership of their roadside through participation in a range of flora and 
fauna surveys of these areas as well as those on their own property. 
 
The project has been planned to be implemented in five main stages.  These are outlined below. 
 
2.  PROJECT STAGES 
Stage 1 – Expressions of Interest 
This stage will involve a targeted mail out and advertisement of information flyers to determine 
the level of interest from landholders.  The period for expressing interest is to close Friday 24th 
August 2007.  There will then be a three week period in which to assess this interest in accordance 
to: 

 Length of roadside; 
 Quality of vegetation on roadside;  

 Proximity of roadside to other habitat (such as creeklines, participating neighbours, 
patches of bush and so on);  and 

 Presence of rare or threatened flora and fauna on roadside. 
 
Applicants with roadside frontage which scores highly against these criteria will then be eligible 
for the next stage.  Note that the target number of landholders to receive an initial visit is 20, with 
10 of these to go on to receive the full partnership package.  There is flexibility in the:  

 number of landholders receiving an initial visit; and   
 number of landholders receiving the full partnership package. 

The breakdown of the number of landholders engaged in either initial or full partnership will 
depend on the extent of the interest received, as well as the quality of their roadside frontages. 
*Based on $50/hr incl GST 
 
Stage 2 – Initial Visits 
Once the landholders who will be targeted for initial visits have been identified they can then be 
notified.  Please note that at this stage it will not be clear which landholders will receive the full 
partnership package – this will depend on the results of the initial site visit, to be conducted by a 
consultant.  It is envisaged that this visit will aim to achieve: 

 completion of a social survey designed to determine attitudes towards roadside 
management and with which to evaluate success of the program: and 

 completion of a broad ecological survey. 

Roadside Partnership Program 
Project Brief 

30 May 2007 



 
The results of the broad ecological survey will then be supplied back to the landholder, along with 
other useful information such as an aerial map of their property and other data yet to be agreed 
with the consultant.  To assist in identification of flora, it is anticipated that this stage would be 
carried out during early Spring, with these visits to be concluded by 29th October.  It is anticipated 
that each landholder will require 5 hours of the consultant’s time for this initial visit.  Both the 
social and ecological surveys will assist in determining which landholders will be offered the full 
partnership package.  Participation of these landholders in the program should then be confirmed 
by November 16th. 
 
Stage 3 – Flora & Fauna Survey 
The next stage will involve a comprehensive flora and fauna survey.  This should include: 

 comprehensive survey of floral species present onsite; 
 confirmation of ecological vegetation classes; 

 an assessment of habitat quality; 
 bird survey; and 

 reptile survey. 
Most importantly these surveys should be carried out in conjunction with the landholder and their 
family (and friends). To be completed by January 25th 2008. 
 
Stage 4 – Spotlighting Visit 
Once participation of landholders in the full partnership program has been confirmed, the second 
and most exciting engagement tool can be delivered.  This will involve a spotlighting tour of the 
roadside and property to survey nocturnal wildlife.  It is anticipated that this stage will provide 
interactive engagement with the landholder, family and friends.  Some form of wildlife trapping 
should occur at this stage to give experiential learning.  These tours are to be completed by 
March 3rd. 
 
Stage 5 – Reporting  
The final stage will involve collation of all information for each landholder and an informal 
presentation of this to them to keep.  This final visit should also include a secondary survey, which 
compliments the initial one carried out during the first site visit.  Collectively, this survey 
information should allow evaluation of attitudes and ideas regarding roadside management.  
Equally important is the ecological information that has also been collected, which may inform 
future roadside management and should allow updating/confirmation of some roadside 
conservation values utilised by the Shires. 
 
3.  TIMETABLE & PAYMENT 
 

Activity Date to be 
Completed 

 

Payment 
% 

Payment 
(incl GST) 

Appointment 7th September 2007 10% $1,500 
 

Consultation regarding initial landholder 
engagement 

17th September 2007   

Completion of 20 initial landholder visits & 
compilation of results 

29th Oct 2007 20% $3,000 

Assessment of landholders to receive full package 9th Nov 2007   
Completion of 10 flora & fauna surveys 21st Jan 2008 20% $3,000 
Update to Council 25th Jan 2008   
Completion of 10 spotlighting tours 3rd March 2008 20% $3,000 
Update to Council 10th March 2008   
Collation of individual property information & 
final site visits 

5th May 2008   

Presentation of final information to Council 12th May 2008 30% $4,500 
    



$15,000 
 
4.  RESOURCES 
It is envisaged that this project will rely heavily on the application skills of the appointed 
consultant to sources all necessary resources such as property background information, as well as 
any specialised trapping or survey equipment. 
 
5.  PROJECT CONSULTATION 
Project consultation with the Environment Officers of Indigo Shire and Rural City of Wangaratta 
is integral and has been scheduled to occur at the beginning, after each main stage and at 
completion. 
 
6.  DELIVERABLE OUTCOMES 
It is expected that the following will be provided in both hard and electronic forms: 

 list of names, as well as scheduled and actual dates and times of surveys before & after each 
stage; 

 summarised ecological survey information for each property from stage 1; 

 summarised social survey information for each landholder and family engaged from stage 
1; 

 summarised ecological survey information for each property from stages 2-4; 

 summarised social survey information for each landholder engaged from stages 2-5; and 
 summary of all properties and landholders surveys. 

*NB summaries & reports to include photos and spatial information (such locations of important species) can be recorded 
manually on hard copy map 

 
7.  LODGING OF PROPOSALS 
Proposals should be lodged with the Rural City of Wangaratta by 5:00pm Friday 7th September 
2007 and clearly marked: 
 
Karen Jones 
Sustainability Programs Coordinator 
Rural City of Wangaratta 
PO Box 238 
WANGARATTA  VIC  3676 
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8.  Are there any other patches of bush near your 

roadside?  Please tick type of area and write 

distance from roadside. 

Type of Area Distance from roadside 

Unmade road reserve   

Creek   

Bush reserve   

Bush on private property   

Other crown land   

Other   

 

9.  Do you know of any rare or threatened flora or 

fauna species that occur on your roadside or 

property?  If so please list. 

____________________________________________

____________________________________________

____________________________________________

____________________________________________

____________________________________________ 

 
Please tear off this section and return to one of the 
following: 

NRM Officer 
Indigo Shire Council 

PO Box 75 
YACKANDANDAH  VIC  3749 

 

OR 
 

Sustainability Programs Officer 
Rural City of Wangaratta 

PO Box 238 
WANGARATTA  VIC  3676 

 
 

Forms due by Friday 24th August, 2007. 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

RRooaaddssiiddee  PPaarrttnneerrsshhiipp  
PPrrooggrraamm  

 
 

Do you live in the Boorhaman/Rutherglen/Brimin 
area and would like to participate in an exciting new 
project that offers you and your family time with a 
local expert ecologist to explore your roadside and 

property? 
 

Imagine – spotlighting, bird surveys, plant 
identification, lizard monitoring – all on your 

roadside and property…. 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Now seeking 
Expressions of Interest 

 

Closing Friday 24th August 2007 

WWHHAATT  DDOOEESS  YYOOUURR  

RROOAADDSSIIDDEE  MMEEAANN  TTOO  YYOOUU  

&&  YYOOUURR  FFAAMMIILLYY??  
 

For help or further information please 
contact: 
 

 Shay Simpson  
NRM Officer  
Indigo Shire Council  
(02) 6028 1128 

 
 Karen Jones  

Sustainability Programs Coordinator 
Rural City of Wangaratta      
(03) 5722 0888 

Grey-crowned Babbler on post 
Picture by Eileen Collins 



Background  
Your roadside is the strip of land between the road 
itself and your fence line.  Roadsides are being 
recognised for their conservation values, such as 
habitat for fauna, remnant indigenous vegetation, as 
well as the links they provide to other patches of bush 
and water within the landscape.   
 
About the Roadside Partnership Program 
Commonly, roadsides are viewed by adjoining 
landholders as a source of pest plant and animals, as 
well as being potential fire hazards.  In addition, the 
responsibilities for managing roadsides are not clear.  
This program aims to develop a partnership between 
landholders and Council to work together to better 
understand and manage our roadsides.   
 
This program is funded through the North East 
Catchment Management Authority and aims to 
contribute to the goals listed the Regional Catchment 
Strategy.   
 
Program area 
The Regional Catchment Strategy highlights the 
need to assess and protect areas such as roadsides and 
creek lines in the Lower Kiewa and Lower Ovens 
area.  In turn, this program is specifically targeting 
landholders in the Boorhaman, Rutherglen and 
Brimin areas who have roadside frontage. 
 
What’s in it for me? 
By just filling out and returning the Expression of 
Interest form you could be eligible to receive a visit 
from a local expert ecologist who would assess your 
roadside and property for conservation values, as well 
as provide you with a series of maps relating to your 
property.  Should your roadside and property be 
considered suitable for the program, then you and 
family will also be offered the following with a local 
expert ecologist: 

 A detailed flora and fauna survey of your 
roadside/property;  

 A spotlighting tour, including bat trapping, 
on your roadside/property; and 

 A written summary of the findings of these 
surveys and a final site visit. 

How do I express my interest? 
If you think you are interested in participating in this 
program please fill out, tear off and return the 
Expression of Interest form in this flyer.  Note that the 
closing date for these forms is Friday 24th August 
2007.   
 
Do I have a suitable roadside? 
This program aims to work with landholders in the 
Booraham/Rutherglen/Brimin area whose roadsides 
may be of conservation value.  Expressions of Interest 
will be assessed by the following criteria: 

 Length and width of roadside; 
 Quality of vegetation on roadside;  
 Proximity of roadside to other habitat (such 

as creeklines, participating neighbours, 
patches of bush and so on);  

 Presence of rare or threatened flora and fauna 
on roadside. 

 
What happens now? 

 Expression of Interest closes – Friday 24th 
August, 2007 

 Confirmation of landholder participation – 
Monday 24th September, 2007 

 Broad ecological survey completed– Monday 
29th October, 2007 

 Notification of success on full partnership – 
Friday 16th November, 2007 

 Comprehensive flora & fauna survey 
completed by – Monday 21st January, 2008 

 Spotlighting tour completed by – Monday 3rd 
March, 2008 

 Presentation of collated roadside & property 
information to landholder completed be – 
Monday 5th May, 2008 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 

Expression of Interest 
 

1.  Name/s: 

____________________________________________

____________________________________________ 

2.  Address:  

____________________________________________

____________________________________________

____________________________________________ 

3.  Postal Address (if different from above):  

____________________________________________

____________________________________________

____________________________________________ 

4.  Telephone number/s:  

____________________________________________

____________________________________________ 

5.  Roadside/s adjoining property:  

____________________________________________

____________________________________________ 

6.  Approximate length & width of roadside 

frontage/s: 

____________________________________________

____________________________________________ 

7.  How would you rate the quality of vegetation 

on your roadside frontage/s? Please list road 

name then circle standard of quality (low, med or 

high). 

Roadside:  _______________________________ 

Low   Medium   High 

Roadside:  _______________________________ 

Low   Medium   High 
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Please answer the following questions in reference to the roadside(s) that are the focus 
of your involvement in this project. 
 

1. Please tick the most appropriate response 
 
I consider the quality of my roadside vegetation to be  
 
High   Moderate  Low  Don’t know 
 

2. At any time over the last 3 years have you (or others from your property) carried 
out the following activities on your roadside? (tick all that apply) 

 
Firewood collection  
 
Stock grazing 
 
Herbicide control of weeds 
 
Burning 
 
Ploughing 
 
Rabbit warren ripping 
 
Baiting for foxes or rabbits 
 
Slashing/mowing 

Tree/shrub removal 
 
Cleaning up (eg sticks, bark) 
 
Tree/ shrub planting 
 
Native seed collection 
 
Bee keeping 
 
Stockpiling material 
 
Moving stock 
 
Rubbish dumping 

 
Other            Please specify………………………………………….
 
 

3. At any time over the last 3 years have any of the following been undertaken by  
other people/organisations on your roadside? (tick all that apply)  

 
Firewood collection  
 
Stock grazing 
 
Herbicide control of weeds 
 
Burning 
 
Ploughing 
 
Rabbit warren ripping 
 
Baiting for foxes or rabbits 
 
Slashing/mowing 

Tree/shrub removal 
 
Cleaning up (eg sticks, bark) 
 
Tree/ shrub planting 
 
Native seed collection 
 
Bee keeping 
 
Stock piling material 
 
Moving stock 
 
Rubbish dumping 

 
Other            Please specify…………………………………………. 
Which, if any, were undertaken without your sanction/permission?.....................  
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4. Below are a number of statements. Please circle the number that most closely represents your 
response to each of these statements in relation to the roadsides that you have included in this 
project.  

 
 
     Strongly      Agree     Neutral     Disagree    Strongly        Don’t 
        agree       disagree        know 
 
The vegetation on my roadside is    
similar to that found on many     1                  2             3                 4                  5      
roadsides in this region                 
                    
My roadside provides habitat for            1                   2             3                 4                  5            
native birds and other native animals 
  
I manage my roadside as an                    1          2             3                 4                  5            
integral part of my property 
                
Roadside vegetation increases the          1          2             3                 4                  5            
risk of fire on my property 
    
My roadside has important cultural/       1          2             3                 4                  5            
historical significance 
 
I get more rabbits/foxes on my               1          2             3                 4                  5            
property because of the roadside 
vegetation 
 
My property is more productive             1          2             3                 4                  5            
because of the vegetation on my 
roadside 
 
My roadside provides a corridor for       1          2             3                 4                  5            
native birds and other native animals 
 
I have no influence over other                1          2             3                 4                  5   
peoples’ actions on my roadsides 
 
My roadside is important for                  1          2             3                 4                  5            
nature conservation in this district 
 
My property is more aesthetically         1          2             3                 4                  5            
pleasing because of the vegetation  
my roadside 
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5. A number of topics are listed below. Please circle the number that best reflects your assessment 

of your knowledge on these topics 
 
 
     Expert        Much             Some      A little                  No         
            knowledge     knowledge     knowledge       knowledge 
 
Identification of native   1  2  3  4  5 
groundcovers                 
 
Identification of native trees and  1  2  3  4  5 
shrubs 
 
Environmental benefits   1  2  3  4  5 
provided by native vegetation 
 
Threatened species in this district 1  2  3  4  5 
 
Identification of native birds  1  2  3  4  5 
 
Identification of native mammals 1  2  3  4  5 
 
Identification of native reptiles 1  2  3  4  5 
 
Laws and rules regarding roadside 1  2  3  4  5 
management 
 
The ways in which different living   
things interact in our local   1  2  3  4  5 
vegetation 
 
 
 

6. Use the following space to make comments about the Roadside Partnerships project if you wish. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Thank you for completing this questionnaire. Please place the questionnaire into the envelope provided, and 
hand the sealed envelope to Ian Davidson when he visits your property. 
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Survey before June 2008 (N=10 - but 2 completed the wrong survey and/or completed incompletely) 
         

                   

 

strongly 
agree agree neutral diasagree 

strongly 
disagree 

don't 
know 

no 
answer n= mean 

         4.1 1 7   1       9 2.1 
         4.2 2 7           9 1.8 
         4.3 1 3 5         9 2.4 
         4.4 3 1 1 4       9 2.7 
         4.5   1 3 4 1     9 3.6 
         4.6   1 3 4 1     9 3.6 
         4.7   1 2 3 2   1 8 3.8 
         4.8 2 4   2 1     9 2.6 
         

4.9 3 5   1       9 1.9 
         4.10 2 4 1 2       9 2.3 
         4.11 2 4   3       9 2.4 
         

                   

 
expert 

much 
knowledge some knowledge a little knowledge 

no 
knowledge n= mean 

           5.1     3 5 2 10 3.9 
           5.2   1 4 5   10 3.4 
           5.3   3 4 2 1 10 3.1 
           5.4     2 5 3 10 4.1 
           5.5 1   5 4   10 3.2 
           5.6 1 1 4 3 1 10 3.2 
           5.7 1 1 4 4   10 3.1 
           5.8   1 4 5   10 3.4 
           5.9     5 5   10 3.5 
           

 
1 2 3 4 5 

             

                   



                   

                   

                   6 Comments: 
                

 

Because we have 3 properties we need to be able to move stock along the roadsides and past our neighbours' roadsides. Roads are 
for access and roadsides should be kept clear within reason to minimise accidents. Breeding programs for native grasses, birds and 
animals should be within people's propeties. We are having great difficulty with stock transports and farm equipment travelling our 
roads due to overhanging branches and trees close to roadsides. 

        

 
I need the corridor for native bird to pass 

              
 
 
 

 
 
 
 

                  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

        



Survey after Jan 2009 
(N=6) 

           

Question High moderate low 
don't 
know n= 

     1 2 4     6 
     

           

 
1 2 3 4 5 

     

 

strongly 
agree agree neutral diasagree 

strongly 
disagree 

don't 
know 

no 
answer n= mean 

 2.1   4   1     1 5 2.4 
 2.2 4 2           6 1.3 
 2.3 2 4           6 1.7 
 2.4 1 1 3 1       6 2.7 
 

2.5 1 1 3 1       6 2.7 
 2.6   1 1 4       6 3.5 
 2.7   4 1 1       6 2.5 
 2.8 4 2           6 1.3 
 2.9 1 3 1 1       6 2.3 
 2.10 3 3           6 1.5 
 2.11 3 2 1         6 1.7 
 

           

 
1 2 3 4 5 

     

 
expert 

much 
knowledge 

some 
knowledge 

a little 
knowledge 

no 
knowledge n= mean 

   3.1     3 3   6 3.5 
   3.2   1 4 1   6 3.0 
   



3.3   1 5     6 2.8 
   

3.4     4 1 1 6 3.5 
   3.5   2 3 1   6 2.8 
   3.6   4 1 1   6 2.5 
   3.7   2 2 2   6 2.3 
   3.8     4 1 1 6 3.5 
   3.9   1 3 1 1 6 3.3 
   

           

 
yes no n= 

       4 8   8 
       

           

 
Comments: 

        

5 
I think this project is a valuable tool in the understanding and protection of remnant vegetation in this 
district 

 

The process has been very informative and confirmed our belief in the strategic management of the 
interface between farming land (open field ecosystems) and native ecosystems 

 

[Name] and I found Ian Davidson very informative and he gave us some ideas how to manage our land and 
maybe we can get support from the DSE with regard to the "stewardship opportunities" 

           

 
The following two comments were made in June 2008: 

    

 

It was worthwhile participating as I can now identify how the soil relates to the native trees along our 
roadside. I would like you to contact me regarding how we reduce the fire risk if we cannot graze 
occasionally in the spring as it is on our western boundary. Also how do we prevent other people's stock 
grazing on our roadside throughout the year as we are trying to minimse the impact of stock on the roadside 
–[name supplied]. 

 

Ian was great in pointing out how many different varieties of natives were on the roadside (I thought we had 
Chilean Needle grass! So it was useful for him to come. Thank you for running the project. 

            


