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HHOOWW  TTOO  UUSSEE  TTHHEE  GGLLEENN  RROOCCKK  RREEGGIIOONNAALL  PPAARRKK  DDRRAAFFTT  
MMAANNAAGGEEMMEENNTT  PPLLAANN  DDOOCCUUMMEENNTTSS 

This management plan has been designed to meet the needs, and provide information to three 

key audiences.  As the needs of these groups are quite diverse, and to avoid as much 

duplication within this document as possible, we have added this section to assist you in 

finding the sections that will provide you with the information relevant to your particular 

interests. 

What is in the Volumes that make up the Glen Rock Regional Park Management Plan?  
Executive Summary - Overview of the planning process and the key outcomes. 

Volume 1 –Management Plan is a detailed description of the outcomes of the decision 

making process and the factors which influenced the Plan decisions.  The 

Inventory and Significance of Open Space Values of Glen Rock section, 

provides an overview of the attributes of the property which were based on the 

information provided in the resource assessment reports.  While the Thematic 

section provides an overview of the decisions that were considered in the 

formation of Plan by the representatives who had expertise relating to on-ground 

management and planning. 

Volume 2 – PUID Summaries, this volume gives a brief description of the outcomes of the 

decision making process as they apply for each of the planning units. 

Volume 3 – Maps, this volume provides a visual aid to support Volume 1- Management 

Plan.  It contains a number of detailed maps that show the locations for proposed 

features, for example tracks, facilities, and protection areas. 

Volume 4 – Appendices, this volume includes detailed reports on each land use, prepared by 

the resources assessment teams.  

NB:  This guide is meant to provide you with directions to save you time. 
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Perceived Audience / Groups 

General interest 
The Executive Summary will provide you with a general over view about the outcomes of 

the planning process, without bogging you down with all the details.  Volume 1, The 

Management Plan, will give you a more detailed over view of where the proposed uses and 

developments will be located in the Park.  

If you require greater detail about a particular land use, then the Thematic Section of 

Volume 1, The Management Plan, will provide you with information that is more detailed. 

For example, camping opportunities will be found in the Thematic Section of Volume 1. 

Detailed inquiry for the purpose of day-to-day management or developing other plans; 
You will need to read all of Volumes 1, 2, 3 and 4 to really appreciate what this plan has to 

offer. Avoid just reading the Executive Summary, as it is a general overview presenting the 

key outcomes, and will not assist you in making appropriate management decisions for Glen 

Rock Regional Park.  

For the development of site-specific plans and for site management, after reading all the 

volumes, you will find Volume 2, PUID Summaries and the corresponding maps in Volume 

3, Maps will be very useful in the development of these plans. 

Information for District Managers and other management planners  
Volume 1, The Management Plan, has been designed to meet your needs.  This Volume will 

give you a detailed over view of the proposed uses and developments for Glen Rock Regional 

Park. It will also direct you to relevant sections in volumes 2, 3 and 4, which will assist you in 

gaining a greater understanding of the decision making process behind the outcomes of the 

management plan 
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NEED FOR THE PLAN 
The Department of the Environmental Protection Agency, Regional Landscape Unit (formerly 

the Department of Natural Resources) has managed the Glen Rock property, since purchase 

of the land in 1996, under the Regional Landscape Strategy.  The Department has 

administered the day-to-day management of the property in conjunction with the community 

based Glen Rock Management Advisory Committee.  This committee resolved that a 

management plan was required to determine future land use and guide the management of 

Glen Rock Regional Park.  The initiative to prepare the Plan meets the requirements of the 

Regional Framework for Growth Management (Sec 5.8) that states that management plans 

must be prepared for lands acquired by the SEQ Regional Landscape Strategy.  

The Management Plan: 

��Provides an effective basis for day-to-day management tasks and sets a direction for 
decision making; 

��Establishes priorities for the gathering of resource data and information; 
��Provides a mechanism to ensure that there is public accountability for future 

management actions; 
��Provides direction for the development of action plans which may be prepared to 

undertake specific activities; 
��Is a resource document for stakeholders to obtain information about proposed future 

land use; and, 
��Provided opportunities for community input into the future management of the 

property. 

The Department in conjunction with the Glen Rock Management Advisory Committee has 

adopted a pro-active approach to managing the land and meeting community expectations.  

This approach abides by the precautionary principle for sustainable land management and 

development of facilities that have low impact on the site and meet the immediate 

requirements of the community until a comprehensive management plan could be developed.  

The decision making process adopted by the Committee, for the interim period prior to the 

preparation of this management plan, has allowed consideration of the land use proposals 

raised by the community through the members of the Glen Rock Management Advisory 

Committee.  A cautious approach was adopted, assessing the need for proposed uses and any 

subsequent effects, which may impact on the known values of the property.  This approach 

ensured that the outcome of the proposed management plan would not be prejudiced, and land 

use values would not be compromised.  
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The Committee has established Land Use Principles and Goals to guide the day-to-day 

management of land uses whilst protecting the natural values of Glen Rock Regional Park. 

The Land Use Goals have been derived to be consistent with regional, State and international 

strategies identified for the protection and management of biodiversity, cultural heritage and 

the enhancement of social equity for the community.  These Goals are linked to the Land Use 

Principles and together they are focused on achieving the Vision for the property. 

The Glen Rock Management Advisory Committee has identified that the plan outcome must 

provide for a range of land uses for Glen Rock that will meet the recreational, educational, 

and social needs of the community.  The Committee supports the continuation of cattle 

grazing for the projected planning period of 5-7 years.  The Management Committee 

recognise the importance of retaining grazing as a linkage to the history of the property and to 

the surrounding rural community.  Cattle grazing is seen as a pragmatic approach to managing 

grass, (a fuel source for bush fire) and provides valuable revenue in return.  The management 

of land uses, including recreation activities, must not compromise the ecological values of the 

property.  The Committee has indicated that Glen Rock Regional Park must endeavour to be 

economically self sufficient, deriving revenue from sustainable land uses. 
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VISION 

The Glen Rock Management Advisory Committee has adopted a Vision statement for the 

Park.  The Vision is based on established Land Use Goals and Land Use Principles identified 

to guide future land uses at Glen Rock.  It recognises the importance of protecting the natural 

resources (land, water and vegetation and ecosystems) and that a wide range of recreation and 

education activities can take place without adversely impacting on these resources.  It also 

recognises the importance of the property to the rural community and its history as a grazing 

property.   

Glen Rock will give present and future generations an experience of the 

East Haldon country. 

Touched lightly by managed development, Glen Rock provides community 

benefits, protecting and enhancing the water catchment, scenic quality, 

nature conservation, outdoor recreation, and cultural heritage values.   
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PPRREE--PPLLAANNNNIINNGG    

At the commencement of “the planning project”, there are a number of pre-planning tasks, 

focusing on clarifying the arrangements associated with the management of the project.  

These tasks relate to Steering, Methods Tailoring, Issue Identification and Methods 

Extension.  For these initial tasks of the Glen Rock Regional Park Management Plan, four 

preplanning “phases” relating to each of these tasks occurred.  In the past, these phases have 

not been given due consideration during the planning process.  While past management 

planning projects may have performed these tasks, they have not recorded these phases within 

the planning document.  Without recognition of these preplanning phases, two major 

problems may occur.  Firstly, the plan is not open and accountable, with decisions made 

behind closed doors, and secondly, there is inadequate representation of all interested people 

or partisan representation.
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11  SSTTEEEERRIINNGG    

During the Steering Phase of preparing the Glen Rock Regional Park Management Plan the 

following tasks where undertaken: 

•= The formation of an interim agency-based Planning and Facilitation Team including 

Department of Natural Resources and the Department of Environmental Protection 

Agency staff; 

•= Development of a speculative Project Proposal to draw attention to the scope of the 

project, thus helping to define the aims of the project; 

•= An initial framework for strategic partnerships and an outline of the proposed course 

of action; 

•= Determine the level of inter-agency and community interest in the resolution of the 

issues associated with managing Glen Rock Regional Park; 

•= Gain executive approval for the proposed course of action; and, 

•= Formed an interim inter-agency based Project Management Team to oversee project 

management arrangements. 

1.1 PLANNING AND FACILITATION TEAM 

Members were: 

Mr Mark Laurie Regional Landscape Unit 
 Department of Environmental Protection Agency 
 
Dr Julieanne Blake  Queensland Parks and Wildlife Service 
 Department of Environmental Protection Agency 
Steffen Homes (Replaced Dr Julieanne Blake) 
 
Mr David Nalder Queensland Parks and Wildlife Service  

Forest Planning and Sustainable Use  
  
Mr Carl Glen (Replaced David Nalder) 
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1.1.1 The Role of the Planning and Facilitation Team  

The Glen Rock Planning and Facilitation Team provided procedural and logistical support for 

the project.  The team performed the bulk of administrative and other tasks associated with 

engaging the participation of all the other working groups within the process. 

The members of the Glen Rock Planning Facilitation Team provided a range of expertise 

from land management agencies including: 

��A broad understanding of the range of land uses to be assessed and the issues relevant to 

the ecologically and sustainable management of Glen Rock Regional Park;  

��The operational protocols and associated statutory frameworks of the Department of 

Natural Resources’ Vegetation Management Division and the Department of 

Environmental Protection Agency’ Queensland Parks and Wildlife Service; 

��Awareness of the phases and elements of the Forest Management Planning process and 

relevant supporting technologies; 

��Applied knowledge of techniques associated with communication, interpretation and 

consultation, group facilitation, conflict management and mediation; and 

��Capacity to develop, coordinate, support and maintain community and professional 

networks required to support the Glen Rock Regional Park planning project. 

1.1.2 The Role of the Planning and Facilitation Team in the Steering Phase 

In the Steering Phase, the Glen Rock Planning and Facilitation Team assisted the interim 

Glen Rock Resource Management Team to identify the land values and uses to be assessed 

for the preparation of the Management Plan.  This information was important for the 

development of a draft project proposal and the project time frame. 

An important task in the Steering Phase for the Glen Rock Planning and Facilitation Team is 

the identification of stakeholders and interested parties to ensure equity in the land use 

assessment and decision-making phases.  An interim Communication Plan was developed by 

the Glen Rock Planning and Facilitation Team utilising the skills of individuals from a 

number of organisations to identify broad concerns and issues specific to Glen Rock and the 

proposed planning process.  The plan would also help to establish a communication contact 
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network which each representative then being responsible for information exchange with all 

interested people they represented in the planning project. 

1.2 THE SCOPE OF THE PROJECT 

1.2.1 Background 

Glen Rock Regional Park is located approximated 40 kilometres south of Gatton in the 

Tenthill Valley and is in proximity to the cities of Brisbane, Ipswich and Toowoomba and the 

rural communities of Gatton, Laidley and Esk. (Refer to Map 1 in Volume 3.) 

The property, purchased in 1996, is an important part of the South East Queensland (SEQ) 

Regional Landscape Strategy.  It was acquired to provide a range of open space benefits to the 

community of the region.  Glen Rock Regional Park has a number of outstanding natural 

values and has potential to provide a range of outdoor recreation and education opportunities.  

These qualities make the property a significant addition to the public estate of the SEQ 

region. 

South East Queensland is the fastest growing metropolitan area in Australia (SEQ Recreation 

Demand Study, 1998).  To manage this growth State and local governments have cooperated 

to produce an agreement, The Regional Framework for Growth Management 2000 (RFGM) 

which provides State and Local Government within SEQ with a regional plan to guide 

planning and land use decisions.  One component of this planning strategy is the Regional 

Landscape Strategy, which has the objective: 

To protect through equitable processes the regionally significant open space of 

Southeast Queensland for present and future generations. 

The SEQ Outdoor Recreation Demand Study published in 1998 indicated that the current 

amount of regionally significant open space in SEQ is inadequate.  The region has the least 

amount of public open space of any metropolitan area in Australia.  About 16% of the SEQ 

region is either national park or State forest while about 45% of the comparable area around 

Sydney is national park. 

Access to open space makes a significant contribution to the health and lifestyle of residents.  

The Regional Framework for Growth Management has recognised this by establishing the 

SEQ Regional Landscape Strategy to promote protection of land having regional significance 
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for: nature conservation, high land and water conservation, high scenic amenity, cultural 

heritage and social significance, sustainable nature-based recreation, and outdoor recreation. 

One measure of the SEQ communities need for open space is the demand for outdoor 

recreation opportunities.  The SEQ Outdoor Recreation Demand Study also found that a 

higher than expected proportion of residents participated in outdoor recreation activities.  In 

particular the number of ‘camper nights’ recorded in 1997 was far greater than the attendees 

at all home games of the national sporting teams based in Brisbane. 

By early 1999, the Glen Rock Management Advisory Committee found that using the 

consensus approach to deal with major issues was inadequate.  These issues included 

community pressure for more access to the property, and the complexity of land management 

priorities and competing land uses.  To resolve this inadequacy the Management Advisory 

Committee resolved to prepare a management plan. 

The SEQ Regional Framework for Growth Management 2000 (Priority Action 5.8) provides 

the mandate for the Regional Landscape Strategy to prepare the plan for the management of 

this regionally significant land.  The Minister for Natural Resources announced in June 2000 

that a management plan would be prepared.  

Management of future land uses and visitor activities at the Park require a framework that 

will support coordinated land use management and protection of the natural values.  The 

requirements for the management of public lands dictate that State land be managed to 

provide optimum benefit to the Queensland community.  In particular the Land Act 1994 

requires all lessees, licensees and permittees on State land to have a duty of care for the land 

as a condition of the lease, licence or permit.  The Nature Conservation Act 1994 places a 

responsibility on all Queenslanders to meet a general environmental duty of care. 

The Glen Rock Regional Park Management Plan will be used by the State Government 

agencies to provide opportunities for the enjoyment, conservation, and sustainable use of the 

property. 

To achieve sustainable management of Glen Rock Regional Park natural resources, 

management should recognise: 

��Vegetation management; 
��Soil conservation; 
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��Nature conservation; 
��Land and water management; 
��Pest management.  

This Plan has endeavoured to recognise relevant catchment, and resource management 

strategies and encourages recognition of future resource management strategies including: 

��The Regional Landscape Strategy 
��Gatton Shire planning schemes. 
��Regional natural resource management strategies. 
��Caring for our Lockyer Catchment - A Natural Resource Management Strategy 
��Caring for our Water - A Community Water Management Strategy for the Lockyer 

Catchment (LCCC) 
��Land Use Planning Handbook for the Lockyer Catchment - A landuse planning 

guide for use by landholders, government agencies and the community (LCCC) 
��Gatton Shire Biodiversity Strategy (LWMA) 
��Recovery Plan for the Threatened Species and Ecological Communities of 

 Gatton and Laidley Shires South East Queensland 2001-2005 (LWMA) 
��Gatton Shire Vegetation Report and Maps (LWMA) 

 

It is intended that following the allocation of land uses, an appropriate tenure management 

and land use regulatory system will be established. 

The Glen Rock Management Advisory Committee requires a plan that can move the property 

to revenue neutrality, provide local employment opportunities and cooperate with existing 

tourism enterprises in the area.  While recognising that Glen Rock Regional Park is a project 

requiring approximately 35 to 40 years to reach maturity, the Committee needs a plan to 

guide the management of the property for the next 5 to 7 years and retain opportunities for the 

changing needs of future generations.  

1.3 AIMS OF THE GLEN ROCK MANAGEMENT PLAN 

The aims of the Glen Rock Regional Park Management Planning process are to: - 

��Provide a management framework which is consistent with the Glen Rock Vision 

Statement to provide a plan for a five to seven years time frame; 

��Provide a management framework that will complement the management intent of the 

adjoining Main Range National Park World Heritage Area and fit within the Regional 

Landscape Strategy; 
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��Prepare a management plan which will assist the resolution of complex land management 

issues and deliver ecologically, socially and economically acceptable outcomes in a 

regional context; 

��Provide greater planning certainty for commercial and non-commercial land use interest 

groups leading to greater security for all land use users; 

1.4 THE INITIAL FRAMEWORK FOR STRATEGIC PARTNERSHIPS 
AND AN OUTLINE OF THE PROPOSED COURSE OF ACTION  

1.4.1 The Proposed Course of Action 

The courses of action for the Glen Rock Regional Park Management Planning process were: 

��Establish partnership agreements with government agencies and community groups that 

have an interest in the future use of Glen Rock Regional Park;  

��Develop strategies for the continuing community participation in the management 

planning process; 

��To apply a methodology that rigorously evaluates land values and potential land use 

activities for all areas within Glen Rock Regional Park to assist in the process of 

determining multiple land use decisions; 

��Establish an extension process that provides structured opportunities to engage individuals, 

interest groups and relevant agencies in the identification of issues to be resolved by the 

planning process;  

��Establish education and training methods for participants that are appropriate and ongoing 

where there is community engagement in the preparation of the Plan; 

��Allocate appropriate land uses through rational and informed land use assessment to 

provide a balance between the different interests in Glen Rock Regional Park; 

��Identify procedures for the continued monitoring of management arrangements and the 

condition of natural resources as part of the implementation program, using the gathered 

data and assessment information as the base line for future comparison;  
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1.4.2 Participation in the Management Planning Process  

The Glen Rock management planning process drew on the expertise from professional and 

technical officers of government agencies and incorporated the expertise of community 

representatives who have knowledge of the local environment. 

Knowledge and expertise exist both within the community and amongst resource assessment 

and management professionals and it was desirable that the local community’s best minds 

participated.  Engaging or facilitating the participation of all interest groups was central to the 

planning process as it was acknowledged that no one person or group is likely to be 

competent in all facets of land use value assessment and management planning.  By 

recognising, the diversity of skills and delegating power to various working groups, 

participatory effort was rationalised. 

Participants directed themselves to the elements of the process to which they had the greatest 

to offer and to where their needs were most likely to be met.  Community participation within 

the various working groups increased awareness of both the community and Glen Rock 

management needs, while also improving communication and thus helped manage issues and 

concerns. 

Woking group structure was established to assist the Glen Rock Management Plan 

preparation.  These groups were: 

��Project Management Team; 

��Planning and Facilitation Team; 

��Community Advisory Group; 

��Resource Management Group; and 

��Resource Assessment Teams. 

The relationship between the groups is summarised in Figure 1. 
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Figure 1: Participatory group reporting relationships  

The overall effect of the participatory structure is to minimise the ratio between contact time 

and information exchange.  The Glen Rock Regional Park planning process ensured that 

participants were directed towards the working group where their needs would be met and 

where their contributions could be maximised. 

Opportunities for the participation of the community exist within each of the various working 

groups within the Glen Rock process.  These are summarised within Figure2. 
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Figure 2: Community and professional input for each group 

The combined knowledge and professional expertise of these groups provided the basis for 

the land use decision-making process.  The Project Management Team ensured the fair 

representation of interests and consideration of all information to develop the Glen Rock 

Management Plan. 

������������������������ An Overview of the Community Participation ProcessIn developing the 

participatory process for Glen Rock, we have avoided reinventing the wheel, and focused on 

improving current consultation processes to include more of a participatory approach, which 

aims to meet the needs of the community. 

Many of the theories on community participation state that consultation is only one form of 

community participation and it is a tokenistic form that provides mainly short-term solutions. 

Arstien’s Ladder is commonly referred to by other participatory theories as describing the 
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types of community participation available.  Pretty (1995) expanded on Arstien’s community 

participation notion and developed seven typologies for community participation. 

The community participation method for the development of the Glen Rock Regional Park 

Management Plan has adopted four of Pretty’s typologies including; Participation by 

Consultation, Participation for Material Incentives, Functional Participation, and 

Interactive Participation, and is now looking at the continued management of the Park 

through self-mobilisation. 

Table 1 

Typology Characteristics of Each Type 
Manipulation 
Participation 

Participation is simply pretence. 

Passive Participation People participate by being told what has been decided or 
has already happened. Information being shared belongs 
only to external professionals. 

Participation by 
Consultation 

People participate by being consulted or by answering 
questions. Process does not concede any share in decision-
making, and professionals are under no obligation to take 
on board peoples views. 

Participation for Material 
Incentives 

People participate in return for food, cash or other material 
incentives. Local people have no stake in prolonging 
technologies or practices when the incentives end. 

Functional Participation Participation seen by external agencies as a means to 
achieve project goals, especially reduced costs. People may 
participate by forming groups to meet predetermined 
objectives related to the project.  

Interactive Participation People participate in joint analysis, development of action 
plans and formation or strengthening of local groups or 
institutions. Learning methodologies used to seek multiple 
perspectives, and groups determine how available resources 
are used. 

Self-Mobilisation People participate by taking initiatives independently of 
external institutions to change systems. They develop 
contacts with external institutions for resources and 
technical advice they need, but retain control over how 
resources are used. 

Table 1: Pretty’s (1995) Typology of Participation. 

Some planning processes use “true” Consultation and adhere to Pretty’s definition of “under 

no obligation to take on board peoples views” and this can generate outrage within an 

informed community.  Many projects now use a range of participatory methods, to cope with 

the community concern, these methods range from Self-Mobilisation through to 
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Manipulation, however these methods are all presented as ‘consultation’, instead of forms of 

community participation with different characteristics. 

A result of this miscommunication of the intent of the participatory method can result in 

having very few people from the community participate as they do not wish to have their 

inputs over looked “again”, as they are aware that ‘consultation’ leaves managers “under no 

obligation to take on board people’s views” (Pretty, 1995). 

There are two problems mentioned here, the problem of community mistrust and having the 

necessary degree of community participation.  The Glen Rock planning process has tried to 

resolve both of these problems. 

In the Glen Rock planning process, we have stopped calling all of the participatory methods 

‘consultation’.  This will require a long-term education process and we have only assisted in 

the resolution of this problem by providing information on community participation in our 

brochures and other take home materials and by including information on the process used in 

developing this management plan. 

The second problem can be alleviated by providing the necessary degree of community 

participation required for each component of the planning project.  For many government 

projects, one or more of Pretty’s typologies will have a place, during the development and or 

implementation process.  To assist in determining the degree of participation required for 

Glen Rock, we utilised the extension tools developed for the Forest Management Planning 

process. 

The Extension tools developed for the Forest Management Planning process, have been 

designed firstly to determine who in the community is ‘Highly Involved’, ‘Attentive’ and 

‘Browsers’, and secondly to allow opportunities for them to have input into the process (refer 

to Figure 2). 
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Those people that are ‘Highly Involved’ expect to participate in the process in some form and 

will need high levels of quality information.  The Glen Rock planning process had working 

teams e.g.; Community Advisory Group, Resource Assessment Teams, and Project 

Management Team.  Additionally, there was an issue gathering process that included a wide 

range of new and old technologies.  We also provided regular news updates for all 

participants. 

‘Attentives’ are those who will reserve their judgment until others have voiced their opinions 

or until the assessments have been completed and they will rate the results of the studies as 

one of their main key concerns.  They may wish to wait until this document is released as a 

draft before they voice their opinion.  The issue gathering process provides for this group, 

primarily, through the second round of consultation associated with the release of the draft  

plan.  

‘Browsers’ generally will choose not to get involved and will not seek information about what 

is occurring, but will be informed by browsing the media. During the Glen Rock planning 

process regular media releases were produced, a web site was established, displays were 

placed in libraries, visitor centres etc and brochures and news articles were produced. 

Figure 2: Developed From 
Covello, Sandman and Slovic 
(1988) Model 
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The rest of the general public are not concerned about Glen Rock Regional Park and will not 

give it any of their time unless it is possible to convince them that there is something in it for 

them.  The Glen Rock planning process involves this sector of the community through a 

community values assessment process utilising an incentive process in return for filling in a 

forest value community preference survey.  

The extension tools include communication and, consultation plans, participant training plans 

and marketing plans. 

1.4.4 Interim Communication Plan 

An interim communication plan was developed to determine possible participants and to 

establish a communication network.  With this network in place, we were able to hold a 

meeting to identify some people for each of the roles of the participatory structure (Figure 1).  

The interim Planning and Facilitation Team and Project Management Team determined the 

extent to which the community could participate in each of these roles.  The information 

gathered using the consultation plan, assisted the identification of community members 

perceived to be potentially “Highly Involved”.  Opportunities to have additional people 

participate were continually reviewed during the Glen Rock planning process by the 

Community Advisory Group, Planning and Facilitation Team and Project Management Team. 

For the Glen Rock Management planning process these three teams selected four 

participatory methods according to Pretty’s typologies of participation to be implemented 

during the planning process. 

These are: 

��Interactive Participation.  The Community Advisory Group and the Resource 

Management Group are types of interactive participation.  “People participate in joint 

analyses, development of action plans and formation or strengthening of local groups or 

institutions.  Learning methodologies used to seek multiple perspectives, and groups 

determine how available resources are used.” Pretty (1995). 

��Functional Participation.  Using a number of agencies and community members to 

complete the tasks associated with the roles of the Resource Assessment Team(s), Project 

Management Team, and Planning and Facilitation Team is Functional Participation.  

“Participation seen by external agencies as a means to achieve project goals, people may 
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participate by forming groups to meet predetermined objectives related to the project.” 

Pretty (1995). 

��Participation for Material Incentives. The mail-out Community Value Assessment 

(Appendix 4l) process uses an incentive to help gather information from people who 

would generally be “Unconcerned” about State land management. These people would not 

otherwise be directly involved in the planning process, however their views are believed to 

represent the broader communities. “People participate in return for food, cash or other 

material incentives. Local people have no stake in prolonging technologies or practices 

when the incentives end.” Pretty (1995). 

��The local Community Value Assessment and Issue gathering processes are forms of 

Participation by Consultation.  “People participate by being consulted or by answering 

questions.  The process does not concede any share in decision-making and views may be 

taken onboard within constraints.” Pretty (1995). 

The other Forest Management Planning extension tools were used at latter phases of the planning 

process and will be discussed in more detail in the corresponding section of this document.  The 

consultation plan was developed as part of the methodology phase to assist in developing 

strategies for the issue-gathering phase.  Participant training plans were developed at the end of the 

issue-gathering phase to assist in the training of the Resource Assessment Teams and to include 

new members to the other participatory teams.  A marketing plan will be developed in association 

with the Glen Rock Management Plan to assist in the marketing of outcomes from this plan. 

1.4.5 The Role of the Project Management Team 

A Project Management Team consisting of three members was formed with the function of 

overseeing the operational protocols of the project.  The role of this Team was to: 

��Manage the process, ensuring fairness, accountability and equity; they are the final step in 

the resolution of any conflicts that may arise;  

��Endorse the communication and consultation plans, the marketing plan and the community 

engagement strategies, ensuring that adequate representation from the community has been 

obtained; 

��Ensure that participatory groups are adequately instructed; 
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��Ensure adequate mechanisms are in place for resolution of issues; 

��Consider and include the submission of relevant issues; 

��Ensure that resource assessments of land uses / values have been adequately undertaken; 

and 

��Endorse the Management Plan. 

The members of the Project Management Team are: 

Cr Glenroy Logan -  Gatton Shire Councilor,  
 Chairman Glen Rock Management Advisory Committee,  

 Rural landholder and primary producer. 

Mr. Steve MacDonald Manager Regional Landscape Unit  
 Department of Environmental Protection Agency 
 Ex-Chairman of Glen Rock Management Advisory Committee. 
Mr. Wolf Seivers Manager Technical Services (Southern) Queensland Parks and 

Wildlife Service 
 Department of Environmental Protection Agency  

The Project Management Team’s role in the steering phase is to: 

��Identify the range of potential stakeholders; 

��Identify the broad issues for consideration; 

��Ensure agreement of the plan area and the number of forest values to be assessed; 

��Endorse the planning methodology; and 

��Endorse the communication plan. 

1.4.6 The Role of the Community Advisory Group 

This group represents community members who have a high level of interest in the planning 

and identification of future land uses for Glen Rock Regional Park.  The Community 

Advisory Group presents the interests and perspectives of the broader community.  The 

Group also identifies site specific issues to the Resource Assessment Teams during the 

Assessment Phase and broader planning related issues to the Project Management Team and 

the Resource Management Team for consideration in the planning and decision making 

phases respectively. 
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The functions and role of the Group are: 

��To provide perspectives on emergent issues to the Planning and Facilitation Team; 

��To understand the concerns of the affected communities and relevant interest groups; 

��To understand and utilise the local area community communication pathways; 

��To develop communication and consultation strategies to ensure effective gathering and 

delivery of information to the broader community, specific interest groups and other 

working groups; 

��To keep the community regularly informed throughout the planning process, so that they 

do not feel abandoned and do not lose their sense of what is happening. 

The Community Advisory Group’s role in the steering phase is to: 

��Act as an interim group for all participants until they have determined which particular 

group best meets their needs and to which their skills will benefit the process the most; 

��Help identify the range of potential stakeholders; 

��Identify the broad issues for consideration; and  

��Endorse the communication plan prepared with the Community Advisory Group. 

Group membership includes: 

��Members of the Glen Rock Management Advisory Committee; 

��Representatives from a range of Lockyer Valley interest groups. 

1.4.7 The Role of the Resource Management Group 

The Resource Management Group oversees the scope and achievements of the Resource 

Assessment Teams and applies a rational and visible decision making process to derive a 

preferred option for the draft management plan for public comment.  This Group provides the 

expertise in natural resource management and verifies land use decisions as reported in the 

planning document.  The members of the group have been selected to represent the broad 

range of disciplines and experiences relating to the on-ground management required for the 

Glen Rock Regional Park. 
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The role of the Resource Management Group is to: 

��Advise the Project Management Team on the human and fiscal resources required to 

support the work of the Resource Assessment Teams; 

��Decide on the distribution of resources between the Resource Assessment Teams; 

��Through the application of a rational, visible and accountable decision process, use the 

gathered resource assessment and social preference data generated by the Resource 

Assessment Teams to derive one preferred option, or a limited range of options to be 

incorporated into the draft management plan; and 

��Review the draft plan on the basis of comments received and advise the planning and 

facilitation team of changes or responses. 

Members of the Resources Management Group included: 

Brett Waring -  Queensland Park and Wildlife Service, Forest Planning & Sustainable 
Use 

Brad Wilson Jnr. -  Queensland Park and Wildlife Service, Brisbane Forest Park 
Frank Jacobson -  Department of Natural Resources, West Moreton Region 
Ken Morris -  Department of Natural Resources, Glen Rock Regional Park 
Peter Lawson -  Environmental Protection Agency, Queensland Park and Wildlife 

Service 
Ross Paterson -  Environmental Protection Agency, Queensland Park and Wildlife 

Service 
Laurie Shelly -  Environmental Protection Agency, Queensland Park and Wildlife 

Service 
Dave Batt -  Sport and Recreation Queensland 
Andrew Foley -  Sport and Recreation Queensland 
Russel Turkington-  Glen Rock Management Advisory Committee members 
Jim Sands -  Lockyer Watershed Management Association 
David Morgans –  Tourism Queensland 
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1.4.8 The Role of the Resource Assessment Teams 

A Resource Assessment Team was established for each of the land uses / values considered to 

be relevant to the Glen Rock planning project. 

The role of each of the Resource Assessment Team was: 

��To deliver a credible and accountable spatially referenced evaluation of the landscape with 

respect to each identified land use / value or proposed use; 

��To develop recommendations to the Resource Management Group concerning funding 

requirements for the most urgent, controversial or deficient data needs relating to each 

identified land use / value or proposed use; 

��Each Resource Assessment Team appointed a Team Leader who was required to: 

��Facilitate or delegate the organisation of all team meetings;  

��Train other team members in the use of the assessment process; 

��Ensure a comprehensive quantitative and qualitative report was completed; 

��Ensure a PowerPoint presentation of was produced and presented to the other 

leaders of the Resource Assessment Team and to the members of other 

participatory teams; 

��Support the Resource Management Group during the iterative decision-making 

phase of the project; and 

��Participate in the draft management plan consultation process. 
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Leaders of the Resources Assessment Team were: 

Catchment Protection & Water Prodn David Myers Queensland Parks and Wildlife 
Service (QPWS), Forest 
Planning and Sustainable Use 

Nature Conservation Peter Lawson  Department of Environmental  
  Protection Agency, Queensland 

(EPA), Parks & Wildlife Service  
  (QPWS) 
 
Outdoor Recreation and Education Andrew Foley / David Batt  
(Including Two-wheel Driving, Principal Development Officer (Outdoor Recreation), 
Four-wheel Driving, Bike Riding, Sport and Recreation Queensland 
Camping, Horse Riding, Picnicking, 
Trail Bike Riding, Walking & Studying) 
Scenic Amenity Robert Preston DEPA(consultant) 
Forest Production David Nalder QPWS FPSU 
Indigenous Cultural Heritage Gillian Alfredson QPWS (Consultant) 
Non-Indigenous Cultural Heritage Dr Margaret Kowald QPWS FPSU 
Honey Production Peter Lawson DEPA QPWS 
Ecotourism Kim Payne Regional Destination  
  Development Advisor, Tourism  
  Qld 
Grazing Andrew Young QPWS FPSU 

1.4.9 Participation by the Resource Assessment Teams and the Resource 

Management Group in the Steering Phase 

Interim membership of these groups was established during the Steering Phase and some 

members of these groups participated in the next phase, which was Methods Tailoring.  

However, the main role of Resource Assessment Teams and the Resource Management 

Group occurred in latter phases of the Glen Rock Regional Park planning process and thus 

more detailed discussion of their role including a list of participants will be provided in 

Section 5 - Maximising Community Benefit, of this document. 
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In the Method Tailoring Phase of the Glen Rock Management Planning process, the Planning 

and Facilitation Team held a number of meetings with the other working teams to identify: 

•= The broad issues for the general area and their geographical extent; 

•= The land uses determined to be relevant and appropriate for the assessment phase of 

the planning project; 

•= A site specific methodology; 

•= A preliminary timeline; 

•= A list of stakeholders and interested parties to assist the gathering of issues and 

concerns, using the Forest Management Planning consultation planning tool; and 

•= A study area boundary that included an assessment of the potential (or need) for a 

cross-tenure project and thus the involvement of other agencies or partners.  

Initially this management planning project included several other areas of State land 

associated with the Scenic Rim area, however during the initial methods tailoring phase it 

was determined that some of the broader issues for the general area, would not allow for the 

cross tenure planning proposal.  The planning area boundary was then scaled back to include 

only the cadastral boundary of Glen Rock Regional Park.  However, QPWS and Gatton Shire 

Council participated in the Glen Rock Management planning process as interested parties. 

2.1 TAILORING THE PLANNING METHODOLOGY 

During the Method Tailoring Phase, the Planning and Facilitation Team organised meetings 

with the interim Resource Management Group to finalise the Glen Rock Regional Park 

Management Planning project proposal.  The Resource Management Group established the 

scope of the planning project, and also developed planing unit boundaries, and identified 

broader issues.  Additionally, the Resources Management Group established where they 

thought the greatest need was for resource assessment of land uses / values.  After 

consideration of the assessment proposals, budget recommendations were made to the Project 

Management Team. 
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Members of the Project Management Team held meetings with the Regional Landscape 

Strategy Advisory Committee and the Glen Rock Management Advisory Committee to gain 

approval for the Management Plan Project Proposal.  Following the endorsement of these 

committees the Minister for the Department of Environmental Protection Agency and the 

Department of Natural Resources and Mines was informed of the Glen Rock Regional Park 

management planning project. 

The Planning and Facilitation Team also held meetings with the Resource Assessment Team 

leaders to: develop detailed land use / value assessment budgets, identify data needs, tailor 

assessment models and inventory process, establish the extent, scale, and locality of planning 

units; determine the reporting process and organise internal communication strategies and 

identify participants and their needs. 

The Planning and Facilitation Team used the Forest Management Planning “Participant 

Training” technique to develop a training method for participants assisting the planning 

processes.  This method was incorporated into the Glen Rock planning process during the 

Methods Tailoring and Method Extension Phase. 

Most of the Resource Assessment Team leaders were already familiar with the Resources 

Assessment Models therefore training focused on group facilitation and communication 

skills, with some broad training undertaken focusing on training others to use the assessment 

models. 

The Planning and Facilitation Team also held a meeting with the Community Advisory Group 

to develop a consultation plan using the Forest Management Planning “consultation plan” 

extension tool. 

The Planning and Facilitation Team then held a meeting with the Project Management Team 

to gain approval for the Glen Rock Regional Park Management Planing project proposal, 

communication and consultation plans, and all budget requirements. 

The resulting information from all of these meetings is discussed in the following sections. 
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2.2 APPROVAL FOR THE GLEN ROCK MANGEMNT PLANNING    
METHODOLOGY 

The Regional Landscape Advisory Committee and the Glen Rock Management Advisory 

Committee agreed to use the Forest Management Planning process to prepare the Glen Rock 

Management Plan as outlined in the management planning project proposal document.  An 

outline of the Forest Management Planning process is provided in section 2.3. 

The planning process appealed to both Committees as it provides a structured approach to 

determine a range of land uses while giving full consideration to the environmental, social, 

and economic values of the property.  This intent is consistent with the management 

philosophy of the Glen Rock Management Advisory Committee.  Also the Forest 

Management Planning process provides for structured community participation and an 

improved level of transparency and accountability which is closely aligned with the Regional 

Framework for Growth Management requirements. 

The Regional Landscape Strategy Advisory Committee agreed the methodology provided the 

opportunity to consider multiple land use options.  The potential to optimise community 

benefits by “striking a balance” between compatible land uses was a factor. 

The phases of the Forest Management Planning process were tailored by the Planning and 

Facilitation team in consultation with the interim Resource Management Group to identify a 

planning process that would meet the requirements for the management of Glen Rock 

Regional Park.  This planning process was then endorsed by the Project Management Team 

and adopted as the preferred planning method. 

2.3 FOREST MANAGMENT PLANNING PROCESS 

The Management Planning process used at Glen Rock was an adaptation of the Forest 

Management Planning process developed by the Queensland Parks and Wildlife Service, 

Forest Management unit, (formerly Department of Natural Resources’ Forest Resources unit).  

This planning process aims to handle complex planning situations and deliver sustainable 

ecological, social, and economically acceptable outcomes. 

Queensland’s forests are attracting interests from more people every day, including national 

and even international interest. These forests are a rich source of natural resources including 
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timber, plant products (oils, flowers and decorative foliage), honey production, quarry 

material and water. 

The Forest Management Planning process incorporates higher level planning outcomes with 

site-specific operational management practices and will address all the resources within a 

forest and involves the community in the planning process. 

The core objectives of the Forest Management Planning process are to: 

•= Derive maximum benefits from the sustainable use of forest resources; 

•= Provide greater planning certainty and security; 

•= Provide structured opportunities for community participation; 

•= Improve the level of transparency and accountability associated with Forest 

Management Planning. 

The table below, ‘Phases of Forest Management Planning’ outlines the specific Activities of 

each planning phase and the targeted participants and the anticipated Outcomes of each 

planning phase.  It is apparent that the method provides for engagement of interested 

stakeholders from community and government, and more importantly, identifies project 

Outcomes that culminate in the Draft Management Plan document 
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2.3.1 
Phases of Forest M

anagem
ent Planning 

Phase 
A

ctivity 
Target G

roup / 
Participants 

O
utcom

es 

Phase O
ne 

(Steering) 
•
=

Setting the scope of the planning exercise, establishing participatory team
s and 

operational protocols. 
•
=

Identification of the range of potential stakeholders. 
•
=

Establish the roles and responsibilities of the participatory groups. 

•
=

A
gency / 

C
om

m
unity 

Leaders 

•
=Identification of a range of 
interests to be incorporated into 
the planning process. 

•
=Suggested level of com

m
unity and 

stakeholder participation. 
Phase Tw

o 
(M

ethods 
Tailoring) 

•
=

Identify broad issues, plan area, the num
ber of forest values to be assessed, 

site-specific planning m
ethodology and com

m
unity engagem

ent strategies 
including the type of interaction betw

een participants and the inform
ation 

support system
.  

•
=

Planning G
roup  

•
=A

nticipated planning area, site-
specific m

ethodology and 
com

m
unity engagem

ent strategies. 

Phase Three 
(Issue 
Identification) 

•
=

Identification of specific issues relating to the plan area through both random
 

(ads, flyers etc.) and targeted (direct contact w
ith know

n interested parties) 
interaction w

ith the com
m

unity.  Issue subm
issions are categorised spatially 

and them
atically to aid interrogation and incorporation into decision-m

aking  

•
=

C
om

m
unity 

•
=

Interest G
roups 

•
=C

lassification and prioritisation of 
issues to be resolved and 
conflicting interests to be 
reconciled 

Phase Four  
(Interpretation &

 
Extension of 
M

ethodology) 

•
=

Introduction of the Planning M
ethodology to target groups and fostering an 

acceptance/consensus am
ongst likely participants.  M

odification of the process 
as necessary.   

•
=

A
gency Leaders 

•
=

C
om

m
unity 

•
=

Interest G
roups 

•
=

Expert G
roups 

•
=A

greem
ent relating to the 

m
ethodology and delineation of 

planning unit boundaries. 
 

Phase Five 
(M

axim
ising 

com
m

unity 
benefit) 
  

•
=

C
ollation of base line data sets from

 existing sources w
ithin the D

epartm
ent 

(eg G
eographic Inform

ation System
s and R

em
ote Sensing Layers, D

atabases 
etc). 

•
=

C
ollection of site-specific data through application of Forest U

se A
ssessm

ent 
M

odels. 
•
=

Participation of experts in the inventory of the resource characteristics of the 
plan area. 

•
=

Experts 
(Inventory) 

•
=B

ase line inventory data. 
•
=D

atabase of site and planning area 
specific inform

ation. 
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•
=

Participation of com
m

unity representatives in the assessm
ent of the 

generalised preferences that the com
m

unity places on the range of forest 
values/uses relevant to the plan area. 

•
=

C
om

m
unity preferences or value indicators are separate from

 issues of 
inventory, com

patibility of specific uses and m
anagem

ent practices.  

•
=

Individuals 
w

ithin: - 
−
=

G
eneral 

C
om

m
unity 

−
=

Specific Interest 
G

roups 

•
=Set of social preferences for the 
planning area. 

•
=A

ggregated social preferences and 
site-specific data sets to derive a 
classification of significance for 
the forest value/use in each 
planning unit. 

 

•
=

U
sing inform

ation gathered in Phase five Sections 1 and 2 com
patibility 

betw
een individual activities are assessed through the sequential analysis and 

m
itigation of im

pacts. 
•
=

A
nalysis and response to issues.  The m

anagem
ent team

 specifically addresses 
issues identified in Phase Three. 

•
=

C
om

pilation of D
raft Plan.  The notes of the m

anagem
ent group generated 

w
hile resolving incom

patibilities and m
aking allocation decisions form

 the 
substance of the M

anagem
ent Plan. 

•
=

Experts 
(M

anagem
ent) 

•
=Suite of com

patible activities 
identified w

ithin and betw
een 

planning units. 
•
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2.4 PLANNING PROJECT BACKGROUND –IDENTIFYING BROADER 
ISSUES AND ESTABLISHING THE PLANNING CONTEXT. 

2.4.1 South East Queensland Regional Landscape Strategy 

The population of South East Queensland (SEQ) is projected to increase to three million by 

the year 2011. 

Urbanisation of the coastal fringe is pressuring rural areas and government and community 

sectors recognise the need to protect open space land of regional significance. 

The Regional Framework for Growth Management 2000 gives direction on the preferred 

pattern of urban development and establishes institutional arrangements between State, Local, 

and Federal government agencies for the SEQ region.  

The SEQ Regional Framework for Managing Growth 2000 strategy was endorsed in 

December 2000 as the new strategy for “Voluntary, cooperative and a coordinated 

partnership approach, to growth management in South East Queensland between all spheres 

of government and the relevant community sector groups”, for the next decade in this region. 

The SEQ Regional Framework for Managing Growth 2000 strategy requires the Regional 

Landscape Strategy to protect, through equitable processes, the regionally significant open 

spaces of South East Queensland for present and future generations.  Principles and Priority 

Actions of the Regional Landscape Strategy are detailed in Section five of the RFGM. 

The Regional Landscape Strategy endeavours to coordinate regional planning across 

government to provide benefits to the region by: 

��Maintaining open space; 

��Preserving the region’s many attractive qualities; 

��Expanding lifestyle opportunities;  

��Providing a greater range of outdoor recreation facilities; 

��Protecting existing rights of residents and landholders; and 

��Creating greater opportunity to contribute to regional planning, (RFGM, 2000). 

The Department of Natural Resources was the lead agency for the Regional Landscape 

Strategy.  In May 2001 the Regional Landscape Strategy was transferred to the Department of 



Draft 20th May 2001 27

Environmental Protection Agency.  The Regional Landscape Strategy has responsibility for 

implementing the Priority Actions identified by the Regional Framework for Managing 

Growth by working in partnership with both government and community sectors.  The 

Regional Landscape Unit provides support for the broadly-based Regional Landscape 

Strategy Advisory Committee and the Community Advisory Committees established for the 

Springbrook and Glen Rock properties. 

Seven thousand hectares of land have been purchased in SEQ to provide a range of open 

space values to the community.  The Regional Landscape Unit has the mandate to initiate 

management and planning to guide the future use of Regional Landscape Strategy land and 

ensure the community benefit from the acquired land. 

Implementation of the Regional Landscape Strategy of the RFGM is overseen by the Regional 

Landscape Strategy Advisory Committee (RLSAC).  Glen Rock is a major project of the 

Strategy.  For example the RLSAC is examining the concepts of Regional Parks, community 

participation in public land management and Regional Landscape Areas (coordinated 

management of open space).  The work at Glen Rock has helped to develop these concepts.  

The Glen Rock management plan complies with RFGM Principle 5.7, that: 

 Management of open space lands in public ownership should mitigate the impact of 

public access and land management issues on neighbouring lands and local 

communities.  Management plans will deal with these issues in consultation with the 

local community, and 

The management plan must implement the key Priority Actions: 

5.8 Develop planning and management arrangements, which coordinate across tenures and 

agencies for regionally significant open space areas.  

��These arrangements for land in public ownership and private land by voluntary 

agreement should be transparent and optimise the delivery of open space 

outcomes for the community; 

��These outcomes will include nature conservation,, economic production, cultural 

heritage protection, outdoor recreation opportunities, scenic amenity and water 

management; and  
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��5.11 In planning and managing regionally significant open space , provide for 

the broadest diversity of ecologically sustainable outdoor recreation to cater for 

the existing and future needs of SEQ residents and visitors to the region. 

2.4.2 Features of the Study Area 

The 6300-hectare Glen Rock Regional Park is held by the State Government in freehold 

tenure pending the preparation of this management plan.  The plan will identify preferred land 

uses for the Park.  Glen Rock Regional Park has high regional significance for a number of 

land uses / values and is located in the headwaters of Blackfellow and Black Duck Creeks 

which are tributaries of Lockyer Creek.  It shares 11km of its eastern boundary with Main 

Range National Park, part of the Central Eastern Rainforest Reserves (Australia) World 

Heritage Area.   

The study area is within the area bounded by latitudes 27o 51’ 35” S;  27o  58’ 17” S and 

longitudes 152o  17’ 33” E. and 152o 12’ 49” E (Refer to Map 1 Volume 3). The property has 

a diverse landscape ranging from the fertile Creek flats of Blackfellow and Black Duck 

Creeks to steep rainforest gorges, basalt ridges and high plateaus supporting an endangered 

ecosystem and an ecosystem of concern, three vulnerable and three rare fauna species and 

healthy populations of native fish and other aquatic fauna (Krieger and Lehmann 2000). 

Located in the foothills of Mt Mistake and Main Range, Glen Rock Regional Park is an area 

composed of basalt lava flows that were laid down over ancient sandstones, some 25 million 

years ago.  The Glen Rock landscape was originally formed from the massive eruption of the 

Main Range shield volcano and volcanic activity extending from Toowoomba and Kingaroy 

areas, west to the steep escarpments of the Great Dividing Range and south towards Spicers 

Gap, (Stevens and Willmott 1996). 

The landform and vegetation provide spectacular scenery and the steep eastern escarpments 

hold waterfalls on Shady, Flaggy and Blackfellow Creeks.  To the west, the steep ridges 

holding Mt Hennesay, Mt Machar form the watershed between Blackfellow and Black Duck 

Creeks.  The property is regarded as an important aquifer recharge area as the entire upper 

catchments of Blackfellow and Black Duck Creeks are contained within the Glen Rock 

Regional Park boundary and the adjoining National Park.  The management of water quality 
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and the available supplies of water in this area is important for the health of the Lockyer 

Creek catchment and ultimately the Brisbane River system. 

The Park is considered to be an attractive venue for outdoor recreation and education because 

of the presence of watercourses running through the property and significant variation in 

terrain and vegetation types.  Camping, picnicking and bushwalking currently occur at Glen 

Rock Regional Park and there has been considerable interest in more active pursuits such as 

mountain bike riding, trail horse riding and four-wheel driving.  These forms of outdoor 

recreation were considered as part of the assessment of the potential uses for this Regional 

Park.  A concern is to avoid establishment of land uses which may be incompatible with the 

preferred community values identified for the management of this regionally significant 

landscape. 

Cattle grazing commenced at Glen Rock between 1824 and 1825 and has been the dominant 

economic activity for more than 170 years.  Research has revealed that there are features on 

the property believed to be of historical significance.  The slab hut near Glen Rock homestead 

dates from the early 1870s and was attached to the main East Haldon Homestead constructed 

during the time when the East Haldon run, spanning an area of 6 500 hectares, was in 

operation.  

Cooke’s Hut, another slab timber dwelling of particular interest because it is intact and it 

represents a period in time for the grazing history of the locality. 

2.4.3 Regional Context 

Glen Rock is located within two hours drive of the cities of Brisbane, Logan, Toowoomba 

and Ipswich.  The increase in population of the region places increasing pressure on existing 

public lands as people seek new places to recreate.  Because of the size and location and 

topography of the property, there is an opportunity to coordinate management activities with 

the adjoining World Heritage Area and provide for outdoor recreation, ecotourism and rural 

land use activities in a rural and natural setting. 

The outcomes of the SEQ Forest Agreement (SEQFA) will potentially impact on the future 

use of Glen Rock Regional Park.  The tenure allocation outcomes for State forests are being 

negotiated through a separate community consultation forum.  The allocation of State forests 

to appropriate tenures under the Nature Conservation Act 1994 will include most of the State 
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Forests on the Scenic Rim. Some recreation groups are concerned that recreation 

opportunities may be lost or that the demand growth will not be catered for.  The Glen Rock 

Management Plan takes into account the flow-on effects of the SEQFA on recreation demand 

and opportunities. 

2.4.4 Existing Management Arrangements 

The community-based Glen Rock Management Advisory Committee was established in 1996 

to provide advice to the government on the planning and future use of the property.  This 

committee works in conjunction with the Regional Landscape Strategy Advisory Committee 

and the Regional Landscape Unit.  The Glen Rock Committee has developed limited visitor 

facilities on the property. 

To facilitate the management of Glen Rock Regional Park, the Regional Landscape Unit has 

established a Service Level Agreement with Brisbane Forest Park, which has the 

responsibility for the day-to-day operational activities at the Glen Rock Regional Park.  This 

arrangement ensures that responsibilities for site maintenance and visitor safety are given 

attention. 

2.4.5 Broader Issues Associated with Glen Rock Regional Park’s Neighbours. 

Glen Rock Regional Park shares its boundary with private properties, Main Range National 

Park on the eastern boundary and is close to East Haldon State Forest that links to Goomburra 

State Forest. 

The Resource Assessment process identifies the management intent of the adjoining Main 

Range National Park, part of the Central Eastern Rainforest Reserve in Australia.  This 

information assists the formation of land use decisions for areas within Glen Rock, which are 

adjoining or in close proximity to the National Park boundary. 

In considering compatible and conflicting land uses this Plan recognises the potential for Glen 

Rock Regional Park to provide outdoor recreation and other land use opportunities, which are 

not available or compatible with the management intent of the National Park.  Main Range 

National Park provides opportunities for remote area recreation activities. 

Glen Rock Regional Park is located in a rural landscape and due consideration should be 

given in the decision-making process to the effects of all proposed activities on rural 
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neighbours.  The appropriate allocation of land uses and in the management of visitors to the 

Park also needs to be considered. 

Glen Rock Regional Park has two neighbours with ecotourism businesses.  One has eco-

cabins and horse riding on offer and the other has active four-wheel driving and trail bike 

riding.  Due consideration needs to be given to the impacts of any ecotourism activities 

proposed for Glen Rock Regional Park on these existing businesses.  Any new activities 

should enhance the existing ecotourism ventures and / or provide for cooperative competition. 

2.5 CONSULTATION PLAN 

The Community Advisory Group, Project Management Team, and Planning and Facilitation 

Team used issues gathered during the development of the Glen Rock Communication Plan to 

help develop consultation strategies that would provide maximum opportunities for gathering 

issues from the community.�

The Community Advisory Group used the Forest Management Planning Consultation Plan 

extension tool to design issue-gathering opportunities. This Consultation Plan extension tool 

recommends designing issue gathering opportunities for ‘Highly Involved’, and other 

supporting communication tools for ‘Attentive’ and ‘Browsers’ as per Sandman’s categories, 

as it is these categories that stay constant not the people in them.  (Sandman 1988)  For 

example, initially a person may be a ‘Browser’, just reading about the process and then read 

about something that is of personal interest, e.g. a decision on bird watching.  The ‘Browser’ 

has now become ‘Attentive’ and is waiting to see what that decision will be.  When the draft 

plan is released the ‘Attentive’ then finds out that bird watching has been banned from their 

favourite spot, so they want to voice their concerns about this decision to the planning project 

managers, thus they are now ‘Highly Involved’.The Community Advisory Group and 

Planning &Facilitation Team developed the Consultation Plan and the Project Management 

Team endorsed it.  The combined group considered that as 2000 people had attended last 

year’s open day, it would not be appropriate to expect the local community to attend public 

meetings.  However, current government policy dictates that all community consultation 

processes must include public meetings.  As a result, meetings were held in Gatton and 

Toowoomba. 
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The public was also provided with an opportunity to register specific issues relating to the 

planning area using an electronic or a paper version of a “have your say!” issue form.  These 

were made available to the community through displays throughout SEQ, through the DPI 

Call Center or via the World Wide Web. 

A Glen Rock media campaign was designed to complement the consultation process.  Each 

consultation media release identified the location of display units and where community 

meetings were to be held. 

Each media article had: 

��A key message and relevant support messages, included background information on the 

project, a picture of a familiar location within the planning area and an explanation of how 

to lodge issues. 

��Most releases included other stakeholders as spokespersons to help gain support for the 

process and identified departmental spokesperson who had media training.  Additionally a 

risk analysis was performed before articles were sent to the media. 

��Media articles targeted local newspapers, television, and radio news and community 

service announcements.  Some releases also targeted the Queensland Country Life, the 

Courier Mail and Sunday Mail newspapers. 

��Newsletter articles were sent to all known stakeholder groups to be included in their 

newsletters. 
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2.6 SECOND STAGE OF CONSULTATION – DRAFT PLAN RELEASE 

The release of this Draft Plan is the beginning of the second part of the consultation process.  

A draft issue statement has been produced listing all of the issues considered and their 

resolution.  The Issues statement will be made publicly available during this stage of the 

planning process. 

A “consultation market place” will be located at this year's Glen Rock Regional Park Open 

Day and participants from the planning process will be there to answer enquiries about the 

Draft Plan. 

The Forest Queensland Internet site will offer further information about Glen Rock and 

provide an on-line issue form service: - 

http://www.forests.qld.gov.au/forests/fmp/glenrock/glenrock.html 

A notice will be placed in local newspapers to inform the general community about the Draft 

Plan release and issue forms can be e-mailed or mailed to the Regional Landscape Unit, in the 

Environmental Protection Agency: -Mark.Laurie@dnr.qld.gov.au 

Display units will be set up at shopping centres and DNR offices and the DPI Call Centre will 

be available for issue lodgement. 

A final issue statement will be produced and made available along with the Final Plan. 

 

With the completion of the Consultation Plan and the approval for a six-week consultation 

process by the Project Management Team the Issue Gathering phase commenced. 
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33  IISSSSUUEESS  GGAATTHHEERRIINNGG  PPHHAASSEE  

The objectives for the Issues Gathering Phase of the Glen Rock Regional Park Management 

Planning process were to: - 

•= Broadly identify community concerns relating to site-specific planning issues and their 

possible impact on the planning process; 

•= Provide an opportunity for community and stakeholder groups to have meaningful 

input into the planning process; 

•= Determine the appropriate planning methodology, through assessment of the issues by 

the participatory teams; 

•= Collect, analyse and disseminate information relevant to Glen Rock plan area; 

•= Develop effective and appropriate communication strategies to alert stakeholders to 

the areas they can have input into the planning process and provide the public with 

information on planning processes that are underway; 

•= Identify and gather relevant site-specific data and information as determined by issue 

analysis; and 

•= Identify data requirements and collate base line data sets and specific information 

from existing sources. 

3.1 IMPLEMENTATION OF THE GLEN ROCK CONSULTATION PLAN 

3.1.1 DISPAY UNITS 

There are two types of display units for the Glen Rock consultation process. The first type of 

display unit has a set of posters and a map of planning area.  The posters explain the planning 

process, provide a background of current projects and give details on how to lodge issues.  These 

posters can be attached to display boards.  A table is used for handouts and “Have your say!” 

issues forms. 

The second type of display units are computerised and have a custom made display system with 

boards and built in shelves and a computer table.  These display units are portable and require 
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electricity for the computer.  The poster and map set fit easily onto the display boards and a 

PowerPoint presentation and Issue lodgment system has been designed for the computer system. 

The display units were used at the following locations: 

Computer Unit 1 Gatton library; 

Computer Unit 2 Lockyer Catchment Centre; Forest Hill; 

Computer Unit 3 Toowoomba Department of Natural Resources and Mines Customer 

Service Centre; and 

Computer Unit 4 Naturally Queensland Shop, Brisbane. 

A computer system was also set up at Brisbane Forest Park Head Office and at the Ipswich 

Department of Natural Resources Customer Service Centre office. 

A poster set was displayed at the Toowoomba Information Centre, Toowoomba Library, 

Wivenhoe Dam information centre, Department of Natural Resources Gatton office, and the 

Glen Rock Regional Park Information board. 

3.1.2 Media Campaign 

Media release were targeted at the Gatton Star and Toowoomba Chronicle and local radio 

stations.  Additionally, media releases were targeted at the rural sector through the 

Queensland Country Life and Brisbane residents via the Courier Mail and Sunday Mail 

newspaper. 

Three media releases were produced and all appeared in both the Toowoomba Chronicle and 

the Gatton Star newspaper.  Local radio stations also ran news items from the media releases. 

News articles were also sent to all known stakeholder groups to be included in their 

newsletters.  These groups included, the Lockyer Catchment Centre, the Lockyer Watershed 

Management Association, as well as the Department of Natural Resources electronic 

Information systems  

3.1.3 Public Meetings 

Two public meetings were held for the issues gathering process, one at Gatton and the other 

in Toowoomba. 

Each meeting: 
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−= Explained the planning process; 

−= Povided a background to the current project; 

−= Explained how to lodge issues, and provided information about alternative ways to lodge 

issues outside the meeting forum; 

−= Included a display with a Map showing the planning area and other relevant take-home 

material; and 

−= Conducted a Community Values Assessment process. 

3.1.4 Internet and E-mail “Have your Say!” issue form 

An e-mail issue form was developed in association with the Internet site, for those people 

with Internet access and the address was advertised on displays and in media releases. 

3.1.5 Call Centre 

Contact telephone numbers for the Department of Primary Industries (DPI) Call Centre and 

the Regional Landscape Strategy Unit were advertised on posters and in media releases.  Both 

the DPI Call Centre and the Regional Landscape Strategy Unit provided either a fax back 

issue form, a mail out issue form or lodgement of issues over the phone. 

3.1.6 Information Signs 

Signs were placed at key use areas within the planning area and each sign provided 

information on where a person could lodge their comments about the area, e.g. Internet site 

address, call centre number, and location of nearest display. 
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3.2 RESULTS OF ISSUE GATHERING 

The following is a summary of the results of the issue gathering process, for information that is 

more detailed or to find information relating to the resolution of a specific issue, please refer to the 

Issue Statement in Volume 4 Appendices. 

Once issues had been gathered, they were forwarded to the appropriate participatory team for 

resolution in the Maximising Community Benefit phase.  During this Phase issues relating to land 

uses  / values were included in the Resource Assessment process by the Resource Assessment 

Teams and then resolved in the decision-making process by the Resource Management Group. 

Once this document is released as a draft, the second round of the consultation will begin and any 

issues gathered, will then be considered by the Resource Management Group. Changes will be 

made to this document where appropriate. 

The following table shows the number of participants that have taken part in the planning process 

and includes the number of people that participated in the consultation process.  Who this table 

does not include any prior consultation to the planning process such as the 2000 people who 

attended last year’s open day. 

Interactive Participation 34 
Functional Participation Teams 134 
Participation by Consultation >1961 
1.Issue gathering form lodgements                             (HI) 21 
2.Community Values Assessment forms lodgements (HI) 111 
3.Consultation Meetings                                              (HI) 73 
4.Internet                                                                      (HI) 3 
4.Internet                                                                (Browsers) 321 
5.Attending Display Units                                           (HI) >400 
6.Agricultural Shows Gatton & Toowoomba       (Browsers) >500 
6a.Toowoomba Ag Show               Enquiring             (HI) 162 
6b.Toowoomba Ag Show                                      (Browsers) 370 
Highly Involved (HI) total 770 
Browsers total 1191 
Attentive total ? 
Table 2: Number of participants in the planning process 

While only twenty-one issue forms were lodged, an additional 184 comments originated from 

the participatory process and the Community Values Assessment process.  These comments 
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grouped together into 69 issues, which have been recorded, considered, and resolved in the 

development of this Management Plan.  In fact, close to 2000 people have participated in the 

consultation planning process to date with only one outstanding issue still unresolved at the 

time of publication of the Draft Plan. 

Figure 3: Break down of issues 

 Break down of issues

20

4

19
2

7

3
3

6
1 3 1

Outdoor Recreation Catchment Protection and Water Production Nature Conservation
Outdoor Education Compatibility of uses Cultural Heritage
Current facilities Grazing Military
Scenic Qualities and Landscape Amenity Quarrying



Draft 20th May 2001 39

 

44  IINNTTEERRPPRREETTAATTIIOONN  &&  EEXXTTEENNSSIIOONN  OOFF  MMEETTHHOODDOOLLOOGGYY  PPHHAASSEE  

This phase of the Glen Rock Regional Park Management Planning process provided all 

participants with the necessary knowledge and skills regarding the assessment and decision 

making process.  A consensus to use the proposed methodology was achieved amongst the 

participants and allowed a comprehensive assessment of the potential land uses / values of the 

Park would be completed.  However without this agreement the planning process would not 

have succeeded. 

The objectives of the Interpretation & Extension of Methodology Phase was to: 

•= Introduce the methodology to target groups; 

•= Familiarise each Resource Assessment Team with the land uses / values assessment 

models; 

•= Consolidate site-specific methodologies, proposed in the Methods Tailoring phase, in 

light of Issues identified during the Issues Gathering phase; 

•= Finalise the list of land uses / values to be included and evaluated as part of the Plan;  

•= Identify the sub-planning units to be used by each Resource Assessment Team in the 

Resource Assessment process. 

During this Phase, the Resource Assessment Team leaders established the Resource 

Assessment Teams with some assistance from the Planning and Facilitation Team.  

The Project Management Team decided to engage a consultant to assess the Scenic Quality 

and Landscape Amenity of Glen Rock Regional Park.  The Cultural Heritage Resource 

Assessment Team leader also elected to engage a consultant to undertake the Indigenous 

Cultural Heritage resource assessment. 

The other Resource Assessment Teams were self-managed.  The leaders of each Resource 

Assessment Team facilitated the process for each of the land use assessments.  The Planning 

and Facilitation Team and the Resource Assessment Team leaders assisted potential 

participants in the Resources Assessment Phase to gain an understanding of the Glen Rock 
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Regional Park Management Planning process and to become familiar with the land uses and 

open space values assessment models and process. 

With the formation of all of the Resource Assessment Teams and after some initial training, 

the Resource Assessment process commenced in August 2000. 
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55  MMAAXXIIMMIISSIINNGG  CCOOMMMMUUNNIITTYY  BBEENNEEFFIITT  PPHHAASSEE  

Maximising Community Benefit Phase consisted of three processes dependent on scientific 

information and the community’s evaluation of their respective aspirations about the 

potential multiple land uses / values of Glen Rock Regional Park. 

The three processes are:  

��Resource Assessment 

��Community Value Assessment 

��Decision-Making 

5.1 THE RESOURCE ASSESSMENT PROCESS 

The credibility of the Glen Rock Management Planning process was boosted by the presence 

of Resource Assessment Teams that established the nature of the assessment process and 

determined the methods of assessment and analysis. 

This Phase was the analytical core of the Glen Rock Regional Park planning process and was 

based on the integration of science with values of the community to assist land use decision-

making.  When combined with the steering and management structure of the Glen Rock 

Regional Park planning process, it promoted an open and accountable planning process for 

the resolution of issues. 

The Resource Assessment tasks included: 

��Identify data requirements, existing base line data sets and specific information from 

existing sources were also collated; 

��Collect base line and site-specific data and information about land uses / values; 

��Identify site-specific data and information to satisfy the identified community/ stakeholder 

issues; 

��Identify and gather relevant site-specific data and information as determined by issue 

analysis; 

��Assess identified land use / values using a qualitative and quantitative assessment process, 

performing desks top assessments using known data sets and performing field assessments 

as required; 
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��Communicate progress to other Resource Assessment Teams and to the Planning and 

Facilitation Team; 

��Develop and present a PowerPoint presentation of the results of the assessment process to 

other working teams and members of the public; and 

��Prepare a detailed report of the data collected and the qualitative and quantitative results of 

the assessment process. 

Prior to the commencement of the Glen Rock Regional Park Management Planning project, 

the Regional Landscape Unit engaged the Queensland Parks and Wildlife Service to 

undertake a detailed survey of the vertebrate fauna of the Glen Rock property.  This survey 

was conducted during four separate field survey periods between October 1996 and 

December 1999 at the Glen Rock property and within Gatton Shire.  The aim of the surveys 

undertaken by Krieger and Lehmann was to determine the distribution and habitat preference 

of fauna within Glen Rock.   

The work of Sport and Recreation Queensland is acknowledged for the detailed efforts 

applied in the assessment of the outdoor recreation potential of the Glen Rock property 

during the period 1999 to end 2000.  This assessment identified the range of recreation 

opportunities possible in the diverse landscape of the property.   

The team conducting the Glen Rock recreation assessment adopted the landscape assessment 

model provided in the Recreation Opportunity Spectrum (ROS) (Clarke and Stankey, 1979) 

to identify activities appropriate to the landscape setting of the property.  The ROS provides a 

recreation management framework that consistently accounts for the biological, physical, 

social and managerial attributes requiring detailed consideration.  As a result the recreation 

assessment of the Glen Rock property has accounted for various combinations of activities 

that are considered to be appropriate to landscape settings recognising the social and 

managerial implications, which may be required to implement a strategy. 
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5.1.1 Resource Assessment Teams  

Resource Assessment Teams were formed for the assessment of ten land use / values.  Team 

members were drawn from State and Local Government agencies, interest groups and local 

landholders.  The assessed Values are listed below: 

Catchment Protection & Water Production; 
Nature Conservation; 
Outdoor Recreation and Education (including Two-Wheel Driving, Four-wheel Driving, 
Mountain Bike Riding, Camping, Horse Riding, Picnicking, Trail Bike Riding, Walking & 
Studying); 
Scenic Amenity; 
Forest Production; 
Indigenous Cultural Heritage; 
Non-Indigenous Cultural Heritage; 
Honey Production; 
Ecotourism; and 
Grazing. 
 

5.2 INVENTORY AND SIGNIFICANCE OF LAND USE  VALUES OF GLEN 
ROCK 

5.2.1 Physical Features 

Glen Rock Regional Park and surrounding area is situated within Province 1 (Scenic Rim) of 

the Southeast Queensland Bioregion. 

The property is located within a valley system that is the result of erosion over millions of 

years.  This district was the northern flank of a volcano centred along Main Range, north and 

south of Cunningham’s Gap.  After the volcano became extinct, north flowing streams 

gradually carved the valleys we see today, eventually exposing the sandstone beneath.  The 

volcano had erupted numerous basalt lava flows that overwhelmed the older sandstone 

terrain.  The main western ridgeline of the Glen Rock property approximates the level of the 

old volcanic surface (Stevens and Willmot 1996). 

5.2.2 Geology and Soils 

The Creek flats and plains of the property are recognised as Quaternary alluvium consisting 

of eroded basalts and transported alluvium material laid down over ancient Marburg 

sandstones dating back to 25 – 22 million years ago (Stevens and Willmott 1996).  The deep 

alluvium river flats of Blackfellow and Black Duck Creeks give way to steep slopes and 

ridgelines of the Main Range basaltic flows. 
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The lower hills and upland areas are comprised of igneous rocks (Cainozoic Period) 

consisting of either basalt, trachyte and rhyolite.   The elevation of the property ranges 

between 350 metres to 1000 metres.  Observations of the eastern and western ridges of the 

valleys reveal the horizontal strata of basalt flows.  Along Blackfellow Creek, sandstone 

outcrops may be seen forming overhanging shelters.  An example of this can be seen at the 

Angophora Day Use Area near the main entrance to the Park. 

5.2.3 Climate 

Gatton Shire has a sub-tropical climate with 68% of the 820 mm annual rainfall occurring in 

summer.   Elevated areas such as Cooke’s Tableland, Mt Machar ridgelines and other high 

ridges receive higher rainfall in some areas probably in excess of 820 mm per annum.  Most 

of the rainfall occurs in summer from storms, which form in the Mt Mistake plateau area.  

The catchment of Blackfellow and Black Duck Creeks is contained within steep ridges 

resulting in high run-off and flash flooding is common.   

Average summer temperatures range from 15 0 C minimum to 300 C maximum and winter 

temperatures range from 50 C minimum to 200 C maximum.  Temperatures in summer may 

exceed 380 C and may fall below 00 C in winter.  Frost frequently occurs in winter. 

5.2.4 Catchment Protection, Water Quality and Quantity 

Catchment Protection and Water Production Resource Assessment Team were: 
•= David Myers Department of Natural Resources, FPSU 
•= Andrew Davidson  Lockyer Catchment Centre 
•= Wayne Hall  Department of Natural Resources, RSK 
•= Tony Horn  Department of Natural Resources, RSK 
•= Neil Lake  Glen Rock Agistee 
•= Vivienne McNeil  Department of Natural Resources, RSK 
•= Ken Morris  Glen Rock on site manager 
•= Jim Sands  University of Queensland - Gatton Campus  

The following people also assisted with maps etc. 
•= Warren Shallcross  Department of Natural Resources, RSK 
•= Darren Thompson  Department of Natural Resources, RSK 
•= Chris Vowles  Department of Natural Resources, RSK 
•= Trevor Eastley  Department of Natural Resources and Mines,  

Research Knowledge and Science (RSK) 
•= Robert Ellis   Department of Natural Resources, RSK 

Major conclusions arising out of the Glen Rock Catchment Protection and Water Production 

Assessment are as follows.  Planning Units 1, 4, 42, 64, 69 and 70 are amongst the highest 

rating areas for water production in the study area.  The areas with the higher scores are 

generally situated adjacent to or in the headwaters of Blackfellow Creek.  The highest water 

quality ratings were in PUID 1, where permanent water is found at the entrance of the Park, 
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and PUID 70 situated in the headwaters of Blackfellow Creek.  Given the sensitivity of these 

planning units, it was recommended that any form of intensive development proposed for 

these areas be thoroughly scrutinised. 

The assessment of the potential of the property to provide high quality water in significant 

quantities was hampered by the lack of hydrological and water quality data with only one 

rainfall station and no stream gauging stations located within the Park.  The Water 

Production and Catchment Protection Resource Assessment Team believes that the collection 

of baseline information is critical in order to make informed management decisions and 

recommended that the Resource Management Group gives consideration to the establishment 

of rainfall and/or stream gauging stations and that regular water quality sampling be 

undertaken in the Park. 

There are three cattle dips located on the Park near Main, Abbott’s and Top Yards.  It is 

recommended that an assessment be made of these areas to determine whether they are likely 

to pose a significant risk to the water quality of streams, particularly Blackfellow Creek. 

The Water Production and Catchment Protection Resource Assessment Team also 

recommends that weed control be given a high priority.  It has been noted that there are 

significant infestations of noxious weeds on the Park (e.g., lantana), particularly in the 

riparian areas adjacent to watercourses.   

The upper catchments of Blackfellow and Black Duck Creeks are within the Glen Rock 

property.    Blackfellow Creek has its headwaters in the adjoining Mt Mistake Mountains, 

while Black Duck Creek has its headwaters in Cooke’s Tableland. This provides an ideal 

opportunity for implementation of water quality enhancement strategies as the upper 

catchments of both streams are managed by the State Government (i.e. Environmental 

Protection Agency).  The major tributaries of Blackfellow Creek flowing through the Glen 

Rock Regional Park include Flaggy and Shady Creeks.  This area is considered to be an 

important aquifer recharge area for the Lockyer Creek system which is a tributary of the 

Brisbane River.   

Currently water consumption on the property relates mainly to grazing and domestic 

purposes.  Water Quality is threatened by weeds and possibly impacted on by grazing.  It is 

envisaged that additional water consumption will occur with the introduction of outdoor 

recreation throughout the Park and water quality may be affected.  It is therefore 

recommended that base line information be gathered regarding the current water quality and 
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flow rates and that an ongoing monitoring program be put in place to determine the further 

impacts of new and existing land uses. 

Twenty-one small dams have been constructed throughout the property for stockwatering 

points and additionally eight wells have been sunk.  Tanks have been established to meet 

existing recreation and domestic needs in addition to two bores.  Refer to Resource 

Assessment Report Glen Rock Catchment Protection and Water Production Assessment in 

Volume 4, for further information and location of dams, tanks and well sites. 

5.2.5 Nature Conservation 

The Resource Assessment Team for Nature Conservation comprised:   
•= Paul Grimshaw Queensland Herbarium 
•= Peter Lehman Queensland Parks & Wildlife Service 
•= Ian Gynther, Queensland Parks & Wildlife Service 
•= Harry Hines, Queensland Museum 
•= Steven Howell, Forest Planning & Sustainable Use 
•= George Krieger, Queensland Parks & Wildlife Service 
•= Peter Lawson  Queensland Parks & Wildlife Service 
•= Geoffrey Smith Department of Natural Resources 

NB: -The Team was greatly assisted in its work by staff from the Queensland Herbarium, 

Queensland Museum, Department of Natural Resources, Queensland Parks and Wildlife 

Service, Environmental Protection Agency, and the Department of Communication 

Information Local Government and Sport.  

The Nature Conservation Resource Assessment Team has conducted detailed assessments of 

the fauna and flora values of Glen Rock Regional Park over the last two years.  This work has 

been linked to a vegetation survey conducted for the whole of the Gatton Shire in 2000.  The 

combinations of vegetation, fauna, geology, landform and climate have been described in 

terms of Regional Ecosystems (REs).  The results of this work indicate that Ten Regional 

Ecosystems were identified for the property, equating to 13 vegetation types, along with a 

number of heterogeneous RE polygons.  Of the ten REs on the property, six have been 

recognised as being significant.  These include a riparian community, associated forests on 

alluvial flats, a dry rainforest type on basalt, a woodland type on sandstone and two open 

forest types on basalt, which tend to occupy lower slopes and upper slopes respectively (see 

Table 2 of the Nature Conservation Resources Assessment Report, contained in Volume 4).   

The present values for the REs in each PUID were assessed from estimates of the current 

condition of the RE.  Direct and indirect measures of disturbance and viability were used to 
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estimate condition.  The assessors used their experience and general knowledge in applying a 

number of agreed rules. 

Species data for Glen Rock and its surrounds were obtained from several sources including 

the Queensland Herbarium, the Queensland Museum, Wildnet, QDNR and QPWS.  The most 

recent fauna records were obtained from surveys conducted on Glen Rock and the adjacent 

National Park.  Ninety-one significant species were then assessed for their nature 

conservation value.  Confirmed records in each PUID were used in most cases, supplemented 

by probability mapping supplied by qualified assessment team members.   

Regional Ecosystem and species values were combined to assign a total nature conservation 

value ranging between 1 and 10 for each planning unit (PUID).   

The results show that of the 77 PUIDs assessed, 8 were rated as very high, 34 as high, 24 as 

medium and 11 as low (for current condition). 

Additionally, the property provides habitat to a number of significant fauna species, some of 

which are listed as Vulnerable or Endangered or Rare species under the Nature Conservation 

Act 1994.   

Species of particular note include: 

Endangered Species: Red Goshawk and Regent Honeyeater; 

Vulnerable species: Glossy Black-cockatoo, and Brush-tailed Rock-wallaby; 

Rare Species: Grey Goshawk, Red-browed Treecreeper and Sooty Owl; 

Common Species: Peregrine Falcon, Scarlet Robin and Rainbow Bee-eater; and   

(That may be Communities of frogs, fish and crayfish species are found in 

Creeks locally  and dams of the property 

under threat).  

Planning Units that were recorded as having high Nature Conservation values include; PUIDs 

12, 16, 17, 25, 26, 30-34, 57-59, 68, and PUIDs 70 – 72.  Other planning units which adjoin 

these areas are likely to be part of significant habitat areas and may have high nature 

conservation values that will require recognition in land use management and planning.  The 

Planning Unit Summaries, Volume 2 details Management Guidelines proposed for specific 

areas.  
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5.2.5.1 Fauna 

One of the main outcomes of resource assessment for nature conservation was the extent and 

viability of the Brush-tailed Rock Wallaby colonies found in Glen Rock Regional Park.  This 

vulnerable species is found elsewhere in South East Queensland, but colonies frequently 

occur as isolated islands that have experienced loss of habitat and movement corridors. 

At Glen Rock Regional Park the two core areas are centred on rocky scree near Mt Machar 

(PUID31) and in Hoop Pine Gorge (PUIDs58, 59).  They are linked by secondary habitat 

along the escarpment into Blackfellow Creek and dispersal routes across Cooke’s Tableland. 

The core breeding area in PUIDs 31, 30 and 43 was identified with the rocky scree and 

associated grassy open forests.  The colonies of Brush-tailed Rock-Wallabies found here are 

significant because of their extent and that one and possibly both colonies produce young that 

are able to disperse through the relatively intact secondary habitat area.  The two colonies are 

recorded to have important wallaby populations.  Elsewhere in South East Queensland, 

colonies tend to be isolated and fragmented. 

Threats are believed to include levels of grazing that facilitate the establishment and spread 

of weeds (especially lantana) and patterns of recreation that may disturb the animals, 

interfering with their breeding success and level of health.   

Another vulnerable species, the Glossy-Black Cockatoo is widespread here and it appears 

they are in robust numbers.  This species relies on the seeds of the Forest Oaks and River She 

Oaks, which are their main food source and large hollow trees for nesting. 

Three rare bird species (Grey Goshawk, Red-browed Treecreeper, and Sooty Owl) have 

habitat requirements and require protection through appropriate management practices. 

Two endangered bird species (Red Goshawk and Regent Honeyeater) have part of their range 

within the property.  Currently, no breeding sites have been discovered within or near the 

property boundaries. 

Common species found at Glen rock Regional Park that may be locally under threat include 

the Peregrine Falcon, Scarlet Robin and Rainbow Bee-eater. 

Native fish and other aquatic fauna appear to be relatively intact.  Conservation of native fish, 

frog and crayfish species is assisted by the use of measures to reduce grazing impacts on the 

watercourses.  In other areas of South East Queensland, the provision of off-stream water 
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points and erection of fencing in some sections of streams will reduce the number of stock 

using the stream and is believed to enhance the water quality of streams. 

5.2.5.2 Flora Communities 

A dry rainforest type on basalt Regional Ecosystem type (12.8.21) is listed as  ‘Of Concern’.  

It covers only 15 hectares on Glen Rock Regional Park, occupying a riparian strip in the 

headwaters of Black Duck Creek (PUID 76), Hoop Pine Gorge (PUID 58), a rocky scree 

slope north of Mt Machar (PUID 31) and a gully-head east of Cooke’s Tableland (PUID 61). 

Tall woodlands of Narrow-leaved Ironbark, Smooth-barked Apple on sandstone  (RE 

12.9/10.7) is an ‘Of Concern’ RE that has been cleared or heavily thinned at Glen Rock 

Regional Park.  It occupies a limited area on lower slopes between the Homestead and the 

property entrance.   

Forest Red Gum woodland on alluvial flats (RE 12.3.3) occupies an area of about 40 ha is 

another ‘Of Concern’ RE that is associated with a riparian RE (12.3.7) along the main 

watercourses (area 100 hectares) at Glen Rock Regional Park. 

Narrow-leaved Ironbark/ Silver-leaved Ironbark open forest on basalt (RE 12.8.17) is an ‘Of 

Concern’ RE occupying about 1400 hectares at Glen Rock Regional Park, chiefly on dry 

lower slopes.  Additional areas have been heavily thinned or cleared.  In similar locations 

Callitris glaucophylla, (White Cypress Pine), occurs on the dry mid-slopes of eastern and 

western ridges.  Additionally, there are stands of the rare species of Bailey’s Cypress 

occurring (in PUIDS 2 & 56) on the upper eastern slopes of Glen Rock Regional Park.  Fire 

management including construction of fire control breaks will assist in the protection of the 

Cypress stands. 

White Box, in association with Narrow-leaved Ironbark, Yellow Box, and Forest Red Gum 

form grassy woodlands on dry basaltic slopes in Glen Rock Regional Park.  This RE 

(12.8.16) covers about 220 hectares and is poorly represented in the protected area estate. 

5.2.6 Outdoor Recreation 

Until 1996, the property was held in private freehold ownership.  The only recreational use of 

the property was by family and friends of current landholders or by bushwalkers who 

explored the Mistake plateau area from Goomburra State Forest and East Haldon Sate Forest 

and were looking for an easy way out of the rugged terrain of the Mistake Mountains.  
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Since the purchase of the property by the State Government in 1996, the Regional Landscape 

Strategy has developed public picnic and camping facilities.  The Angophora Day Use Area 

near the northern entrance to the property provides shaded picnic tables and a short day walk.  

The Casuarina Day Use and Camping Area is located about 2 kilometres inside the boundary 

and provides picnic facilities with large shelter shed, bar-b-ques, water and toilet facilities.  

Adjoining this area is a small campground (6 sites) with shower and toilet facilities.  From 

this area visitors can take short day walks using the existing vehicle track network to the 

lower ridges of Mt Machar and ridges below the Glen Rock feature.  Beyond these two areas 

visitor movement is constrained to the immediate valley area of Blackfellow Creek.  This 

action has been taken to manage the impacts of visitors in the interim period while a 

management plan is being prepared.  

Since the picnic and camping facilities have been opened, visitors have been drawn from 

around the SEQ Region.  Visitor numbers have been recorded at around 2500 visits per 

annum and increasing.   

Outdoor Recreation Resource Assessment Team members consisted of twenty regional staff 

from Sport and Recreation Queensland (SRQ) and a number of Department of Natural 

Resources and Mines staff have participated in the Glen Rock Outdoor Recreation Potential 

Assessment over the last two years.  The regional staff were divided up into teams, each 

containing two staff members, in order to explore the property’s landscape and undertake the 

assessments.  This process was undertaken to ensure that the property's first outdoor 

recreation assessment was not biased towards any particular user groups and/or activities. 

Additionally, field assessments were conducted with representatives from: 

•= Sport & Rec Staff: Dave Batt, Kylie Crocker, Andrew Foley 
•= QPWS FPSU staff: Carl Glen, Heather Mitchell, Peter Lindsey 
•= Kathy Kingsford Queensland Outdoor Recreation Foundation 
•= Laurie Ashe- Mountain Biking - Club Bikeline, Toowoomba. 
•= Ray Buchanan- Trail Bikes, Dual Sport Motorcycle Riders Association 
•= Greg Diete- Black Duck Creek 4WD Park  
•= Peter Hallinan- Mountain Biking, Gold Coast Mountain Bike Club 
•= Dawn Muir- Bird Watching, Queensland Ornithological Society 
•= Scott O’Brien- Horse riding, Queensland Endurance Riders Association, 

 Lockyer Valley Endurance Riders  
•= Nigel Walker- Mountain Biking, Cycling Queensland, Gumdale 
•= Lou & Pam Wolf 4WD/Outdoor Camping/Bushwalking 
   QLD Association of Four-wheel Drive Clubs 
•= Michael & Nicole 4WD Touring 
•= Greg Zirbel- Horse Riding 
•= Mike McFarlane 4WD Association and Tread Lightly Aust., Toowoomba 
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•= Seven bushwalkers Bushwalking clubs (including Queensland Rogaining 
 Society, Kim Polistina and Dr Neil McKilligan Bushwalkers 
 Queensland and one Canadian bush walker) (Ring Batty to get 
 reps names) 

Appendix 4G-Attachment 1, Vol-4 Appendices, contains the comments of the outdoor 

recreation representatives listed above.  These comments were considered by the Resource 

Management Group along with the Resources Assessment Teams report.  

Listed below is a summary of the potential of the planning units that may be considered 

suitable with regard to providing sustainable outdoor recreation opportunities within the Glen 

Rock Regional Park.  The following table outlines these overall key PUIDs and activities.  

 

Table 3: Overall Potential Planning Units for Outdoor Recreation 

Landscape 
Class 

Location Activity Recreation 
Value 

3.3 Mt Machar Gate Track - Section 4 Horse Riding 8 
3.3 Mt Machar Gate Track - Section 4 4WD 8 
2.5 Mt Machar Gate - Summit of Mt Machar Camping 9 
2.5 Mt Machar Gate - Summit of Mt Machar Walk/Study 9 
2.3 Summit of Mt Machar/Christies Tableland Camping 9 
2.3 Summit of Mt Machar/Christies Tableland Walk/Study 9 
3 The top part of the Razor back spur Mt Machar/Christies 

Tableland, descending north to Christies Paddock 
Camping 9 

4.6 Mt Philp Vehicle Track - Section 2 4WD 8 
4.5 Junction of Flaggy and Little Flaggy Creeks.  Five Creek crossings 

from Abbott's Yards (2.3km) 
Camping 9 

4.5 Junction of Flaggy and Little Flaggy Creeks.  Five Creek crossings 
from Abbott's Yards (2.3km) 

4WD 8 

2.1 Glen Rock Gully watershed traverse - Section 2 Camping 9 
2.1 Glen Rock Gully watershed traverse - Section 2 Walk/Study 9 
7.2 Fenced paddock north of first fjord.  152 15 11e/27 53.82s Horse Riding 9 
7 Second Day Use Area, Blackfellow Creek 27 53.31/15214.18 Horse Riding 9 

2.7 Gully between the fence line and Planning Unit (PU) 31 (252 119 
north to 243 131, excluding the steep gully) 

Walk/Study 8 

4.4 West of PU 46 - following the Creek bed Camping 9 
2.5 Western boundary above PU 67 Camping 8 
4.7 South of 9th Fjord along Blackfellow Creek Camping 9 
4.7 South of 9th Fjord along Blackfellow Creek 4WD 8 
3.2 Flat platform at the top ridge line, south west of the property Camping 9 
3.6 This PUID is bounded by regenerating roads. Two circuits in PU. 

The road starts near the dam. 
Camping 9 

4 Track from PU60 to PU73. Camping 9 
4.6 Shady Creek – left and right branches Camping 9 
4.3 From the junction of Flaggy and Little Flaggy Creeks until the end 

of the Glen Rock property. 
Camping 9 

4.1 North road from V in valley floor.  Bellbird gully.  Road follows 
Creek line.   
This PU is a small flat area, with the potential for camping.  This 
PU starts 500 metres from the V in the road 

Camping 9 

5 Dam Precinct 600 m south of the Mt Hennessy summit. A 200m 
radius, centred on the dam.  

Walk/Study 9 
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5.2.6.1 Recommendations 

The outdoor recreation assessment was based upon a breakdown of the property into a series 

of discreet areas, and a subsequent landscape classification of each of those areas in terms of 

their biophysical, social and managerial attributes.  The landscape classification of recreation 

settings is essential, bearing in mind that each combination of setting and activity provides a 

different recreation opportunity and experience, and therefore requires a different 

management response.  Each planning unit was then assessed using a 10-point scale in order 

to determine its suitability in relation to the range of recreation activities in question.  In cases 

where the outdoor recreation value for the planning unit gained a score of ‘7’ and above, it is 

recommended that those involved in finalising the management planning process give full 

consideration to accommodating the particular activity in the particular setting.  This includes 

information outlined in the above table a Summary of Outdoor Recreation Potential, and 

specifically relates to the following: 

��That new camping opportunities be provided at the property, using Section 4.5, Table 2 

and Maps 2 and 11 of the Recreation Assessment report as a guide for the most 

appropriate locations; 

��That new four-wheel driving opportunities be provided at the property, using Section 4.6, 

Table 3 and Maps 7, 8, 16 and 17 of the Recreation Assessment report as a guide for the 

most appropriate locations, and consider the opportunities already provided at the Black 

Duck Valley 4WD Park; 

��That new horse riding opportunities be provided at the property, using Section 4.7, Table 4 

and Maps 4 & 13 of the Recreation Assessment report as a guide for the most appropriate 

locations. This activity must be consistent with the limitation placed upon the activity for 

traversing ‘tick free zones’, and that riders take measures to avoid the spread of unwanted 

weeds; 

��That no additional picnicking facilities be provided at the property; 

��That no trail bike/off-road motorcycle riding opportunities be provided at the property, 

unless otherwise determined through further research and/or consultation; 

��That new walking opportunities be provided at the property, using Section 4.11, Table 8 

and Maps 3 and 12 of the Recreation Assessment report as a guide for the most 

appropriate locations; 
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��That new outdoor education opportunities be provided at the property, using Section 4.12, 

Table 9 and Maps 10 and 19 of the Recreation Assessment report as a guide for the most 

appropriate locations; 

��That those planning units with multiple use potential as outlined in section 5.0, Table 11 

of the Recreation Assessment report also be considered in the final allocation of land uses; 

��Where proposed uses have the potential to cause conflict, separated tracks and/or entry 

points should also be considered; and 

��That outdoor recreation activity generally, only be considered in locations where activities 

will not further those negative visitor/management constraints outlined in Section 2.2.3 of 

the Recreation Assessment report. 

5.2.6.2 Outdoor Education  

For the purposes of this assessment, outdoor education is defined as, formal organised 

outdoor education activities, which may require: 

��Exclusive use of an area to ensure the safety of all visitors and to minimise conflict with 

other users; 

��Regular off-track activities; 

��Removing examples of the plants and animals for study; 

��Large group activities; and 

��Built facilities including accommodation, classrooms and laboratories. 

Effectively, this definition focuses on outdoor education centres.  These specialist outdoor 

education facilities may use nearby land for some of their activities, however, it is recognised 

that some outdoor education programs or activities do not have these requirements.  Also, 

note that small groups of around 7- 8 people are considered under the walking and camping 

assessments. 

Glen Rock Regional Park is ideally located to provide a teaching venue for students studying 

land management and associated agricultural studies based at the University of Queensland 

Gatton Campus.  Several study programs have included field study visits to the property.  The 

property provides an interesting landscape to discuss rangeland management for cattle 

production, management of watercourses and catchment studies, geological and natural fauna 

and flora studies. 
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The potential for engaging tertiary institutions and secondary schools in educational tours at 

Glen Rock has not yet been fully explored.  

5.2.7 Two-Wheel Driving and Trail Bike Riding  

Registered two-wheel drive and Trail bikes are restricted to the main track and will not be 

able to access areas beyond the Casuarina Day Use Area. 

For the purposes of assessment, recreational trail bike riding refers to licensed riders 

exploring the landscape on roads or tracks that are considered to be too rough, or steep, for 

road bikes, by means of registered and road worthy trail bikes/off-road motorcycles. 

Trail bike/off-road motorcycle riding can occur in coastal areas, sand dunes, rural areas and 

upland forested areas. Trail bike/off-road motorcycle riding in each of these settings is 

therefore a separate and distinct activity, which attracts different people, requires specific 

recognition in land use planning, and requires different styles of management.  

Competitive forms of trail bike/off-road motorcycle riding, especially those involving 

unregistered motorcycles (eg. Motocross, enduros, hare and hound, trials, etc), and trail bike 

riding where the focus of the activity is on developing off-road riding skills and/or exploring 

the limits of the capabilities of the bikes, are not provided for in this assessment. 

There are no large areas of public land that are considered suitable for long distance off-

road/off-highway exploration by trail bikes within the property. Glen Rock Regional Park is 

limited for trail bike/off-road motorcycle riding for one or more of the following reasons: 

��Its high potential for unacceptable erosion, due to the steepness of the terrain and/or fragile 

soils types; 

��Insufficient area (most track systems could be explored in 1-2 hours); 

��Very limited links to other legal trail bike/off-road motorcycle riding areas; 

��Safety and litigation problems; 

��Ongoing management costs; 

��Potential pollution of the domestic water supply; and 

��Other on-site land uses that are considered incompatible with trail bike/off-road 

motorcycle riding. 
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5.2.8 Four-Wheel Driving  

For the purposes of the assessment conducted for this Plan, recreational four-wheel driving is 

defined as: 

��The use of four-wheel drive (4WD) vehicles where the roads or tracks are rough, or too 

steep for conventional vehicles, and where the major focus of the activity is to explore the 

landscape in a leisurely manner. 

There are no large areas of public land that are considered suitable for long distance off-

road/off-highway exploration by 4WDs within the Glen Rock Regional Park.  Indeed, the 

length of track that is suitable for such exploration is minimal, and could be negotiated in a 

few hours.  

5.2.9 Horse Riding 

For the purposes of the assessment, horse riding refers to exploring the landscape along 

established track systems in a relatively leisurely horse ride (i.e. recreational trail horse 

riding). 

5.2.10 Walking and Studying 

For the purposes of assessment, walking is that activity which is focussed on scenically 

diverse areas, and carried out for its personal health benefits.  Walking can occur within a 

range of settings or environments including: 

��Overnight off-track bushwalking in rugged natural terrain, and requiring high levels of 

fitness and navigation skills, 

��Long distance day walks on formally constructed walking tracks located within natural 

environments (e.g. some of the walking tracks at Lamington National Park); 

��Short distance day walks on formally constructed walking tracks (e.g. some of the walking 

tracks in the National Park at Springbrook); and 

��Walking in along quiet rural roads, or in parks in rural-residential or suburban settings. 

Walking in each of these settings is therefore a separate and distinct activity that attracts 

different people, requires specific recognition in land use planning, and different styles of 

management. 

For the purposes of this assessment, opportunities for walking are also assumed to be 

opportunities for nature study (eg. bird watching, photography, etc). 



Draft 20th May 2001 56

Walking is often associated with other outdoor recreation activities, including camping, 

picnicking and scenic driving.  This relationship is recognised throughout this assessment. 

Existing walking opportunities offered are leaving from the Casuarina Day Use Area, and 

from the Angophora Day Use Area. 

5.2.11 Picnicking 

For the purposes of this assessment, picnicking is defined as having a meal at an outdoor site.  

Usually, but not always, some form of motorised transport is used to get to the chosen site.  

In wild-natural-remote sites without motorised access, picnicking is assumed to be addressed 

in the activity summary for ‘walking’.  People choose from a variety of sites that range from 

grassed paddocks with no facilities or formal access to purpose built picnic areas with toilets, 

gas or electric barbecues, shelters, tables, benches and car parks. 

Picnicking in each of these various settings is therefore a separate and distinct activity, which 

attracts different people, requires specific recognition in land use planning, and requires 

different styles of management.  

Picnicking is often associated with other outdoor recreation activities, such as walking, 

enjoying scenic outlooks, swimming, and scenic driving.  This relationship is recognised 

throughout this assessment. 

Within Glen Rock Regional Park, picnicking is currently offered at two (2) sites, the 

Casuarina Day Use Area, and the Angophora Day Use Area.  

5.2.12 Bike Riding 

For the purposes of this assessment, mountain bike (MTB) riding refers to non-competitive 

MTB riding; i.e., exploring the landscape in a relatively leisurely way.  The assessment 

process does not provide for any forms of competitive mountain bike riding (e.g. single track, 

down hill, trails, cross country etc).  These competitive activities require formal rules and 

greater organisation and support than that which would normally be provided for non-

competitive recreational mountain bike riding. 

Recreational MTB riding can occur in a range of settings or environments including: 

��Un-maintained trails in rugged natural terrain; 
��Formally constructed tracks, firebreaks or roads in relatively natural settings;  
��Quiet rural roads; and  
��Purpose built multi-use paths and tracks in parks in rural-residential or suburban settings. 
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Riding mountain bikes in each of these settings is therefore a separate and distinct activity, 

which attracts different people, requires specific recognition in land use planning, and 

requires different styles of management. 

Representatives of a number of bike riding clubs indicated that the area is good for mountain 

bike riding.  Track variations exist along the Creek area and main road system.  A site 

register/log book is needed so the managers know how many people are out in the area and a 

site map showing existing main tracks and features would be very useful. 

5.2.13 Camping  

Representativeness of groups from all the outdoor recreational activities gave comments on 

camping during the field assessments.  A summary of their comments is given in the 

following paragraphs.  

Glen Rock Regional Park could provide several types of camping experience.  Firstly a more 

developed camping area such as the Casuarina Day Use Area with more facilities and easy 

access.  Secondly, there could be less developed camping areas such as Cooke’s Tableland 

and Cooke’s Hut with fewer facilities that are less accessible and can be accessed by walking, 

riding or 4WDing.  Some people are prepared to dig their own individual pit toilet but a lot of 

people will not, therefore construction of pit toilets or composting toilets is recommended. 

5.2.14 Scenic Amenity 

The Scenic Amenity Resource Assessment Team members were: 

��Robert Preston,  Department of Natural Resources (consultant) 

People from all lifestyles are bound by common instinctive responses to the appearance of the 

landscape.  For example, most people prefer the appearance of landscapes with trees and 

green grass rather than industrial buildings.  The exact nature of people’s responses though, 

are often coloured by their experience of the landscapes around them.  .  By the recognition of 

the scenic amenity of the property, it will be possible to provide a more enjoyable experience 

for visitors to the property. 

The assessment technique used here follows the same methodology developed by the Moggill 

Scenic Amenity Pilot Study 

 

 



Draft 20th May 2001 58

The assessment of scenic amenity has been implemented in five stages.  

��A perception study is used to develop a statistical model that expresses community 

preferences for different types of landscapes. 

��These models are applied during scenic preference mapping, which relates people’s 

preferences to maps of land cover and topography.   

��A viewer appreciation assessment identifies all important public viewing locations and 

allocates a weighting to each location based on assumed duration, appreciation level, and 

estimated number of viewers per day.  This provides information on the importance of 

viewpoints, used as input to visual exposure mapping.   

��Visual exposure mapping relies on the use of a digital terrain model to assess how often a 

place in the landscape can be seen from viewpoints.  This assessment is weighted by the 

distance between a location in the landscape and the viewpoint.  It also takes into account 

the visibility from the viewpoint and the orientation of the landscape to the viewer.   

��The final stage to map scenic amenity requires integration of the visual exposure map and 

the scenic preference map, to identify the relative contribution made by different places in 

the landscape to the collective community appreciation of open space scenery.  The final 

scenic amenity map is based on a 1-10 rating system, where ‘10’ represents the most 

highly valued scenery in South East Queensland, and ‘1’ represents the least valued 

scenery in the region. 

Perception Study.  Twenty-one photos were used to represent all land types and land 

features from different viewing positions.  These photos were shown to 60 people including 

members of outdoor recreation groups, local residents, international backpackers, and 

government natural resource professionals.  People were asked to sort the photos in 

decreasing order of preference, and to then allocate a score from 10-1 indicating how much 

they liked the scenery.  Respondents were asked also to score photos according to three 

emotional response ratings – interesting, calming, and beautiful.  People were also invited to 

record their response to the scenery, and what they noticed about the scenery. 

The study found some important differences in responses from the sample groups. Notably, 

government professionals expressed a stronger preference for natural appearing scenery than 

other sample groups.  
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Seventy-eight basic attributes were recorded to describe photo content, such as the percentage 

of trees in the foreground.  An additional 32 combined attributes were also calculated, to give 

a total of 110 photograph attributes.   

The most attractive scenery in Glen Rock is described as ‘peaceful running water’.  The least 

attractive scenery was described as a ‘dry rocky Creek bed’.  This emphasises the importance 

of running water to people’s appreciation of scenery.  Other preferred scenery was described 

as a ‘beautiful view of escarpment through trees’ and an ‘expansive view down to mountain 

valley’.  Other scenery with a low preference was described as an ‘uninviting weed infested 

hillside’ and ‘barren cleared flats’.  These responses indicate the importance of intact 

vegetation and views down from mountaintops. 

A simple robust model was developed to predict peoples scenic preference from photo 

content.  The model uses the presence of running water in the foreground, the presence of 

green grass or shady trees in the foreground, and the steepness of the topography in the 

foreground.  This provides a benchmark for appreciation of scenery. 

Scenic preference mapping. Scenic preference maps were developed by integrating 

vegetation maps, topographic maps, and maps showing the location of running streams.  This 

map shows that areas with the highest scenic preference are around running streams in the 

upper part of Blackfellow Creek, and at the tops of the mountains where there are dense and 

shady trees.  The area of lowest scenic preference are the flat and undulating areas associated 

with open forest along the edges of the valley. 

Viewer appreciation assessment.  Using the framework developed by the Moggill Study an 

expert assessment was conducted of the locations, number of users, and type of recreation 

users across the property, based around the use of current access tracks.  This assessment 

indicates the importance of the current Casuarina Day Use Area and Camping Ground.  The 

relative importance of different viewing locations was used as input to the visual exposure 

mapping process.  It is recognised that the assessment of visitor numbers based on informed 

opinion of one recreation planner was speculative and that visitation numbers should be re-

assessed at the conclusion of the management planning process. 

Visual exposure mapping.  Viewpoint location data was combined with a digital elevation 

model of the study area to model how often parts of the landscape can be seen.  The final 

visual exposure map shows areas of highest visual exposure are the sides of mountains in the 

northern half of the property.  Areas of lowest visual exposure are the valleys in the far south 

of the study area. 
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Scenic Amenity.  A scenic amenity map was produced by combining Scenic Preference and 

Visual Exposure.  Four importance categories of scenic amenity have been developed (high, 

medium, low and very low) to synthesise information to a level that can be used in planning.    

The areas of highest scenic amenity occur on both sides of the main Blackfellow Creek 

Valley in the northern half of the property, north of the intersection of Flaggy and 

Blackfellow Creeks.  Scenic Amenity is strongly affected by the base visitation pattern, 

which is focussed along the valley floor in the northern half of the property. 

Maps of scenic amenity at a finer resolution clearly show the strong effect of topographic 

relief on scenic amenity. For example, the southern side of Glen Rock Peak has a scenic 

amenity score of about 5.2.  Other areas of relatively high scenic amenity occur immediately 

above the Casuarina Camping Ground, on the slopes of Glen Rock ridge, above Glen Rock 

Homestead, and on the slopes of Mt Machar on the southern side of the valley.  Other 

isolated sites of relatively high scenic amenity also occur next to moderately exposed semi-

permanent flowing Creeks in the upper part of the valley.   

Whilst the highest score scenic amenity score at Glen Rock of 5.5 (out of 10) indicates only 

moderate regional significance, this is due to relatively low visitation numbers. Some 

scenery, from tops of mountains and around the semi-permanent Creeks, is among the best in 

South East Queensland, with scenic preference ratings of 8-9 on a ten-point scale. 

Management and development of recreation facilities at Glen Rock must be sensitive to 

people’s strong preference to maintain highly natural landscapes.  Assessment of visual 

impact should take into account the effect on ground views, but also the effect on views from 

walking trails and lookout points from hillsides and mountaintops. 

The greatest appeal of Glen Rock, to the potential visitors who were surveyed, is the 

undeveloped nature of the property.  Whilst increasing visitor numbers to Glen Rock will 

also increase scenic amenity values, this will need to be achieved with sensitive planning of 

facilities.   
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5.2.15 Forest Production 

The Forest Production Resource Assessment Team assessed the forest production potential 

within Glen Rock Regional Park through the provision of knowledge and expertise during 

their participation in its on-ground assessment component. Team members were: 

��Neil Gourley,   Queensland Department of Primary Industries (Forestry); 
��Ron Larson,   Queensland Department of the Environmental Protection Agency; 
��Gus Cheratzu,   Queensland Department of the Environmental Protection Agency; 
��Russell Turkington,  Glen Rock Management Advisory Committee; 
��Ken Morris,   Queensland Department of the Environmental Protection Agency; 
��David Nalder,   Queensland Department of the Environmental Protection Agency; 

 
The nature of the landscape within Glen Rock Regional Park is such that it poses significant 

limitations upon the overall viability and sustainability of potential commercial Forest 

Production activities.  Selected products such as Melaleuca bracteata seeds do occur in 

significant quantities and may be commercially viable. 

As an outcome of previous patterns of human use only low standing volumes of potential 

wood products exist in areas where slope and access do not pose significant limitations. 

Viable volumes of fence and landscape materials exist within Glen Rock Regional Park and 

may provide some opportunity to source products to support maintenance activities within 

the property and potentially some other local area niches. 

Sawlog and Pole products either exist at limited locations, in non-commercially viable 

volumes or are not present.  However, they have in the past and may again at some point in 

the future beyond this and subsequent planning periods (e.g. Cooke’s Tableland).  

Some potential exists for the establishment of Farm Forestry Plantations/Woodlots. 

A collective rating encompassing the potential relative to the range of forest products for each 

of the 77 planning units (PUIDs) delineated within Glen Rock Regional Park is presented on 

Map 1 of the Forest Production Resource Assessment Report.  This rating is referred to as 

Forest Production Potential. 

Generally, where moderate Forest Production Potential ratings have been assigned to PUIDs 

(e.g. ratings around 6 out of a possible 10), the bulk of the value can be attributed to the 

presence of commercially viable quantities of Melaleuca bracteata.   
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5.2.16 Indigenous Cultural Heritage 

The Indigenous Cultural Assessment Team included: 
•= Gillian Alfredson  Department of Natural Resources 

 (Consultant) 
•= Representatives of the following Indigenous organisations who gave their permission, 

time, advice and information for the production of the cultural heritage report. 
 

•= The Ugarupul Tribe Traditional Owners: (contact Mr Joe Graham) 
•= Jagera Traditional Owners Association (contact Ms Madonna Williams) 
•= Yuggera/Yuggarabul (contact Mr Des Sandy) 
•= Yuggera People (contact Mr Sonny Thompson) 

The Glen Rock Indigenous Cultural Heritage Study (Appendix 4J, Vol 4 – Appendices) states 

that near Clifton on King’s Creek, west of Glen Rock, charcoal in association with human 

habitation has been carbon dated to 40,000 years. The archaeological record of Indigenous 

occupation in southeast Queensland, however, remains comparatively sparse until about 

6,000 years before present (when ‘present’ is taken to be 1950).  To date there has been no 

Indigenous archaeological evidence identified on the Glen Rock property.  

Most documentary material describing the Indigenous use of the Blackfellow and Black Duck 

Creek catchments would indicate that the main focus of land use occurred north of the Glen 

Rock property bordering on the former scrub or brigalow vegetation.  People appeared to 

have moved from the pathway to the Downs along Rocky Scrub Creek north along Black 

Duck and Blackfellow Creeks to the Lockyer River. Another possible pass over the range 

may have been from Hirstglen on the Downs to Black Duck Creek and over the saddle 

opposite the homestead to Blackfellow Creek. To the northeast, a route over the Liverpool 

Range to the Bremer and Warrill Creek catchments would have been reached from Tenthill 

Creek north of Ingoldsby.  Laidley Creek and Plains would also have been accessible from 

Ropeley. 

The Glen Rock area may have been a refuge area through the initial warfare period of 

European occupation. The scrub to the north is documented as providing a refuge area 

following raids on the Haldon Run in 1843. Along Ma Ma Creek to the north, pioneer settlers 

identified Aboriginal campsites in areas that were cleared of heavy forest vegetation.  The 

initial survey plans of Portion 23 and 95v show apple tree flats and grassy flats adjacent to 

Blackfellow Creek. These may well have been the result of Aboriginal firing and possibly 

influenced Abbott and Philp to make their selections.  The cessation of Aboriginal firing had 

a marked effect on neighbouring West Haldon.  
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Although the absence of obvious archaeological sites would tend to rule out intensive site use 

of Glen Rock, the waterholes and Creeks within the park could have been a source of fish and 

vegetable material.  Early accounts indicate that mullet and cod were in plentiful supply along 

the Creek systems before the irrigation and weir systems were installed. 

5.2.17 Non-Indigenous Cultural heritage  

Non-Indigenous Cultural Heritage Resource Assessment Team members were: 
•= Dr David Cameron,  Queensland Department of the Environmental Protection 

Agency; 
•= Dr Margaret Kowald Queensland Department of the Environmental Protection 

Agency; 
•= Frank Jacobson Department of Natural Resources and Mines 
•= Erica Metcalfe  Department of Natural Resources and Mines 
•= Marcus Richardson Queensland Department of the Environmental Protection 

Agency; 
•= Christine Morris  Historian / Glen Rock  

The grazing history of the Glen Rock property has been documented by the Cultural Heritage 

Resource Assessment Team to span back to the mid-1840’s. 

Consultation with the community of the region through public open days at the Park has 

revealed a high level of community interest in the past and future uses of the property.  Many 

people have indicated a preference for the retention of cattle grazing as this land use 

complements the rural experience for Glen Rock Regional Park visitors.  Community surveys 

and research shows that the Glen Rock property has held a place of some recognition in the 

minds of many graziers from the Darling Downs and surrounding areas. 

The property all or in part, has previously been known as the East Haldon Run/Station, 

Mount Haldon Run/Station, Point Pure Holding, Cooke’s Tableland, Black Duck and 

Glenrock station.  Some form of livestock grazing (including sheep, beef and dairy cattle, and 

horses) and cultivation (livestock feed and limited cash cropping) has occurred within the 

boundary of the present Glen Rock Regional Park from at least 1867 and possibly as early as 

the 1850s.  A pastoral licence was issued to depasture 4000 sheep on a 6500-hectare run 

called East Haldon by at least 1851.  Sheep, however, soon gave way to cattle and horses.  By 

1867, the East Haldon run had expanded to encompass 36000 hectares.  Until at least the late 

1950s, the Glen Rock property was worked in conjunction with adjoining properties located 

along and over the Great Dividing Range on the Darling Downs in the Upper Pilton Valley 

and Hirstglen areas, including the Pilton (1840) and Haldon (1846) pastoral runs. 

Glen Rock Regional Park was part of the early grazing run (East Haldon) and stations of the 

wider area which spanned from Tenthill Valley over along the Dividing Range on the darling 
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Downs, the Upper Pilton Valley and Hirstglen areas.  Some form of livestock grazing 

(including sheep, beef and dairy cattle and horses) and cultivation has occurred within the 

present boundary of Glen Rock Regional Park from at least 1867 and possibly as early as 

1850. 

Glen Rock remained an isolated place as the dense Tent Hill Brigalow Scrub made passage 

south along Blackfellow Creek very difficult.  Access only improved in the 1860s when the 

scrub was cleared for agricultural purposes.  The geography of the area is characterised by 

narrow rocky Creeks in steep-sided valleys with rugged spurs and ridges wedged between the 

Mt Mistake and Great Dividing Ranges. 

It is believed that William Philp established the first permanent homestead at what is now 

Glen Rock Regional Park at bout 1870 on a terrace overlooking Blackfellow Creek at the 

base of Mt Philp.  This is the location of the present Glen Rock homestead complex. 

In 1884 the East Haldon Run was subdivided into three equal sections.  At about 1855, the 

present Glen Rock Regional Park boundary was defined for the first time.  Glen Rock station 

has been known in the cattle industry as one the largest freehold cattle properties in South 

East Queensland. 

The State Government purchased the property bare of stock and machinery.  Since purchase, 

a range of equipment to facilitate normal day-to-day operations of the property has been 

purchased.  Equipment including tractors, mowers, four-wheel drive vehicles and associated 

maintenance equipment are available.  Farm infrastructure includes two residences, one of 

which is leased to the agistee under agreement and associated farm machinery sheds, tanks 

and water supply. 
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5.2.18 Honey Production 

The Honey Production Resource Assessment Team membership consisted of: 
Trevor Weatherhead,  Commercial operator 
Duncan McMartin,  Commercial operator 
Ken Windolf,  Commercial operator 
Bob Elliott,  Commercial operator 
Shane Stirling,  Commercial operator 
Peter Warhurst,  Department of Primary Industries 
Paul Grimshaw,  Department of the Environmental Protection Agency, Queensland 

Parks & Wildlife Service 
Steve Howell,  Department of the Environmental Protection Agency, Queensland 

Parks & Wildlife Service; 
John Thompson Department of the Environmental Protection Agency (Qld 

Herbarium). 
Warren Raddatz.  West Moreton Region, Queensland Parks and Wildlife Service 
The property was assessed for its honey production potential by a group of four beekeepers, a 

DPI (Apiculture) officer and an officer from QPWS.  Tracks were assessed on their 

suitability for transporting hives to a bee site.  Potential bee sites were chosen during the field 

assessment, based on accessibility and the presence of suitable honey flora. 

In the desktop analysis phase, an area was defined within which bees would be expected to 

obtain most of their nectar and pollen supplies.  This was determined by offsetting a distance 

of 800 metres from suitable tracks.  The bulk of Blackfellow Creek Valley fell within this 

productive area and the lower sections of Black Duck Creek Valley.  Towards the extremities 

of the areas in Blackfellow Creek and its tributary, Flaggy Creek, the access was to 4WD 

standard only and track upgrading would be required to realise the potential of these areas. 

The map of areas accessible to bees was then overlaid on to the Gatton Shire vegetation map 

layer (1:25000) and the planning unit (PUID) boundaries.  From the intersections of the 

layers, calculations were made of the extent of suitable vegetation in each PUID and the 

location of the PUIDs in relation to suitable access. 

From experience, the only vegetation types capable of producing commercial quantities of 

honey were Silver-leaved Ironbark/Narrow-leaved Ironbark and Brush Box.  The first type of 

vegetation had its main distribution in the drier and lower slopes of both major valleys while 

Brush Box tended to occur as a gully type intermixed with Ironbark. 

Annual average yields of honey per hectare were estimated for each of these types using 

experience as a guide.  Figures of 12 kg/ha per annum and 10 kg/ha per annum of honey were 

used for the Ironbark and Brush Box types respectively.  The quality of each was taken to be 

within the range of the highest grade, currently returning about $1.70 per kilogram. 
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Forty-three PUIDs were considered to be capable of producing commercial honey, with a 

total value of $65,832 per annum.  To take into consideration the aggregations of PUIDs that 

in reality, would be required to support a bee site containing 100 hives, an additional 

assessment was made for those PUIDs that are intersected by tracks suitable for beekeepers 

vehicles.  A total of twenty two PUIDs fell into this category with production values for their 

associated aggregations ranging from $964 per annum to $6 009 per annum.  Those 

aggregations with the highest values fell towards the upper reaches of Blackfellow Creek. 

The property was also assessed for its potential to build hives prior to harvesting nectar for 

honey production or for crop pollination purposes.  The supply of high quality pollen in 

sufficient quantity to sustain and build bee colonies was the main criterion applied.  In this 

respect the Forest Red Gum stands along the alluvial flats, sometimes enhanced by clover 

associated with limited areas of improved pasture, would provide build conditions.  About 

126 hectares of this vegetation type was judged to be accessible.  Forest Red Gum stands 

could be used for build for about 4 weeks on average during most years.  However, potential 

for this purpose may be limited because of low temperatures experienced at Glen Rock 

Regional Park in winter and spring.  Twenty-seven PUIDs had some capability for honey 

build. 

On consideration of the nature conservation features identified for Glen Rock Regional Park 

it was concluded that apiculture is likely to be largely compatible with nature conservation.  

Compatibility could be achieved if bee sites were used only in times of peak nectar flows and 

not used for build unless pollen supplies were copious.  Sites would need to be chosen away 

from Main Range National Park if possible and not accessed during wet conditions when 

damage to tracks could occur. 

In the case of interactions with recreation and grazing it was concluded that potential conflict 

could be avoided by the careful placing of hives away from recreation nodes and 

infrastructure associated with concentrations of grazing stock. 

5.2.19 Ecotourism 

The Ecotourism Resource Assessment Team (ERAT) members were: 
��Mr. Kim Payne  Regional Destination Development Advisor, Tourism Qld 
��Mr. Andrew Foley Principal Development Officer (Outdoor Recreation),  

 Sport and Recreation Queensland 
��Mr. Brett Waring – Principal Policy Officer, (Public Forests),  

 Department of the Environmental Protection Agency 
��Mr. Peter Lawson –  Planning Coordinator, QPWS 
��Mr. Carl Glen –  Senior Planning Officer, Consultation,  

 Department of the Environmental Protection Agency 
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Mr Payne was able in his professional capacity to liase with local tourism professionals to 

generate background information for the study and assist validating ecotourism opportunities. 

The Glen Rock Management Advisory Committee has worked successfully with the Lockyer 

Catchment Centre to incorporate the property into the popular Lockyer Valley Rural Tours 

Program.  These tours take local, regional, and international visitors to operating farms with 

in the valley to promote Lockyer Valley agricultural and other primary production activities.  

The Glen Rock agistee is currently implementing a program for quality assurance in beef 

cattle production.  This activity will become a focal point for interpretation in farm stays and 

rural tours. 

With a world heritage area on its doorstep and the majority of Queensland’s population 

within two hours drive from the Park, combined with its unique blend of rural Australia and 

the great Australian bush, Glen Rock is an ideal setting for eco-tourism activities. 

There are three niche markets for Glen Rock.  The area is already attracting backpackers 

seeking temporary work within the local farming community. 

Families from Brisbane, Ipswich, Logan, Toowoomba being less than two hours away makes 

Glen Rock the ideal location for a weekend getaway in the country.  

Executive and retreat market- a small sized conference centre and or a health retreats are a 

real possibility for the Glen Rock property, offering a taste of real Australia and a place away 

from the hustle and bustle of city life.  

5.2.19.1 Ecotourism Opportunities at Glen Rock  

The following development strategies for Glen Rock were felt by the Ecotourism Resource 

Assessment Team to cover the range of reasonable options based on strategic directions 

articulated by the Glenrock Management Advisory Committee and the Regional Landscape 

Unit. 

��Level 1-Maintain current recreation facilities for locals and organised groups with cattle 

grazing and on-going inventory work; 

��Level 2 -Level 1 plus existing infrastructure to provide low-key options for visitors with 

gradual development of visitor facilities.  (No attempt to meet major gaps (swimming 

hole, signature activity, built accommodation); and 

��Level 3 -Develop infrastructure (eco-village) including a wide range of accommodation 

styles (lodge, hostel cabins, on-site camp) and activities to meet the needs or expectations 
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of a range of ecotourism market segments.   Assets built by the State or Private sector and, 

in general, operated by the private sector.  

It was felt by the Ecotourism Resource Assessment Team that while level 3 may be more 

than most people are comfortable with, investigating this option provided the opportunity to 

fall back to lower levels of development should key aspects be found to be unacceptable, 

while investigating the lower level options would provide little information regarding the 

sustainability / compatibility of higher levels of development.  As such, it was decided to 

investigate options to ensure the management committee and the community were as 

informed as possible regarding the full suite of options available to them.  

In pursuing Level 3-type development, it is unlikely a single tourist market segment will be 

large enough for Glen Rock to focus on exclusively.  A combination of segments utilising the 

same amenities seems to be the most likely scenario.  This approach could be refined if 

visitation reaches carrying capacity but having regard to the existing tourist industry in the 

Lockyer Valley and existing visitation to Glen Rock, a more diverse approach is considered 

to be more realistic.  This approach will require a diversity of amenities that are “attractive” 

to different market segments. 

The range of ecotourism opportunities that might be provided at Glen Rock (with a focus on 

Level 3 development options) has been summarised in the table below and the Ecotourism 

Resource Assessment Team has identified those opportunities considered feasible enough to 

be worth testing for ecological sustainability and use compatibility as part of the Glen Rock 

Planning Process. 

Table 4: Reasonable Ecotourism Opportunities for Glen Rock 

Proposed Opportunity Client Group 
Accommodation 0.1, Farm Stay using existing 
infrastructure 

Bed and Breakfast, Small Group, Family, 
Backpackers (fruit pickers) 

Accommodation 0.2, Farm Stay using remodelled 
infrastructure 

Bed and Breakfast, Small Group, Family, 
Backpackers (fruit pickers) 

Accommodation 0.3, Farm Stay using new structures Bed and Breakfast, Small Group, Family, 
Backpackers (fruit pickers) 

Huts 0.1. Timber Slab – Basic Shelter Shed partially open 
with water tank and washing up facility benches for food 
preparation and sleeping benches.  Fire Place/pit and Pit 
Toilet 

Small Group Bushwalkers Individuals and Families 
willing to accept with very low level of facilities 

Huts 0.2 Timber Slab Hut with water tank and separate pit 
toilet.  Benches for Cooking and food preparation with 
fireplace.  Sleeping benches, pit toilet structure. 

Nature Observers 

Hut 0.3 Exclusive Uses. 
Timber Slab Hut with water tank & supply to small galley 
kitchen and shower facility.  Combustion stove and fuel 
and spirit lighting provided.  Some furniture for sleeping, 
table and chairs provided.  Composting toilet in hut. 

People seeking more luxury in a rustic rural setting.  
Walkers, family and small groups seeking a higher 
level of comfort and facilities. 
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Proposed Opportunity Client Group 
Semi-permanent Camp sites (wooden pad canvas walls & 
roof) 

 

Health Retreat 0.1 Individuals, small and larger groups 
Rural Retreat – Leadership Groups Organised Groups engaged in personal 

development courses. 
Lodge/Country Club Isolated location with highly 
developed luxury facilities. 
Site Options: 

•= Mt Machar 
•= Upper Bench North East Corner 
•= North west Boundary Bench 

Groups and individuals seeking a secluded rural 
lodge experience 

Horse Trails/Camps   
Pack animal Tours 0.1 – Day People seeking outdoor recreation experience using 

animals to carry supplies and camping equipment. 
Pack animal Tours 0.2 Overnight People seeking outdoor recreation experience using 

animals to carry supplies and camping equipment. 
Chair Lift 0.1 Mt Philip Persons using chair lift as transport to starting 

points for long and short distance walks. 
Chair Lift 0.2 Glen Rock Persons using chair lift as transport to starting 

points for long and short distance walks. 
Chair Lift 0.3 Mt Machar Persons using chair lift as transport to starting 

points for long and short distance walks. 
Flying Fox 0.1  
Abseiling 0.1 Christies Gully Group lead activity 
Ultra light Club Members 
Hang gliding Hang Gliding Clubs 
Mountain Biking 0.1 Active Outdoor Recreation Users Up and Down hill 

speed and time trials 
Mountain Biking 0.2 Touring Groups and individuals 
Earth Sanctuary 0.1 Glen Rock gully  
Education Tour 0.1 
Farm/Ag/History tour 

 

Education Tour 0.2 One stop in wider tour  
Hunting Tours 0.1 Rifle  
Hunting Tours 0.2 Bows  
Tours 0.1 Guided 4WD Bus  
Food and Beverage 0.1 Kiosk standard service  
Food and Beverage 0.2 Tea House  
Food and Beverage 0.3 Bush Kitchen  
Food and Beverage 0.4 
Restaurant 

 

Events and Festivals  
Permanent waterhole(s)  

5.2.20 Grazing 

were:  
The Grazing Resource Assessment Team were made up of four members.  They were: 

•= Ken Morris Glen Rock on-site manager, EPA  
•= Russell Turkington Glen Rock Management Advisory Committee and Grazier 
•= Stuart Cooke Glen Rock Management Advisory Committee and Grazier 
•= Neil Lake Glen Rock Agistee 
•= Andrew Young Regional Forest Planner, QPWS – Gympie 

 
Since the purchase of the property by the State Government, the grazing regime has been 

maintained as a land management tool and to provide an income stream for the property.  All 

income earned through the agistment agreement is invested in the maintenance and 
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development of Glen Rock.  The agistee arrangements are based on a three-year term.   At the 

time of writing, the current agistee has one year remaining. 

The Grazing Resource Assessment Process divided Glen Rock into 14 Planning Units 

(PUIDs) and assessed the grazing value of each separate area.  These results are presented in 

Figure 4.1 of the Grazing Resource Assessment Report contained in Volume 4.   

There is a core area, defined as “Excellent” grazing that follows the main Creek lines through 

the centre of the property.  This would be expected as this area has been developed to the 

highest degree, is well fenced, has good access to water and is easily accessible from the 

Homestead.  A point to note is that the property has over 30% of its area classified as “Good 

to Excellent” grazing country. 

The assessment team considered that the Glen Rock property has been managed very 

conservatively for many years which has preserved its significant natural resources. 

The grazing values obtained from this study have been transferred from the 14 PUIDs defined 

by the Grazing Assessment Team into the 77 PUIDs used by the Resource Management 

Team. (See Figure 4.4 of the Grazing Resource Assessment Report).  A simple area-

weighting calculation was used to determine the grazing value score of each of the 77 PUIDs. 

The assessment determined that conservation values that exist now demonstrate that 

conservative grazing management is not necessarily in conflict with conservation issues.  The 

Resource Assessment Team considers that the continued conservative grazing management, 

when combined with a well-planned conservation strategy, would be even more effective in 

promoting conservation values. 

Recreation was considered in terms of how stock management might be altered to enhance 

people’s recreation experiences.  In some cases, this may involve moving stock off a 

particular area.  In other instances, having stock present may actually enhance the recreational 

experience.  Both of these situations would be taken into consideration in future management 

decisions. 

5.3 COMMUNITY VALUES ASSESSMENT PROCESS 

In addition to the assessment of resources, a set of social preferences was determined from a 

structured community survey and applied to the results of the Resource Assessment. 

The Community Values Assessment Process aimed to: 
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��Derive a set of social preferences which reflect the values of the community at local and 

regional levels; and 

��Use a community preferences assessment model to determine social preferences at the 

local and regional level. 

A team was assembled to assess the preferred order of importance the general community 

places on the twelve land uses and open space values. 

5.3.1 Community Values Assessment Team  

The Community Values Assessment Team consisted of  

��Dr. Tessie Tumaneng-Diete (Team Leader), Department of the Environmental Protection 
Agency 

��Carl Glen,   Department of the Environmental Protection Agency 

��Frank Jacobson  Department of Natural Resources and Mines 

��Andrew Young  Department of the Environmental Protection Agency 

Dr. Bruce Hooper (Director of Integrated Resource Management Research Pty. Ltd.) 

conducted the mail survey and contributed greatly to the analysis of the survey results 

through his evaluation of Multi-criteria Analysis as a tool in land use planning. 

The assessment of community preferences is an important aspect of the Glen Rock planning 

process since these preferences guide the development of the management plan for multiple 

land uses. 

Community preferences provide a weighting in the overall determination of optimum and 

sustainable land use combinations with respect to Queensland State forests. The Glen Rock 

process is an improvement from earlier forest planning processes in Queensland where public 

participation was limited to public comments on draft plans. 

Community preferences are useful to both planners and management groups as they 

determined the best option given budget and other management constraints. 

Community involvement in the planning process within State-owned and managed lands has 

progressed beyond traditional inputs such as submissions and comments on draft plans.  An 

evolution of the planning process, presently more participatory and considerate of the 

interrelationship between human and natural systems, means a new focus on the community 

as well as on the holistic management of ecosystems.  However, involving the community 
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with its diverse interests and characteristics requires the identification and reconciliation of 

potential conflicts with respect to the management of such lands.   

To assist in the determination of land use values that are compatible with both community 

values and the land use capacity for the Glen Rock property, an assessment of community 

values was conducted with both the interest groups and the general community in the local 

governments in the surrounding area. The interest group consisted of members of the 

community who directly or indirectly have an interest in the outcomes of the Glen Rock 

planning process and are involved in the planning process.  The general community refers to 

the random sample in the mail survey, and represent those people who may not be involved 

in the Glen Rock planning process but nevertheless have general aspirations regarding a 

range of land uses for State-owned or managed lands.  Using a standard survey, which was 

designed and tested using a focus group, and used in previous planning processes, the 

assigned values and aspirations of the aggregate community were estimated from the values 

indicated by both interest groups and the general community.  Such estimates provide an 

insight to the types of land uses preferred for inclusion in the management of State-owned or 

managed lands.  A Community Values Assessment Model developed by the Department of 

Environmental Protection Agency’s, Forest Planning and Sustainable Use unit, was used to 

assess aggregate community responses.  The preferences of the aggregate community with 

respect to economic, environmental and socio-cultural attributes of these land uses were also 

estimated using Hierarchical Preferences (HIPRE 3+).  A ranking of land uses, based on the 

aggregate community’s perceived significance of these land uses was then generated. 

Figure 4.  AGGREGATE COMMUNITY VALUES
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Results indicated that the aggregate community ranked Catchment Protection and Water 

Production, Nature Conservation, Outdoor Education and Research and Outdoor Recreation 

as the four highest assigned values.  Quarrying, Military Training and Forest Grazing were 

the least preferred when optimising community benefits in the management of State-owned 

or managed lands.  Of the three attributes (environmental, economic and socio-cultural) of 

possible land uses, the aggregate community perceived the environmental attribute as the 

highest ranked, with almost similar preference for economic and socio-cultural benefits. 

5.4 DECISION MAKING PROCESS  

The gathered information and data was assessed by the Resource Assessment Teams with the 

support of Land Use / Values Assessment Models to provide site-specific resource 

information for planning decisions. 

The results of the previous two processes in the Maximising Community Benefit Phase are 

bought together by the Resource Management Group to determine management and 

compatibility issues and achieve optimal sustainable outcomes. 

By the end of this process a draft plan is prepared for distribution during the Review Phase. 

5.4.1 The Role of the Resource Management Group 

The Resource Management Group oversees the scope and achievements of the Resource 

Assessment Teams and applies a rational and visible decision making process to derive a 

preferred option for the draft management plan for public comment.  This group provides the 

expertise in natural resource management and verifies land use decisions as reported in the 

planning document.  The members of the group have been selected to represent the broad 

range of disciplines and experiences relating to the on-ground management required for the 

Glen Rock Regional Park. 

This phase of the process is focused on detailed consideration of the assessment information 

to formulate decisions and is dependent on the gathered scientific information and allows for 

the integration of the community’s evaluation of their aspirations about the multiple land uses 

for the Glen Rock property.  The community preferences provide a weighting, which is 

applied in the determination of optimum and sustainable land use combinations for the 

property. 
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Members of the Resources Management Group included: 

Brett Waring -  Environmental Protection Agency, Forest Planning & Sustainable Use 
Brad Wilson Jnr. -  Environmental Protection Agency, Brisbane Forest Park 
Frank Jacobson -  Department of Natural Resources and Mines. 
Ken Morris -  Environmental Protection Agency, Glen Rock Regional Park 
Peter Lawson -  Environmental Protection Agency, Queensland Park and Wildlife 

Service 
Laurie Shelly -  Environmental Protection Agency, Queensland Park and Wildlife 

Service 
Dave Batt -  Sport and Recreation Queensland 
Andrew Foley -  Sport and Recreation Queensland 
Russel Turkington-  Glen Rock Management Advisory Committee members 
Jim Sands -  Lockyer Watershed Management Association 
David Morgans –  Tourism Queensland 

The role of the Resource Management Group is to: 
��Advise the Project Management Team on the human and fiscal resources required to 

support the work of the Resource Assessment Teams; 

��Decide on the distribution of resources between the Resource Assessment Teams; 

��Through the application of a rational, visible and accountable decision making process, 

use the gathered resource assessment data and social preference data generated by the 

Resource Assessment Teams to derive one preferred option, or a limited range of options 

to be incorporated into the draft management plan; and 

��Review the draft plan on the basis of comments received and advise the planning and 

facilitation team of changes or responses. 

The Resource Management Group used a Decision Support System to assist in determine 

outcomes and to record the process used to determine decisions, so that they are open and 

accountable to anyone in the community. 

5.4.2 Glen Rock Decision Support System 

The Decision Support System was developed to assist the decision making process used by 

the Resource Management Group.  It is a system which supports people making decisions, 

not a decision-making system.  The Management group was responsible for making 

management decisions based on information from a range of sources, their own deductions 

drawn from discussion and, where information was scarce, their best judgments.  It was not 

the role of the Decision Support System to takeaway from this responsibility but rather to 

recognise the huge intellectual effort required of the Resource Management Group and 
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reduce the tedium and record keeping requirements, and to support it in any way technically 

possible.   

The system was designed to have the following characteristics: - 
��Provide a framework for the collection and storage of the Resource Assessment Teams data, 

comments and values for each activity 

��Provide a framework for the collection and storage of the Resource Assessment Teams data, 

comments and values for each activity; 

��Deliver the Resource Assessment Team’s data/values to the main decision making process; 

��Allow for “drilling down” through the data/values so that all the information collected is 

presented in a clear and easy to understand fashion; 

��Facilitate easy review of all data and decisions; 

��Present the values in a format that allows easy comparison of the data for a range of 

different decision possibilities i.e. within a PUID, between PUIDs, between activities etc; 

��Facilitate the recording of management decisions, essentially providing an audit trail; 

��Facilitate the making of ripple decisions ie decisions which are a logical consequence of the 

decision to be made; 

��Link information so that changes in one area are quickly reflected in all other relevant areas 

eg changes to raw data are immediately reflected in any maps or data summaries used by the 

Resource Management Group; 

��Map the data, values and management decisions, and provide feedback loops such that 

changes to the components are quickly reflected in the maps; 

��Designed to be a generic tool such that assessments and decisions from other planning 

exercises can be easily fed into the system; 

��Flexible so that the system can be adapted to a number of purposes i.e. other planning 

projects; 

��be objective and neutral such that decisions reflect the will of the Resource Management 

Group without “blackbox” interpretation; 

��Allow for gaps and fuzziness in the data; and 

��Be transparent, user friendly and clearly defined. 
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Figure 4a: Relationship between the DSS components 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Each Resource Assessment Team inputted their data and value assessments into an Excel 

spreadsheet. 

Figure 5 Example of the Resource Assessment Team’s data and values assessment for Catchment 
Protection and Water Production 

 
These values and selected relevant data were then linked to the main decision recording 

spreadsheet (DecRec) see Figure 6, e.g. for the Catchment Protection and Water Production 

Resource Assessment Team’s data, only the Condition (A), Water Use Weight (B), Value (C) 

and Notes (D) were reflected in DecRec, although all the raw data can be accessed through 

DecRec. 

A B C D
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This linking allows any changes to the Resource Assessment Team’s data to be easily 

reflected in DecRec. It was also possible to make changes/refinements to the data within 

DecRec without affecting the underlying Resource Assessment Team’s data. 

Figure 6: DecRec data for PUID 1 before any management decisions 

DecRec Column Explanation Column in the Planning 
Unit Summaries Vol 3 

Total Value the assessed value from the RATS 
report 

Potential Value 

Total Weighted Value the Total Value with the Community 
Values applied 

Potential Weighted Value 

Constraint Index the activity constraint NA 
Total Weighted and 
Constrained Value 

the Total Weighted Value multiplied 
by the Constraint Index 

Managed Value 

 
All the data was then sorted to find PUID that contained the highest value within the 

landscape. The data for this PUID was sorted from highest to lowest value and the other 

activities in the PUID were examined for incompatibilities with the highest value. Where the 

activities were incompatible a constraint index was recorded in DecRec based on the level of 

incompatibility determined by the Resource Management Group, and any comments relating 

to the need for the constraint and any appropriate management guidelines were recorded in a 

notes sreadsheet (Error! Reference source not found.). In some instances activities were 

totally constrained by the Resource Management Group and again the reasons for this 

exclusion were recorded. The “ripple effects” (consequential decisions) of deciding to secure 

the highest value activity in this PUID were then investigated for all other PUIDS affected by 

the decision. 

Once the highest value was identified and the ripples within and between PUIDs were fully 

investigated, the highest value was “locked in” by the Resource Management Group, (a “y” 

recorded in the Decision column of Dec Rec). The PUID with the next highest value was then 

BA C D
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found and the decision sequence repeated.  Approximately 1000 decisions were made by the 

Resource Management Group in this manner. 

Figure 7 shows the values for PUID 1 at the end of the decision making process.  Note the 

Decision column is y and the constraints applied to Ecotourism, Grazing, Honey, 4WD, 

Biking, Camping, Picnicking and Trail Bike riding (with Honey, Bike and Camping totally 

constrained). Compare these values to those in . 

Figure 7 DecRec data for PUID 1 after the management decisions 

Each time a decision was made the data row was copied from DecRec to the notes 

spreadsheet. The row was date and time stamped and information recorded as to the 

reasoning behind the decision (Error! Reference source not found.). The DecRec data was 

also linked to ArcView, which enabled a real-time visualization of the effects of the 

decisions. 
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Figure 8: Notes Spreadsheet entries for PUID 1 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
The DecRec and notes data were then used to directly produce the Planning Unit Summary 

(Vol.2) and the Maps (Vol. 3) and indirectly provided information for the other volumes. 

More information and a copy of the system can be requested from the authors. 
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66  TTHHEEMMAATTIICC  AANNAALLYYSSIISS  

6.1 INTRODUCTION 

The Vision for Glen Rock is one that sees the Park only lightly touched by management and 

enhancing existing enterprises within the Locker Valley and surrounding area.  In accordance 

with the Vision, uses that are considered to be adequately provided for in the region during 

the life of the plan will not be duplicated but enhanced by Glen Rock Regional Park.  

It was the intent of the Resource Management Group to provide management guidelines for 

Glen Rock Regional Park that will protect natural resource values including Catchment 

Protection and Water Production, Nature Conservation, Cultural Heritage, Landscape 

Amenity & Scenic Quality and provide for “people focused” uses including Ecotourism and 

Outdoor Recreation and “economic focused” uses including Honey Production, Forest 

Production and Grazing. 

The Resource Management Group saw a need to provide for three levels of management 

intent for “people focused” activities at Glen Rock Regional Park, to protect the natural 

values of Catchment Protection and Nature Conservation.  In order to protect these natural 

values and provide for both people focused and economic uses, areas of the Park will be 

managed for three levels of visitation and economic use.  The three levels of “people 

focused” activities are; 

1. A focus on very low people activity/impacts.  The areas adjoining Main Range 

National Park and the top of Mt Machar and Hoop Pine Gorge.  These areas will 

primarily focus on nature conservation allowing some compatible activities such as 

bushwalking and studying permitted in low numbers. 

2. A focus on low people activities/impacts.  The middle of the Park from Casuarina 

Day Use Area to Top Yards and includes Cooke’s Tableland and Hut area. 

3. A focus on people activities.  Includes the area of the Park from the Angophora Day 

Use Area to Casuarina Day Use Area. 

Economic uses will also reflect this use patterns for the Park. 

The following information is a guide to the management of natural values, people focused 

uses and economic uses in a sustainable, ecological and economically viable way for Glen 

Rock Regional Park. 
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For each land use / value a map has been produced to outline, the proposed uses consistent 

with the management of the recorded values see Volume 3 –Maps.  Detailed information on 

the management of each planning unit (PUID) is also provided in Volume 2 PUID 

Summaries. 

6.2 CATCHMENT PROTECTION AND WATER PRODUCTION 

Major conclusions arising out of the Glen Rock Catchment Protection and Water Production 

Assessment are as follows. 

The areas with the higher scores are generally situated adjacent to or in the headwaters of 

Blackfellow Creek.  The planning units that achieved the highest water quality ratings were 

PUID 1, which is located at the entrance of the Park and PUID 70, situated in the headwaters 

of Blackfellow Creek.  Given the sensitivity of these planning units, it was recommended that 

any form of intensive development proposed for these areas be thoroughly scrutinised. 

There is a lack of hydrologic and water quality data, with only one rainfall station and no 

stream gauging stations located within the Park.  The Catchment Protection and Water 

Production Resource Assessment Team believed that the collection of baseline information is 

critical in order to make informed management decisions and recommended that the 

Resource Management Group give consideration to the establishment of rainfall and/or 

stream gauging stations and that regular water quality sampling be undertaken in the Park. 

There are three cattle dips located on the Park near Main, Abbott’s and Top Yards.  It is 

recommended that an assessment be made of these areas to determine whether they are likely 

to pose a significant risk to the water quality of streams, particularly Blackfellow Creek. 

The Water Production and Catchment Protection Resource Assessment Team also 

recommended that weed control be given a high priority.  It has been noted that there are 

significant infestations of noxious weeds on the Park (e.g., lantana), particularly in the 

riparian areas adjacent to watercourses.   

All of the above were considered by the Resource Management Group and the following 

decisions were made.  A water monitoring system will be placed on Blackfellow Creek where 

it enters the Park and at the point where the Creek leaves the Park.  Water will be monitored 

to ensure that the quality of water leaving the Park is as high or higher quality than when it 

entered the Park.  Additional monitoring sites will be placed to monitor the impacts of other 

uses on the Creek system.  



Draft 20th May 2001 82

6.2.1 Key Outcomes 

1. Set up baseline monitoring (environmental flow) of Blackfellow Creek.  

2. Set up stock-watering points in the higher country (favouring tank storage and float 

valve controlled flow) in the first instance with a view to extending the program based 

on monitoring outcomes and efficiency.  

3. Poly pipes should be buried or made visually unobtrusive and protected from 

vandalism and fire.  Related plumbing infrastructure development should where 

possible be incorporated within existing infrastructure (e.g. buried under maintenance 

roads and other tracks). 

4. Establish a Weed Management Strategy to target riparian weeds.  The control of 

weeds should commence at the head of the Creek and progress with revegetation and 

Creek bank stabilisation works. 

5. All tracks should be properly maintained and drained. 

The following list contains the highest valued PUIDs for Catchment Protection and Water 

Production, and the associated management guidelines. 

PUID 1 It is recognised that this area of the Park has a high water value. and all tracks 

should be properly maintained and drained in light of sensitive water use areas 

downstream. 

PUID 3 Work is required on current spring/dam to provide an off-stream water 

point for use by cattle and to construct a split rail fence to keep cattle 

away from the dam.  The Nature Conservation report stated that this 

dam is likely to be a frog habitat and requires protection.  These tasks 

will be undertaken along with the creation of a water feature at the 

small dam located to the south in the proposed camping area. 

Proposed huts are to be constructed at least 30 m away from any 

watercourse. 

PUID 4 Runoff from tracks associated with Mt Philp and the proposed chairlift site will 

need to be managed to prevent any detrimental effects on water quality. 

PUID 9 It is recommended that a program to establish baseline water quality information 

be instigated as this is where Blackfellow Creek leaves the Park.  Any 

infrastructure development in the proposed caravan and camping area will need to 

be managed to protect frog habitat/ aquatic habitat and protect the waterways.  
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PUID 42 Off-stream water points to be provided in the Flaggy Creek area to enhance water 

quality and reduce contamination of water from grazing activity. 

PUID 45 Attention should be given to the dip and nutrient flows from cattle yards to ensure 

surrounding area is not contaminated. 

PUID 64 Establish a water-monitoring site in this area. 

PUID 69 Water Quality - Investigate stock-watering points (pipe and store water 

in area away from watercourses.  

PUID 70 Recommendation for the establishment of “before” monitoring site for 

water quality in (BACI) Water Quality Monitoring Program. 

6.3 NATURE CONSERVATION 

6.3.1 Natural Communities. 

Conservation measures are recommended for Regional Ecosystems (REs) generally in 

accordance with their value for nature conservation.  Six of the ten REs in Glen Rock 

Regional Park have highly significant values.  It is recommended that the regeneration of 

significant RE species occur in PUIDs 1, 8, 20, 25, 26, 34, 35,40, 49, 55, and 64, (Refer to 

Vol 2 - PUID Summaries, and Vol 3 - Maps, Map 4 and 24).  A number of land use 

management guidelines are specified for representative Regional Ecosystem areas while 

allowing for multiple uses to occur within the Park.  Various constraints are specified for 

RE’s identified in the PUID Summaries under “Proposed Uses and Guidelines”. 

A dry rainforest type on basalt (12.8.21) is an ‘Of Concern’ RE.  It covers only 15 hectares in 

Glen Rock Regional Park, occupying a riparian strip at the headwaters of Black Duck Creek 

(PUID 76), Hoop Pine Gorge (PUID 58), a rocky scree slope north of Mt Machar (PUID 31) 

and a gully-head east of Cooke’s Tableland (PUID 61).  Protective measures in the first three 

areas include new fencing to enable greater control of cattle grazing (and cattle exclusion if 

monitoring of ecosystem condition so dictates), and weed control in the Mt Machar habitat 

protection area (PUID 31).  The eastern escarpment of Cooke’s Tableland (PUID 61) has 

natural barriers to prevent cattle movement onto the Tableland. 

Tall woodlands of Narrow-leaved Ironbark, Smooth-barked Apple on sandstone an ‘Of 

Concern’ ecosystem RE (12.9/10.7) has been cleared or heavily thinned at Glen Rock.  It 

occupies a limited area on lower slopes between the Homestead and the property entrance.  It 
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is proposed to undertake rehabilitation works in PUID 1 near the northern entrance to the 

property and reduce grazing in PUID 10 to encourage regeneration. 

Forest Red Gum woodland on alluvial flats RE (12.3.3) is another ‘Of Concern’ RE that is 

associated with a riparian RE (12.3.7) along the main watercourses at Glen Rock.  Both of 

these REs cover areas of 40 hectares and 100 hectares respectively, although additional areas 

have been cleared or heavily thinned. 

Narrow-leaved Ironbark/ Silver-leaved Ironbark open forest on basalt RE (12.8.17) “Of 

Concern, occupies about 1400 hectares at Glen Rock, chiefly on dry lower slopes.  

Additionally these areas have been heavily thinned or cleared.  Protection measures identified 

in the Planning Unit Summaries include weed control, particularly in PUIDs 18, 19, 25,26, 34 

and 35 where Lantana, Green Panic and Rhodes Grass will be targeted.  Grazing will be 

controlled to allow regeneration and fire management will aim to protect fire sensitive 

components such as Callitris glaucophylla (White Cypress Pine). 

White Box, in association with Narrow-leaved Ironbark, Yellow Box and Forest Red Gum 

forms grassy woodlands on dry basaltic slopes in Glen Rock.  This RE (12.8.16) covers about 

220 hectares and is poorly represented in the protected area estate.  New fencing is proposed 

in some areas (refer to Map 17-Vol 3) where significant vegetation species occur to provide 

the opportunity for greater control over stock movement and reduce grazing impacts.  

6.3.1.1 Protecting Regional Nature Conservation Values. 

Many nature conservation issues cannot be treated in isolation from neighbouring land.  The 

presence of the adjoining Main Range National Park, also listed as a World Heritage Area, 

was taken into account during the planning process.  Adopting the policy of being a good 

neighbour resulted in a number of proposed actions aimed at respecting the cardinal principle 

of National Parks (preservation of the Park’s natural condition to the greatest possible 

extent).   

New fencing is proposed at a number of localities where cattle have entered the Park.  

Approximately 11 kilometres of new fencing is proposed.  The main sections are located on 

the valley floor and the lower slopes including PUIDs 39,42,53,56,70, and 71, but some 

sections are on ridges and spurs (69,72).  Wherever possible, a combination of natural 

barriers (cliffs, precipitous slopes, gorges) and proposed new fence lines have been used.  

Practical alignments have been chosen.  If natural barriers prove to be unsatisfactory, 

additional fencing will be needed.   
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Particular nature conservation values on the adjacent National Park should also be protected 

by this means.  The headwaters of Blackfellow Creek are particularly important.  At present 

cattle roam through the Park in this locality, posing a likely threat to the New Holland Mouse, 

the endangered Fleay’s Barred Frog, the endangered Cascade Tree Frog and the rare Black-

soled Frog.  

6.3.1.2 Key Outcomes for Natural Communities 

A cautious approach has been taken in applying measures aimed at conserving nature 

conservation values in the property.  Full consideration has also been given to these values in 

the adjoining National Park. 

Those natural communities and species with the highest values have been the focus in 

planning.  However, the protective measures recommended should also benefit many other 

nature conservation values. 

Of the 10 Regional Ecosystems in Glen Rock Regional Park, six have particularly high 

values.  The main protective measures proposed relate to reducing the impact of grazing and 

the control of weeds.  Fire management will be applied to maintain fire-sensitive species and 

active rehabilitation is proposed for four REs, at sites where community interest or 

involvement could be engaged.   

Riparian and aquatic ecosystems are included in the proposals.  An important outcome will 

be the progressive rehabilitation of the headwaters of Black Duck Creek, Blackfellow Creek, 

and its main tributary, Flaggy Creek.  Actions include the provision of off-stream watering 

points for cattle and reduction of grazing pressure will, in conjunction with the control of 

lantana and other weeds and encouragement of natural regeneration, lead to more natural 

waterways and riparian habitat.  Priority will be given to upstream sections and a water 

quality-monitoring program will be initiated.  The erection of fencing along Flaggy Creek, 

PUIDs 42,53,56 (refer Map 17, Vol 3-Maps) and associated streams is designed to reduce or 

eliminate stock use.  Monitoring of water quality, fauna and vegetation will be undertaken, 

both in the Park, and outside of the Park.  Analysis of the results may result in other remedial 

measures being taken. 

Restrictions apply to 4WD use beyond the Casuarina Day-Use Area, and rehabilitation of 

natural communities.   

Recommendations will be made for similar measures to be taken in the adjacent National 

Park in the interests of an effective rehabilitation program. 
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An area of Forest Red-gum RE (12.3.3) in PUID 20 (on Blackfellow Creek) and an upstream 

area of RE (12.3.7) in PUID 55 and will receive priority for rehabilitation. 

Other key outcomes include: 

��Reduce the impact of cattle grazing and manage the spread of weed species to enhance the 

recorded Regional Ecosystem values;   

��Promote the rehabilitation of REs, including sites where community interest and 

involvement can be engaged; and 

��Ensure management guidelines are established and implemented to provide for other 

planned land uses in this area, including specific times and the level of use of Rock-

wallaby habitat areas. 

6.3.2 Fauna Species 

Particular care has been taken to protect the vulnerable Brush-tailed Rock-Wallaby, taking 

into account its distribution within the property, key breeding colonies, core habitat areas 

(refuges and feeding sites), likely patterns of movement and their shy nature.  The biological 

requirements of the wallaby were taken into account, recognising that breeding colonies 

should not be treated as islands.  The essential role of dispersal routes for young, and lower 

density secondary habitat must also be taken into account.  In the Park, the two core areas are 

centred on rocky scree near Mt Machar (PUID 31) and in Hoop Pine Gorge (PUIDs 58 and 

59).  They are linked by secondary habitat along the escarpment into Blackfellow Creek and 

dispersal routes across Cooke’s Tableland. 

Elsewhere in South East Queensland such colonies tend to be isolated by the loss of habitat 

and movement corridors.  The Park is adjacent to Main Range National Park and wallabies 

live along ridges and rocky slopes in the boundary area.  Two important populations of this 

vulnerable species also occupy prime habitat in the western portion of the property.  One, if 

not both colonies, produce young that are able to disperse through relatively intact secondary 

habitat.  Threats associated with cattle grazing, namely, the introduction and spread of 

lantana, have been identified.  Measures such as new fencing, which prevents cattle 

movement but allows wallabies to pass, have been proposed to enable greater control of cattle 

numbers and period of use.  Monitoring associated with active weed control is proposed to 

gauge the effectiveness of these actions.  Proposed land use changes may have profound 

effects on the colonies, but these effects cannot be measured.  In particular, the opening of the 
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property to the public for various recreational and educational activities has the potential to 

impact on these shy animals.  

For planning purposes ,a buffer of 500 metres for management of grazing and 750 metres for 

management of recreation was defined around the core habitat area.  Camping, two stroke 

trail bikes and ecotourism were banned within the larger buffer and constraints placed on 

uses such as walking, and horse riding. 

The management measures recommended in the Key Outcomes below are aimed at 

minimising the impacts on the habitat of native fauna.  These measures include reducing 

noise levels, especially at times when the animals are likely to be grazing away from their 

rocky refuge (i.e. dawn, dusk and evening), avoiding recreation activity too near the core area 

and allowing levels of use to which the animals may become habituated. 

Similar measures are planned for Hoop Pine Gorge (PUID 58 and 59), the second identified 

core area.  Buffers of 500 metres and 750 metres were created for grazing and recreation 

respectively.  No camping, picnicking, ecotourism or horse riding (except in Black Duck 

Creek) are permitted in these sensitive habitat areas.  Rope sports were not provided for in 

the Gorge.  The outer loop track was closed to all but management vehicles.  Two-stroke trail 

bikes are not allowed in or near the area.  More control is provided for grazing by proposing 

new fencing elsewhere on Cooke’s Tableland.  Grazing numbers are to be reduced in PUIDs 

57 and 59.  No grazing is permitted in PUID 58. 

Restrictions were also placed on the number and timing of vehicular and horse riding 

activities within the link between the two core areas; Mt Machar-Razor back- Cooke’s 

Tableland, (Parts of PUIDs 43,44,46,47,61 and 60).  Camping opportunities were placed 

outside the link and walking routes designed so as to minimise high levels of use in the 

corridor. 

Constraints on the type, timing and level of use have been proposed.  Again, monitoring will 

be crucial to document any effects and make any necessary changes.  The possible effects 

relate not only to core areas but also to secondary habitats as well.  This aspect has also been 

taken into account.  

Similar measures were taken for secondary habitat areas along the ridges adjacent to the 

National Park (PUIDs 17, 29, 39 and 65).  Constraints were placed on camping (low key 

only) outdoor education, and walking. 
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Another vulnerable species, the Glossy Black-cockatoo is widespread here and apparently 

exists in robust numbers.  Its apparent stronghold here should be maintained.  The key 

requirements are to maintain, and perhaps even encourage in some areas, the growth of Forest 

Oak and River She Oak as well as protect hollow habitat trees for breeding of this large bird. 

Two endangered bird species (Red Goshawk and Regent Honeyeater) have part of their range 

within the property.  At this stage the conservation measures proposed are general, but if 

breeding sites are discovered, greater protective measures may be warranted. 

Three rare bird species (Grey Goshawk, Red-browed Treecreeper, and Sooty Owl) have 

habitat requirements that should be effectively protected by the proposed conditions on use 

and management practices. 

Common species that may be locally under threat include the Peregrine Falcon, Scarlet Robin 

and Rainbow Bee-eater.  Specific measures have been proposed to protect their key habitat 

and breeding requirements.  

The streams and their riparian fringes are important habitat for aquatic species.  Fish and frog 

fauna appear to be relatively intact and their populations should be enhanced by the measures 

proposed.  Provision of off-stream watering points for cattle, fencing and weed control should 

prove beneficial.  However, this needs to be measured against the effect of introducing 

various recreation activities along streams.  The potential for degradation has been recognised 

by stipulating patterns and conditions of use that should minimise adverse effects.  Again, 

stringent monitoring should be undertaken prior to and following introduction of these 

activities to determine the need for remedial action. 

No particular threat has been identified for the culturally significant Koala and conservation 

measures aimed at permitting timber harvesting in limited areas only and at low intensity 

should prove adequate. 

6.3.2.1 Other Significant Fauna Species 

Glossy Black-cockatoo.  The main planning consideration for this vulnerable species was to 

ensure that their chief food source, seeds of Forest Oak and River She oak, is maintained.  

Appropriate fire management and maintenance of the ecosystems in which these trees occur 

has been made as a general recommendation.  In PUID 49 promotion of Forest Oak is 

recommended.  Hollow trees (for nesting) are to be retained wherever timber harvesting is to 

be allowed. 
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Grey Goshawk.  Protection of key habitat for this rare species involves retention of patches 

of mature forest with large trees.  Selective harvesting of fallen trees is proposed for selected 

areas of Glen Rock.  On Cooke’s Tableland (PUIDs 59 and 60) timber removal is restricted 

to fallen trees within 25 metres of tracks accessible to vehicles. 

Red-browed Treecreeper.  Timber removal is restricted to fallen trees within 25 metres of 

tracks accessible to vehicles on Cooke’s Tableland (PUIDs 59 and 60).  This measure should 

result in the retention of limb hollows for breeding and dense vegetation for foraging by this 

rare species. 

Red Goshawk.  Retention of suitable tall trees near watercourses is provided for at Glen 

Rock wherever timber harvesting is proposed.  The general pattern of recreation activities 

(e.g. diminished level of activity in the upper reaches of Blackfellow Creek) proposed should 

provide adequate protection for this endangered species.  

Regent Honeyeater.  The restricted harvesting of living Yellow Box and White Box should 

provide adequate protection for this endangered species.  Beekeeping sites will be located 

away from primary habitat areas and the timing of hive placement would be in summer, 

whereas the Honeyeaters feed in winter and spring. 

Sooty Owl.  No timber harvesting is allowed in the dense forest, which provides the primary 

habitat for this rare species (PUID 71), and harvesting of adjacent open forest (PUIDs 69 and 

70) is limited which should maintain the habitat for its arboreal prey species. 

Peregrine Falcon.  Rope sports, including rock climbing and abseiling have not been 

provided for in Hoop Pine Gorge (PUID 58) to avoid disturbing the Brush-tailed Rock-

wallaby.  This measure will also protect the Falcon.  Otherwise, sufficient protection can be 

afforded by banning rope sports in the vicinity of cliffs during the breeding season, e.g. Point 

Pure (PUID 65). 

Scarlet Robin.  The habitat requirements of this species are to be maintained in PUID 77 

where this species has been recorded by allowing only low intensity selective tree harvesting 

and implementing a fire regime that retains a shrubby understorey. 

Rainbow Bee-eater.  Measures taken to prevent damage to earth banks along streams used 

for nesting by this species, include the banning of fossicking and the construction of off-

stream watering points.  
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Koala. Recorded for PUIDs 31 and 77, the Koala has been protected by placing restrictions 

on timber harvesting to selective operations only or to salvage fallen timber. 

Native fish and other aquatic fauna.  Conservation of native fish is assisted by various 

measures relating to grazing management, such as the provision of off-stream watering points 

and the erection of fencing along some sections of streams to reduce or eliminate stock use.  

Restrictions on the sections of valley accessible to recreational vehicles and conditions of use 

applying to horse riding (location of overnight areas, use of weed-free feed, minimal use of 

Creek crossings, etc) combine to protect stream quality.  Constraints have also been placed 

on camping, picnicking and vehicular use.  Direct threats, such as fishing and fish collection 

have been addressed by banning these activities.  

Frogs and various invertebrates such as crayfish are also protected by these measures.  

Fossicking on the banks of streams is not permitted.  The displacement of stones in the Creek 

bed and disturbance to stream banks causes siltation.  Even under dry conditions, the stones 

and sand in the Creek beds provide shelter for frogs and other species.  

6.3.2.2 Key Outcomes for Fauna 

Retain old hollow habitat trees to promote the breeding habitat for Glossy Black-cockatoos 

and other native wildlife species. 

Encourage revegetation and maintenance of Forest Oak and River She oak as food sources 

for Glossy Black-cockatoo. 

Fishing and the collection of fish, crayfish or frogs is not permitted.  

A buffer of 500 metres for grazing management and 750 metres for management of 

recreation is defined around the core habitat area.  Camping, two-stroke trail bikes and 

ecotourism were excluded within the larger buffer area and constraints placed on uses such as 

walking, and horse riding. 

Measures recommended for the management of the Protected Habitat centred on Mt Machar 

comprise the following: 

��Construction of new fencing to exercise greater control over cattle grazing, including 
reduction of numbers/period of use, and exclusion if necessary; 

��Introduction of grazing management practices that do not encourage lantana or other 
weeds that reduce food plants or increase the risk of fire, to become established or spread; 

��Removal of weeds that degrade wallaby habitat, (PUIDs 19,25,26,31,32,34 and 43); 
��Control of foxes and cats; 
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��Non-provision of recreational opportunities for vehicular use, horse riding and walking 
along routes on the boundary ridge to the south and west of Mt Machar (PUIDs 18 and 
30); 

��Non-provision for two-stroke trail biking in or near the area; 
��Restriction of travel time for limited numbers of 4WD vehicles (Maximum of 10-15 per 

day) from 10.00 am start at the Homestead with a return time of 3.00 pm from Cooke’s 
Tableland or one-way trip from Homestead only (PUIDs 25,26, and 43); 

��Restriction of travel by horseback with no departures after 7.30 am at the Homestead to 
clearing Cooke’s Tableland on the return trip by 3.00 pm.  Experienced and fit horses in a 
commercial tour or Club with advanced riders only; 

��No camping or picnicking in the 750 metre buffer; 
��Walking between Blackfellow Creek and Cooke’s Tableland areas directed to an 

alternative route (PUID 44) rather than through PUIDs 28, 32 and 43; and 
��Visitors will be encouraged to use the transit area, with a shortstop allowed at lookout 

point in PUID 43. 
6.3.3 Flora Species 

The only rare plant species, Bailey’s Cypress Pine, occurs in only a few scattered locations.  

The main threat is severe fire.  Fire management practices aim to protect this species and the 

locally threatened White Cypress Pine, which is also fire-sensitive. 

The common but restricted White-Topped Box has been intensively logged. 

Conservation action to encourage regeneration is proposed. 

Two species of epiphytic rock orchids may be threatened locally if restrictions are not placed 

on rope sports.  This measure has been recommended. 

The Plan also has important outcomes for nature conservation values in the adjacent Main 

Range National Park.  Currently, cattle enter the park at several points, chiefly along the 

valleys of Blackfellow Creek and its eastern tributaries.  Fencing is proposed to halt the 

incursion of cattle.  This will have beneficial implications for two endangered and one rare 

frog species in the Park.  It may also benefit the rare New Holland Mouse, recently recorded 

in the boundary area between the two properties. 

6.3.4 Significant Flora Species 

Bailey’s Cypress.  This rare species is vulnerable to fire damage.  Reduction of the fire 

hazard in the vicinity of the two stands identified (PUIDs 2 and 56), and any others found, as 

well as the construction of fire control lines is proposed.  Management of recreation and other 

activities will also aim to reduce the risk of fire starting.  Similar comments apply to White 

Cypress Pine, which is also fire-sensitive.  It occurs in PUIDs 19,25 and 27 and to a lesser 

degree other PUIDs. 
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White-topped Box. Occurs only in PUID 60 where it has been intensively logged.  Some 

regeneration is occurring.  It is proposed to enhance the regeneration process for this species 

by removing competing species and providing a suitable seed bed near any remaining mature 

trees. 

Pink Rock Orchid and King Orchid.  These orchids are epiphytic on rocks.  They should 

be conserved by a ban on rope sports in PUID 58, imposed here for other nature conservation 

reasons and in others (e.g. in PUID 65) by imposing conditions, which aim to stop the 

removal of orchids and other cliff-dwelling vegetation. 

6.3.5 Key Outcomes for Flora Species  

Fire management practices aim to protect this species and the locally threatened White 

Cypress Pine, which is similarly fire-sensitive. 

6.4 OUTDOOR RECREATION AND EDUCATION OPPORTUNITIES 

The Glen Rock Regional Park Management Plan decision-making process considered eight 

Outdoor Recreation activities for the Park.  These included; Outdoor Education, Walking and 

Studying, Picnicking, Camping, and passive recreational pursuits in Two-Wheel Driving, Trail 

Bike Riding, Four-Wheel Driving, Horse Riding and Bike Riding.  

6.4.1 Outdoor Education 

Glen Rock Regional Park is ideally located to provide a teaching venue for students studying 

land management and associated agricultural studies based at the University of Queensland 

Gatton Campus.  Several study programs have included field study visits to the property.  The 

property provides an interesting landscape to discuss rangeland management for cattle 

production, management of watercourses and catchment studies, geological and natural fauna 

and flora studies.  Additionally the property presents opportunities for training in bush skills 

including navigation, map reading and creative arts in an outdoor setting.  For example, 

landscape photography, painting and creative writing. 

There is potential for engaging tertiary institutions and secondary schools in educational tours 

at the Park including one-day excursions and an overnight camping option.  There will be no 

lab facilities and small (<8 people) to medium sized (<15 people) groups for Outdoor 

Educational activities are recommended.  There are additional specific issues for each area 

designated for Outdoor Education, please refer to Vol 3-Maps, Map 11 and Vol 2 -PUID 

Summaries, for specific sites and the notes below relating to Outdoor Education. 
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Outdoor Education sites are found in PUIDs 2, 9, 16, 20, 21, 39, 47, 51, 60, 61 and 67. 

Additional access to PUIDs 15, 24, 46, 54, 55 and 66 is permissible.  Other than at PUIDs 21 

and 51 all of these PUIDs will not contain specialised infrastructure for this activity. 

Use of campgrounds at the Casuarina Day Use Area and the new campground in PUID 51 

will be for medium size groups.  Any development of infrastructure (e.g. shelter shed), will 

be at the cost of Outdoor Education supplier.  Access to the PUID 51 campsite will be via, 

horse, mountain bike, or walking with a support vehicle. 

6.4.1.1 Front Entrance to Casuarina Day Use Area 

Natural vegetation has been thinned on the alluvial flats and Narrow-leaved Ironbark and 

Silver-leaved Ironbark regrowth provide a woodland on the low to mid-slopes.  On the upper 

slopes, an open forest will provide an ideal site interpretation opportunity for small groups. 

Blackfellow Creek provides an opportunity for a water discovery program, which will be 

possible in PUID 9.  A wood lot in PUID 20 will provide an opportunity to study farm forest.  

All these Outdoor Education sites will provide an ideal one-day bus tour. Additionally, it may 

be possible to arrange some interaction with the grazing program on the property, with the 

permission of the agistee. 

6.4.1.2 Cooke’s Tableland 

This whole area offers a range of study and activity opportunities and access can be made via 

either the Black Duck Creek or Mt Machar Tracks. Outdoor Education programs may include 

studies of the basalt flows, outcrops and deep gorges and the associated range of vegetation 

types.  From the Tableland, groups can gain a view of the alluvial plains of Blackfellow and 

Black Duck Creeks and west to the Darling Downs.  

A permit is required for the group activities and an accredited tour leader must be with the 

group.  Tableland study sites are accessible from camping facilities in PUID 51, via a very 

steep walking track.  

6.4.1.3 Old Timber Cutters Camp to Black Duck Creek Entrance 

The Old Timber Cutters Camp marks the start to a new heritage walk, which will highlight 

the previous land uses of the Park.  Along Black Duck Creek there are opportunities to study 

Silver-leafed and Narrow-leafed Iron Bark species enroute to Cooke’s Hut.  Outdoor 

Education activities are not permitted within the Creek or vegetation along the banks to 

protect the Brush Box closed forest.  Additionally activity access is not permitted within 500 
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metres of Hoop Pine Gorge to manage the Protected Habitat Area.  Study in areas on the 

Slopes of PUID 66 are also permitted  

6.4.1.4 Casuarina Day Use Area to Abbot’s Yards 

Outdoor Education programs may be based at the camping facilities provided at Casuarina 

Camp Ground. An Information Centre is located here and field trips can radiate out to Glen 

Rock Gully, Blackfellow Creek or up to Cooke’s Tableland. 

These locations provide a number of opportunities to study local geology, geography, 

vegetation and hydrology of the Creek systems. 

6.4.1.5 Abbot’s Yards to Flaggy Creek 

Remote study sites are available on the southern slopes of Glen Rock ridge and the associated 

drainage gully for low impact, small group study of natural history and environmental 

education.  A new walking / horse riding track will be provided to access this area and links 

to Flaggy Creek and the walking track continues on to the camping facilities located in PUID 

51. 

6.4.1.6 Abbot’s Yards to Top Yards 

An Outdoor Education site is proposed in the valley of Flaggy Creek in PUID 51 (refer to 

Map 11, Vol 3 -Maps for location details).  The use of a new camp ground for medium sized 

groups and any development of infrastructure (e.g. shelter shed), is to be at cost of an outdoor 

education organisation.  This area is a riparian corridor and therefore groups should be aware 

that destructive sampling of aquatic fauna, for example taking of fish or dislodging stones is 

not permitted.  This campground is to be accessed on horseback, bike riding or by walking 

allowed. A 4WD shuttle bus may be available to drop off groups and a support vehicle will 

be allowed under permit conditions. Access to study areas in PUIDs 39, 45, 46, 47, 54, 55 & 

60. 

Very fit walkers may access Cooke’s Tableland study sites via the walk through PUID 46. 

6.4.1.7 Key Outcomes  

��Provide facilities for and encourage Rural Landcare and Outdoor Education programs; 

��Develop partnerships with tertiary and secondary education institutions and Lockyer 

Valley Landcare groups for field extension programs; 

��Develop Field Research partnerships with tertiary education institutions 
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��Develop partnerships with other government agencies for mutually benefiting research 

projects; and 

��Outdoor education sites in PUIDs 2, 9, 16, 20, 21, 39, 47, 51, 60, 61 and 67 and access to 

PUIDs 15, 24, 45, 46, 54, 55 and 66 is permissible. 

PUID 2 Site interpretation opportunity for small groups.  

PUID 9 Water Discovery Program. 

PUID 15 Access for Outdoor Education activities at Glen Rock Gully.  No 

infrastructure provided.  Camp at Casuarina Camping Ground. 

PUID 16 Study sites accessible from facilities in PUID 21. 

PUID 20 Wood lot interests and re-vegetation sites. 

PUID 21 Outdoor Education can use Day Use Area facilities for rural and ecological 

studies in the area a round Glen Rock Gully and at re-vegetation sites. 

PUID 24 Access for Outdoor Education activities in Glen Rock Gully.  No 

infrastructure provided.  Camp at Casuarina Camping Ground. 

PUID 39 Minimal disturbance with controlled interaction between native animals and 

their habitat.  Activities based on natural history and environmental education.  

Study site accessible from PUID 51 if required.  

PUID 45 Study area accessible from facilities in PUID 51. 

PUID 51 Proposed Outdoor Education site in Flaggy Creek (refer to Map 11, Vol. 3 -

Maps for location details).  Use of the new campground for medium sized 

groups, any development of infrastructure (e.g. shelter shed) to be at cost of 

outdoor education organization. Access to study areas in PUIDs 39, 46, 47, 54, 

55 & 60. 

PUID 54, 55 Study area accessible from facilities in PUID 51. 

PUID 60 & 61 Study sites accessible from facilities in PUID 51 via walk through PUID 46 or 

from Black Duck Creek track. 

PUID 66, 67 No active nodes within 500 metres of Protected Habitat Area. There are 

Outdoor Education opportunities along Black Duck Creek enroute to Cooke’s 
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Hut area and on the slopes in PUID 66, including opportunities to study 

Silver-leafed and Narrow-leafed Iron Bark species. Study sites at Cooke’s Hut. 

6.4.2 Two - Wheel Driving 

6.4.2.1 Front Entrance to Casuarina Day Use Area 

Access for two-wheel drive vehicles to the Angophora and Casuarina Day Use Areas will 

continue to be possible via the main entrance road.  Vehicles must use the designated parking 

area.  Additionally, two-wheel drive vehicles will be able to access all of the new visitor 

facilities within this area of the Park, via the main road.  

The Casuarina Day Use Area and Casuarina Camp Ground is accessible by conventional 

vehicles and is a focal point for visitors.  Facilities include picnic tables, barbeques, shelter 

shed and toilets.  The camp ground, with fireplaces, toilet and shower facilities allow 

campers to enjoy camping with conventional vehicles.  This is the trailhead for horse riders, 

bushwalkers and mountain bike riders to more remote parts of the property.  An 

Interpretation Centre is located in this area.  

6.4.2.2 Beyond Casuarina Day Use Area 

There will be no vehicle access past the Casuarina Day Use Area due to black soils and the 

inclusion of other tracks for public use else where in the Park. 

Vehicles are perceived to be incompatible with other activities and would make it more 

difficult for managing road access in wet weather.  It is currently impractical to upgrade the 

Blackfellow Creek Valley track for two-wheel drive access or to stabilise and maintain the 

twenty water crossings along Blackfellow Creek, due to funding limitations.  The impact 

from multiple two-wheel drive vehicles using unstabilised Creek crossings is believed to be 

incompatible with the protection of frogs, aquatic habitat, and water quality values. 

6.4.3 Two Stroke Trail Bike riding 

An important consideration in the preparation of this Plan was recognition of the range of off-

track driving activities provided at the neighbouring commercially operated facility.  All Trail 

Bikes exceeding 98dba will not be permitted access to Glen Rock Regional Park. 
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6.4.3.1 Front Entrance to Casuarina Day Use Area 

Trail-bike access to the Angophora and Casuarina Day Use Areas will continue to be possible 

via the main entrance road, however trail bikes exceeding 98 dba will not be permitted access 

to Glen Rock Regional Park.  Vehicles must use designated parking area. 

6.4.3.2 Key Outcomes 

•= All registered vehicles will able to continue to have access to the Casuarina Day Use 

Area.  Operation of bikes is not to cause annoyance to other visitors. 

•= Due to the black soils no trail bike access past Casuarina Day Use Area will be 

permitted a tracks have been provided for else where in the Park. 

•= No off track use will be permitted as the neighboring Black Duck Creek 4WD Park 

provides these types of uses.  

•= A map has been produced to show tracks where off-road vehicles may be used.  

Roads will be subject to closure due to weather conditions. 

6.4.4 Four-Wheel Driving and Four Stroke Trail Bike Riding 

For the purposes of decision-making conducted for this Plan, recreational four-wheel driving 

is defined as: 

The use of four-wheel drive (4WD) vehicles where the roads or tracks are rough, or too steep 

for conventional vehicles, and where the major focus of the activity is to explore the 

landscape. 

The use of recreational four stroke trail bikes where licensed riders are exploring the 

landscape on roads or tracks that are considered to be too rough, or steep, for road bikes, by 

means of registered and road worthy four stroke trail bikes. All Trail Bikes exceeding 98dba 

will not be permitted access to Glen Rock Regional Park.  

An important consideration in the preparation of this plan was recognition of the range of off-

track driving activities provided at the neighbouring commercially operated facility. 

6.4.4.1 Front Entrance to Casuarina Day Use Area 

Four-wheel Drive vehicles and Four Stroke Trail Bikes access to the Angophora and 

Casuarina Day Use Areas will continue to be possible via the main entrance road.  Vehicles 

must use the designated parking area. 
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On the western side of the valley new Creek crossing points for vehicles will be added to 

minimise erosion and siltation of water.  This will allow visitors to engage in a leisurely four-

wheel drive and four-stroke trail bike ride to experience the diversity of Glen Rock Regional 

Park’s terrain and experience views from an area on Christies Tableland.  This area has been 

designated for passive four-wheel driving and noise or visual impacts will be managed so 

they do not detract from the experience of visitors to other areas.  An active off road vehicle 

facility allowing off track use of vehicles and driver training is located at Black Duck Creek 

Four-wheel Drive Park.  As the demand is already met in this locality, there is no intent to 

provide similar facilities at Glen Rock Regional Park. 

A second track branches off from the Christies Tableland Track and continues up the slope to 

Brett’s Bench.  Tours led by an accredited commercial operator or club-coordinated events 

will be permitted in this area.  This area was chosen as a Four-wheel Drive vehicle track as it 

provides an interesting and challenging drive in a rural landscape setting.  Drivers have 

access to a circuit to allow leisurely four-wheel driving and enjoyment of the Glen Rock 

landscape. 

Four-wheel drive vehicles will be able to access all of the new caravan and camping areas 

within this area of the park, via the main road. 

Glen Rock Gully, to the east of Casuarina Day Use Area, provides vehicle-based camping 

opportunities in a natural setting with vehicle parking facilities.  This site has been chosen to 

allow visitors with a vehicle to camp in a setting removed from conventional campers and the 

more developed facilities. 

6.4.4.2 Casuarina Day Use Area to Mt Machar  

Access to Mt Machar and Cooke’s Tableland via Mt Machar road is one-way only, and 

timing restrictions and permits will apply.  Guidelines are provided to assist four-wheel 

driving and four-stroke trail bike riding to Cooke’s Tableland.  Level One driver training 

skills are required for four-wheel drivers, while a Motorcycling Queensland Recreation 

Licence will be required for four-stroke trail bike riders. 

Four-wheel drivers will find this a challenging drive, while four-stroke trail bike riders will 

find this an easy ride, using this narrow gravel road with spectacular views of the valley and 

the eastern escarpment.  The track zigzags up the side of Mt Machar passing through Cyprus 

forests, rainforest, and gumtrees on rock scree slopes. 
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Access for both four-wheel drive vehicles and four-stroke trail bikes on this track will be 

under permit conditions, either through guided tours with accredited tour operators or club 

events under permit.  Departure for vehicles is timed so that vehicles do not clash with horse 

riders.  Up to twelve vehicles per day will be able to access the Cooke’s Tableland area via 

the Mt Machar road, when the weather and road conditions permit.  These vehicles must be 

registered and will require a permit to travel to Cooke’s Tableland.  Permits to traverse will 

specify less than 98 dba for all vehicles.  Codes of behaviour and speed limits will apply. 

The Mt Machar ridgeline is an important habitat area for native animals and visitors are 

encouraged not to cause disturbance by creating undue noise through the operation of 

vehicles or inappropriate behaviour. 

6.4.4.3 Razorback 

Spectacular scenery on either side of the track makes it very tempting to stop to take 

photographs.  Stopping is however not permitted along with overtaking.  A lay-by area is 

located at either end of the Razorback and people are able to get a view of the terrain from 

these two points. 

Drivers and riders are restricted to the formed track and no overtaking is permitted.  This 

track is one-way only in the direction of Cooke’s Tableland.  The track passes through habitat 

protection areas and codes of behaviour will be enforced.  Access will be via guided tours 

with accredited tour guides and through permitted clubs.  Drivers must be certified Level One 

experience. 

6.4.4.4 Cooke’s Tableland 

Once you reach, Cooke’s Tableland, various tracks lead off to lookouts providing spectacular 

views, camping and eco-hut facilities and picnicking spots.  Visitors are able to park their 

vehicles and spend the day walking along the bushwalking tracks, picnicking alongside the 

many dams (no facilities), or staying overnight at one of the two camps including the Old 

Timber Cutters Camp or in one of the eco-huts up on the Tableland. 

Access to some parts of the Tableland and Black Duck Creek Valley are restricted to protect 

and manage natural ecosystems of vulnerable species and to minimise any impacts on 

neighbouring landholders.  Opportunities to connect to Gordon Country will be investigated 

as part of the Plan implementation. 
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6.4.4.5 Old Timber Cutters Camp to Black Duck Creek Entrance 

The exit for Cooke’s Tableland area for Four-wheel drives and four stroke trail bike riders is 

via the Black Duck Creek Valley on a two-way track.  This track winds down through the 

steep sides of a gorge to the valley floor below.  Vehicles will travel through open bushland 

and have views of the dry rainforests in the blind gullies of the opposite side of the gorge.  

Once down on the valley floor, vehicles will travel along the side of Black Duck Creek 

exiting the Park via the rear entrance.  Before exiting the Park, vehicles will pass by Cooke’s 

Hut, yards and camping and Day Use Areas.  

Four-wheel drive drivers and four stroke trail bike riders may enter the park via this back 

entrance and then travel up to Cooke’s Tableland under permit conditions.  

6.4.4.6 Beyond Casuarina Day Use Area 

There will be no vehicle access past the Casuarina Day Use Area due to black soils and the 

inclusion of other tracks for public use else where in the Park. 

Vehicles are perceived to be incompatible with other activities and it would be difficult 

managing road access in wet weather.  The majority of demand has been met elsewhere with 

the addition of access to the front of the Park, permitted access to Cooke’s Tableland and 

with a 4WD Park at Black Duck Creek.  It is currently impractical to propose to stabilise and 

maintain the twenty water crossings along Blackfellow Creek due to funding limitations.  The 

impact from multiple four-wheel drive vehicles using unstabilised Creek crossings is 

believed to be incompatible with the protection of frogs, aquatic habitat, and water quality 

values. 

6.4.4.7 Key Outcomes 

•= All registered vehicles will be able to continue to have access to the Casuarina Day 

Use Area.  A 4WD vehicle and four-stroke trail bike track will be added to the 

northern end of the Park in PUIDS 6, 7, 8 and 9. The track will provide a circuit for 

day users to enter the Park by the existing track and then leave via the new track 

which will be a winding road through the mid-slopes of the front third of the Park.  

This new track will provide some good views of the valley and give people in 

vehicles an experience of driving on a country track in this magnificent setting. 

•= There will be no vehicle access past the Casuarina Day Use Area due to black soils 

and the inclusion of other tracks for public recreation use elsewhere in the Park. 
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•= No off-track use will be permitted as Black Duck Creek 4WD Park provides for these 

types of experiences. 

•= Only registered vehicles will be permitted to enter the Park and all vehicles will be 

restricted to specified tracks. 

•= Up to twelve vehicles per day will be able to access Cooke’s Tableland via the Mt 

Machar road, when the weather and road conditions permit.  These vehicles must be 

registered and will require a permit to travel to Cooke’s Tableland.  Permits to 

Traverse will specify dba levels for vehicles.  Codes of Behaviour and speed limits 

will apply.  Drivers will be required to have Level One 4WD driver skills as specified 

under the National 4WD Club Competency-based training for some parts of the Park. 

•= A Motorcycling Queensland Recreation Licence will be required for four stroke trail 

bike riders. 

•= A map has been produced which shows all set tracks and the type and degree of 

difficulty of the track.  Roads will be subject to closure during wet or extreme weather 

conditions. 

6.4.5 Horse Riding 

Glen Rock has been a cattle property for over 130 years and for the majority of that time 

horses have provided the main form of transport.  Locals tell of the “Man from Snow River” 

like feats of the stockman on the property, mustering cattle down from the highlands to the 

valley below.  With its spectacular slopes surrounding the relatively flat valley, the Park does 

remind visitors of a warm version of the setting of the “Man from Snowy River” and this 

makes for a world-class venue for trail riding.  

The Resource Management Group assessed trail horse riding as one of the most appropriate 

recreational activities for the valley as it blended in well with the Australian rural theme for 

the Park. 

Cooke’s Tableland will also provide a spectacular ride for experienced horse riders with 

conditioned horses.  Visitor access will be restricted through a permitting system to ensure 

that group size and activities are appropriate to the remote bush setting of the Tableland. 

The plan highlights the use of horses and bushwalking as the appropriate means of transport.  

However, should a market for this type of setting and mode of transport not develop, a review 
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of this approach may need to be undertaken in the next planning cycle with a view to 

increasing access for motorised vehicles. 

6.4.5.1 Front Entrance to Casuarina Day Use Area 

Access for trail riders arriving on horseback is provided here.  The Bicentennial National 

Trail runs just 5 kilometres to the north of the property and users of the Trail are already 

visiting Glen Rock.  Trail horse riders may use the signed track leaving from the Angophora 

Day Use Area to the Casuarina Camp Ground.  Additional signage will be added to define 

this trail.  Protocol for horses entering the property will be developed to ensure weeds and 

ticks and not brought into the property. 

Horse-riding trails lead off from the Angophora Day Use Area either to the west or east.  To 

the east, the trail traverses the undulating ridges and benches under the Mt Philp escarpment, 

following south to the Casuarina Day Use Area.  Alternatively, riders may cross back from 

Blackfellow Creek and follow the western trail, riding through the undulating grazing area 

associated with the alluvial plains of the Creek.  

The Casuarina Day Use Area and Casuarina Camp Ground is accessible by conventional 

vehicles and is a focal point for visitors.  Facilities include picnic tables, barbeques, shelter 

shed and toilets.  The camp ground, with fireplaces, toilet and shower facilities allow 

campers to enjoy camping with conventional vehicles.  This is the trailhead for horse riders, 

bushwalkers and mountain bike riders to more remote parts of the property.  An 

Interpretation Centre is located in this area. 

6.4.5.2 Casuarina Day Use Area to Mt Machar 

From the Casuarina Day Use Area trailhead, horse riders may use the existing road to Mt 

Machar under permit conditions.  Trail horse riders may traverse the ridge under permit 

conditions, using the formed tracks linking the valley to Mt Machar and Cooke’s Tableland.  

The track passes through the Habitat Protection Area and guidelines recommending Codes of 

Behaviour will be enforced.  Access will be via guided tours with accredited tour guides and 

through permitted club or individual rides.  This is a challenging route and riders must be at 

‘advanced level’ using conditioned horses.  A daily total of twenty horses and riders are 

permitted on the Mt Machar Track.  Time restrictions will apply to cater for motorised 

vehicle access on the same track.  Horse riders using the Mt Machar Track will be required to 

leave the valley before 7.30 am and clear the Tableland by 11.30 am. Returning parties are to 
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leave Cooke’s Tableland after 3.30 pm and must be departing the Mt Machar look out by 

5.00 pm to arrive at the Homestead area by 7.00 pm. 

This is an easy ride along a gravel road with spectacular views of the valley below and the 

eastern escarpment.  The track zigzags up the side of Mt Machar passing through Cyprus 

forests, rainforest, and gumtrees on rock scree slopes. 

6.4.5.3 Razorback 

Spectacular scenery on either side of the track makes it a very pleasant ride and a great place 

to take photographs.  A resting area is located at either end of the Razorback and people are 

able to regroup and get a view of the terrain from these two points.  

Riders are restricted to the formed track.  This track is one-way only in the direction of 

Cooke’s Tableland in the morning before 11.30 am and one-way towards the Casuarina Day 

Use Area after 3.30 pm and must be off the track after dark and between the hours of 11.30 

am-3.30 pm.  

6.4.5.4 Cooke’s Tableland 

Returning parties are to leave Cooke’s Tableland after 3.30 pm and must be departing the Mt 

Machar look out by 5.00 pm to arrive at the homestead area by 7.00 pm. 

Horse riders may use the existing track network leading from Black Duck Creek Valley to 

climb to Cooke’s Tableland.  Riders will experience steep elevations in the climb to the 

Tableland.  Access to defined habitat areas is restricted to protect the vulnerable native 

animals.  Access to Hoop Pine Gorge is not permitted.    

Once you reach Cooke’s Tableland, various tracks lead off to lookouts providing spectacular 

views, camping and eco-hut facilities and picnicking spots.  Visitors are able to spend the day 

walking along the bushwalking tracks, picnicking alongside the many dams (no facilities), or 

stay overnight at one of the two camps including the Old Timber Cutters Camp or in one of 

the eco-huts up on the Tableland. 

On the Tableland, horse riders cannot enter the habitat protection area.  Visitor Management 

Guidelines will be provided to riders going to this area.  The potential for horse riding tours 

linking Glen Rock Regional Park to Gordon Country will be investigated as part of the Plan 

implementation. 
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6.4.5.5 Old Timber Cutters Camp to Black Duck Creek Entrance 

Horse riders may use the existing track network leading from Black Duck Creek Valley to 

climb to Cooke’s Tableland.  Riders will experience steep elevations in the climb to the 

Tableland.  Access to defined habitat areas is restricted, to protect the vulnerable native 

animals.  Access to Hoop Pine Gorge is not permitted.    

On the Tableland, riders cannot enter the habitat protection area.  Visitor Management 

Guidelines will be provided to riders going to this area.   

Riders can also exit Cooke’s Tableland area via the Black Duck Creek Valley on the two-way 

track.  This track winds down through the steep sides of a gorge to the valley floor below.  

Riders will travel through open bushland and have views of the dry rainforests in the blind 

gullies of the opposite side of the gorge.  Once down on the valley floor, horses will travel 

along the side of Black Duck Creek exiting the Park via the rear entrance.  Before exiting the 

Park, riders will pass by Cooke’s Hut, yards and camping and Day Use Area. 

6.4.5.6 Casuarina Day Use Area to Abbot’s Yards 

Natural vegetation has been thinned, and make for easy riding along this horse-riding track 

(Refer to Map 10, Vol.3 Maps for location).  On the low to mid-slopes, Narrow-leaved 

Ironbark and Silver-leaved Ironbark regrowth provide a scenic woodland and higher up the 

slopes form a eucalypt forest. 

From the Casuarina Day Use Area trailhead, horse riders may take half day, full day, and 

overnight rides south to Flaggy and Shady Creeks or travel further south along Blackfellow 

Creek.  Horse riders may use the existing track network leading to Abbot’s Yards or ride 

along one of the three new loop tracks leading up into the western mid-slopes and onto 

Abbot’s Yards.  Horse riders will be able to picnic away from the main creek however; 

specific facilities will not be provided.  

Horse Riders will experience varying elevations along the winding loop tracks that provide 

access from the Blackfellow Creek Valley to Abbot’s Yards and beyond.  Horse riders will 

require a permit to access the Park beyond the Day Use Area.  These tracks will provide 

access to bush camping sites and a group of riders will be able to have a support vehicle to 

bring equipment to the camp site or eco-huts, weather permitting. 

On acquiring a permit, horse riders will be able to use the proposed camping areas and eco-

huts. 
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6.4.5.7 Abbot’s Yards to Flaggy Creek 

A narrow valley with high steep slopes running along the eastern side with intermittent spurs 

and a comparatively low ridge running along the western side separating Flaggy Creek from 

Blackfellow Creek.  Most of the trees on the flats and lower ridges on the western slopes 

have been cleared making it an ideal place to ride as it is open yet still has plenty of shade.  

While on the eastern slopes native vegetation is relatively untouched and steep slopes prevent 

access, but provide lush scenery. 

Trails dedicated for horse riding have been identified radiating east from Abbot’s Yards.  

Two circuits traverse Flaggy and Little Flaggy Creeks connecting to a proposed campsite 

located in Flaggy Creek Valley.  

6.4.5.8 Abbot’s Yards to Top Yards to National Parks Boundary 

A wide valley with a high ridge lies to the west with a comparatively low steep ridge running 

along the eastern side separating Blackfellow Creek from Flaggy Creek.  Natural vegetation 

has been thinned on the flats and slopes during previous agricultural use. 

Horse riders will experience varying elevations along the winding loop tracks that provide 

access to the Blackfellow Creek Valley beyond Abbot’s Yards.  These tracks will provide 

access to bush camping sites and a group of riders will be able to use a support vehicle to 

bring equipment to the camp site, weather permitting.  Blackfellow Creek contains a riparian 

corridor.  On acquiring a permit, horse riders can take a loop track down to Top Yards and 

will be able to use the proposed camping areas and eco-huts.  Horse riders may use the main 

valley floor track for access to camping nodes as this track is also used by maintenance 

vehicles, horses, and bushwalkers, and signs will be erected to advise riders when they are on 

a multiple use track. 

6.4.5.9 Key Outcomes 

��Additional yards for horses at the Casuarina Day Use Area, and The Casuarina Day Use 

Area will be a trailhead for horse riding tracks and activities throughout the property. 

��Horse tracks to be constructed in the Blackfellow Creek and Flaggy Creek valleys, beyond 

Abbot’s Yards.   

��Access to camping sites and bush camping sites will be by horse riding, walking or 

mountain bike.  A support vehicle for horse riders may be permitted to access the 
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campsites in order to set up temporary yards and to carry other equipment associated with 

the safety of riders and their horses.   

��In Flaggy and Shady Creeks, campsites will be provided in locations accessible by horse, 

mountain bike riders and bushwalkers.   

��A track has been specifically identified for use by trail horse and bike riders in Little 

Flaggy Creek.   

��Horse riders will be able to ride to the upper sections of Blackfellow Creek to enjoy a 

leisurely ride in a quiet natural setting and camp at the designated site.  Permit conditions 

will apply. 

��Codes of Practice will recommend that horses be kept on Glen Rock to minimise the 

spread of weeds.  Agistment will be provided at urban rates for horses kept at Glen Rock, 

to minimise weed problems instead of bringing in visiting horses and possibly introducing 

new weeds to the Park.  This Management strategy recommends that Clubs and 

commercial operator controlled access as the preferred option to help to control the spread 

of weeds and ticks.  

��Visitor Management Guidelines will be provided for trail horse riders.  On Cooke’s 

Tableland, horses must give way to vehicles.  Horses must abide by the tick free zone 

regulations.  Opportunities for commercial eco-tours providing trail horse riding between 

Glen Rock Regional Park and neighboring properties may be explored by seeking 

expressions of interest from entrepreneurs when the Final Plan has been released.  

6.4.6 Bushwalking and Nature Study 

Glen Rock provides some of the most spectacular rural terrain in South East Queensland for 

bushwalking, with its spectacular slopes surrounding the relatively flat Blackfellow Creek 

Valley.  The Park adjoins Main Range National Park and Goomburra State Forest, making it 

an ideal starting point for all types of walks including overnight bushwalks to the remote and 

rugged areas of Mt Mistake National Park and the neighbouring State forest.   

The Resource Management Group saw walking as one of the most appropriate recreational 

activities for all areas, other than high conservation sites such as creeks and habitat protection 

areas.  The activity is appropriate for the theme for the Park.  

Map 14, Volume 3 –Maps contains a map produced to outline all existing and proposed 

walking tracks for the Park. 
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6.4.6.1 Front Entrance to Casuarina Day Use Area 

The Angophora Day Use Area has picnic tables under shady trees beside a permanent 

waterhole in Blackfellow Creek.  From this area, visitors may walk to the eastern mid-slopes 

to Mt Machar View lookout to gain expansive views over the valley floor and to the peaks of 

Mt Machar and Mt Hennessy. 

The existing track provides access to eastern boundary of the Park and then on to Mt Philp.  

Walking is confined only to this track along the ridge to Mt Philp viewing area, from eco-tour 

set down points.  Walkers are advised that access is not permitted into the neighbouring 

property.  Remote area bushwalking between Mt Philp and the eastern ridge leading to the 

Glen Rock plateau has been provided under permit conditions.  Walkers need to be physically 

fit and experienced in bush navigation.  No open fires are permitted in the sensitive wallaby 

habitat area. 

Visitor management Guidelines apply to restrict group size, and activities. 

6.4.6.2 Casuarina Day Use Area to Mt Machar 

The Casuarina Day Use Area and Casuarina Camp Ground is accessible by conventional 

vehicles and is a focal point for visitors.  Facilities include picnic tables, barbeques, shelter 

shed and toilets.  The camp ground, with fireplaces, toilet and shower facilities allow 

campers to enjoy camping with conventional vehicles.  This is the trailhead for horse riders, 

bushwalkers and mountain bike riders to more remote parts of the property.  An 

Interpretation Centre is located in this area. 

From this area, visitors may walk to the eastern mid-slopes of Mt Machar to the Glen Rock 

View lookout to gain expansive views over the valley floor and to the peaks of Mt Philp and 

Glen Rock and to a second view point that will provide a southern vista.  

There is no access provided for bushwalkers to use the Mt Machar Track.  Bushwalkers are 

not permitted to use the steep and rough Mt Machar Road, due to the potential for conflict 

with horses and motorised vehicles.  However, bikes may be transported to Cooke’s 

Tableland via Mt Machar Road in an eco-tour vehicle (shuttle bus).  Bike riders can then ride 

on formed tracks around Cooke’s Tableland and then exit the Park via Black Duck Creek on 

their bike or travel back down Mt Machar Track via Eco-Tour vehicles (i.e. shuttle bus). 
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6.4.6.3 Cooke’s Tableland 

Bushwalkers are not permitted access to the Mt Machar Road as pedestrian use on the narrow 

track will conflict with use by off-road vehicles and trail horses.  

Bushwalkers may be transported by vehicle to the top of the ridge to allow walkers to 

traverse the western areas of Mt Machar Ridge and Cooke’s Tableland. 

Physically fit bushwalkers can travel via the track leaving Abbot’s Yards following 

undulating low ridges and climbing to the steeper basalt ridges.  The track leads up to the 

Razorback and then south to Cooke’s Tableland. 

Furthermore, physically fit bushwalkers can follow an existing fence line from the southern 

area of Blackfellow Creek via a steep ridgeline to the top of the western ridge.  The change in 

elevation from Abbot’s Yards to the top of the ridge is approximately 450 metres.  Relatively 

easy access is then gained to the proposed Cooke’s Tableland camping areas (2) and Eco 

Huts.   

Once up on Cooke’s Tableland, various tracks lead off to lookouts providing spectacular 

views, camping and eco-hut facilities and picnicking spots.  Visitors are able to spend the day 

walking along the bushwalking tracks, picnicking alongside the many dams (no facilities), or 

stay overnight at one of the two camps including the Old Timber Cutters Camp or in one of 

the eco-huts up on the Tableland. 

6.4.6.4 Old Timber Cutters Camp to Black Duck Creek Entrance 

Walkers may use the existing road network leading from Black Duck Creek Valley to climb 

to or exit from Cooke’s Tableland.  An elevation change of approximately 350 metres will be 

encountered on this walk.  Visitors may choose to use four-wheel drive vehicles or trail horse 

for easier access under permit.  Access to defined habitat areas is restricted to protect the 

vulnerable native animals. 

6.4.6.5 Casuarina Day Use Area to Abbot’s Yards 

Several opportunities are provided for day walks to Glen Rock Gully, Mt Machar and south 

along Blackfellow Creek.  Longer walks may incorporate overnight camping at Flaggy Creek, 

Shady Creek, or Blackfellow Creek near the southern boundary.   

A long distance walk leads from Glen Rock Gully up to the northern slopes of the Glen Rock 

ridgeline to take walkers to the Glen Rock Plateau.  From here, walkers may follow the 

ridgeline east to a remote bush camping site on the eastern boundary of the property.  From 
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this campsite walkers may head north traversing the ridges to Mt Philp.  People undertaking 

this walk need to be physically fit and have map reading and navigation skills.  Alternatively, 

bushwalkers may descend from the Glen Rock Plateau via the southern ridgeline descending 

to the Blackfellow Creek Valley and returning to the Casuarina campground. (Refer to map 

14 Vol 3-Maps). 

A track connects from Glen Rock Plateau to the Little Flaggy Creek loop track.  Part of this 

track is shared with horses (refer to map 14) and signs will advise visitors that they are on a 

multiple use track.   

Permits for camping may be pre-booked or arranged through the on-site ranger.  In the cooler 

months, walkers may climb the western ridge toward Mt Hennessy to reach the two 

campsites located on Cooke’s Tableland.  Campsites are located in natural settings to enable 

campers to enjoy views and the ambience of the high plateau.  It is envisaged that the 

majority of visitors walking to Abbot’s Yards and the Flaggy Creek Camping Area will 

follow Blackfellow Creek and enjoy relatively easy walking in a rural landscape.  

Alternatively, very experienced bushwalkers may choose to climb the high eastern ridge and 

walk south to gain spectacular views of the rugged landscape.  This walk requires that 

walkers are very physically fit, and have map reading and bush navigation skills. 

6.4.6.6 Abbot’s Yards to Flaggy Creek 

From Abbot’s Yards bushwalkers may head east into Flaggy Creek Valley where a number of 

walking track options allow access to the eastern slopes and valleys of Flaggy Creek system.  

The vegetation in this area has remained relatively untouched and is quite diverse from 

riparian forests to woodlands, eucalypt forests, and small patches of rainforests. Walkers can 

also see the remnants of an old Shepherd’s hut that provides a link back to the grazing history 

of the property.  A multiple use track following Flaggy Creek along the valley floor provides 

access to campsites and eco-huts and the Shepherd’s hut. 

6.4.6.7 Abbot’s Yards to Top Yards 

Bushwalkers travelling to this part of the property will gain a greater appreciation of the 

remoteness of the Park.  You are likely to encounter less people and will be required to be 

self-sufficient.  

Physically fit bushwalkers can follow the track leaving Abbot’s Yards following undulating 

low ridges and climbing to the steeper basalt ridges.  The track leads up to the Razorback and 

then south to Cooke’s Tableland. 
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From Abbot’s Yards walkers head south through the riparian forest crossing the Blackfellow 

Creek several times until the woodland opens out to a set of yards and campground.  Walkers 

can return via an undulating track on the western slopes. 

6.4.6.8 Top Yards to National Park Boundary 

Visitors may undertake remote area bushwalking in the upper Blackfellow Creek Valley and 

ridges under permit conditions.  Walkers need to be physically fit and experienced in bush 

navigation.  No open fires are permitted, as it is sensitive habitat for fauna and several bird 

species.  Visitor management guidelines apply to restrict group size and activities. 

Physically fit bushwalkers can follow an existing fence line and steep ridgeline to the top of 

the western ridge.  The change in elevation from Abbot’s Yards to the top of the ridge is 

approximately 450 metres.  Relatively easy access is then gained to the proposed Cooke’s 

Tableland camping areas (2) and eco huts.  The setting on the Tableland is natural with some 

remote areas. 

6.4.6.9 Key Outcomes 

•= Existing walking opportunities are offered at the Casuarina and Angophora Day Use 

Areas.  These are short day walks providing visitors with views of the Glen Rock 

scenery. 

•= Visitor Information, including brochures will be produced to identify places of 

interest and walking routes for bushwalkers.   

•= A number of walks of varying difficulty and duration have been identified for the 

Park.  Campsites have been identified near creeks and lookout points, which will be 

of interest to all visitors. 

•= Abseiling and rock climbing opportunities may be present in PUID 65.  Need to 

protect the Peregrine Falcon during the breeding season and orchid habitat (from 

gardening by rock climbers) on Point Pure and in the creeks.  There is less concern in 

relation to wilderness walking. 

6.4.7 Picnicking 

Picnicking at Glen Rock Regional Park is defined as having a meal at an outdoor site.  

Picnicking can occur in a range of settings and environments, including visually attractive 

rural areas, and areas adjacent to natural or artificial water bodies.  People can choose from a 

variety of sites that range from grassed paddocks with no facilities or formal access to 
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purpose built picnic areas with toilets, wood barbecues, shelters, tables, benches and car 

parks. 

Picnicking is often associated with other outdoor recreation activities, such as walking, 

enjoying scenic outlooks, swimming and scenic driving. 

Five picnic sites have been provided at Glen Rock Regional Park.  Additionally, walkers and 

riders are able to have a picnic on the grassed paddocks along Blackfellow Creek and 4WD 

drivers, walkers and riders can picnic along Black Duck Creek, however no facilities are 

provided. 

Two formal picnic areas have been provided at Glen Rock Regional Park.  The Angophora 

Day Use Area has picnic tables under shady trees beside a permanent waterhole in 

Blackfellow Creek.  From this area, visitors may walk to the eastern mid-slopes to Mt 

Machar View lookout to gain expansive views over the valley floor and to the peaks of Mt 

Machar and Mt Hennessy. 

The Casuarina Day Use Area is accessible by two-wheel drive and is established as a focal 

point for visitors.  Facilities include picnic tables, barbeques, a shelter shed and toilets.  This 

is the departure point for horse riders, bushwalkers and mountain bike riders to more remote 

parts of the property.   

Three new facilities are located at Cooke’s Tableland, Cooke’s Hut, and one near 

Blackfellow Creek between the Angophora and Casuarina Day Use Areas. 

6.4.7.1 Key Outcomes  

PUID 1 Angophora Day Use Area provides a low-key day walk to the low ridges, 

which provide extensive views across the valley and to the steep escarpments.  

Toilet facilities are not provided at this area.  Visitors wishing to stay for any 

duration are encouraged to use facilities provided at the Casuarina Day Use 

Area.  

PUID 9 Blackfellow Creek Picnic facility to be provided, associated with a water 

feature. 

PUID 21 Casuarina Day Use Area picnicking continuing as a pre-existing use. 

PUID 60 Cooke’s Tableland, mid-section of PUID, picnic area proposed.  Picnic site to 

be located at a site providing good views of the valley and with an appropriate 

separation distance from the campsite.  The opportunity to construct a lookout 

platform may be investigated in the future.  
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PUID 67 Picnicking is permitted alongside tracks on the valley floors providing the site 

is away from Creeks and all rubbish is removed.  Additionally, a picnic site is 

to be located near Cooke’s Hut. 

The picnic site near Cooke’s Hut provides an opportunity for site 

interpretation and appreciation of the Black Duck Creek Valley.  The facility 

is to be located at a suitable distance from the hut so as to not to detract from 

the amenity of this historic structure. 

6.4.8 Mountain Biking  

6.4.8.1 Front Entrance to Casuarina Day Use Area 

A new Creek crossing point for vehicles will be added to minimise erosion and siltation of 

water and to allow access to the western side of the valley.  This will allow visitors to engage 

in a leisurely bike ride to experience the diversity of Glen Rock Regional Park’s terrain and 

reach views from an area on Christies Tableland.  This area has four single-lane down hill 

tracks, provided for non-competitive mountain biking.  

A second track branches off from the Christies Tableland track and continues up the slope to 

Brett’s Bench.  Two single-lane down hill tracks, are provided for non-competitive mountain 

biking.  Both of these downhill runs end at the Christies Tableland track.  However, one of 

the downhill runs continues down from the Christies Tableland track providing a 1km run.  

Access by mountain bike to the view point on Mount Philp is by permit only and dependant 

on weather.  Visitor Management Guideline mountain bike riders are required and need to be 

produced on information sheets and attached to all mountain bike permits. 

Permits will be required to access this track system and guidelines will be provided to ensure 

visitor safety and enjoyment. 

6.4.8.2 Casuarina Day Use Area to Mt Machar 

There is no access provided for mountain bike riders to use the Mt Machar Track.  Bike 

riders are not permitted to use the steep and rough Mt Machar Road, due to the potential for 

conflict with horses and motorised vehicles.  However, bikes may be transported to Cooke’s 

Tableland via Mt Machar Road in an eco-tour vehicle (shuttle bus).  Bike riders can then ride 

on formed tracks around Cooke’s Tableland and then exit the Park via Black Duck Creek on 

their bike or travel back down Mt Machar Track via eco-tour vehicle (shuttle bus).  
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6.4.8.3 Cooke’s Tableland 

This is a remote area of the Park where visitors can experience bush camping and walking in 

a relatively undisturbed natural setting.  Access is via bushwalking, trail horse, four-wheel 

drive vehicles, and mountain bikes under permit conditions.  Bike riders can ride into this 

part of the Park via Black Duck Creek track or be transported via the Mt Machar Track. 

Once you reach Cooke’s Tableland, various tracks lead off to lookouts providing spectacular 

views, camping and eco-hut facilities and picnicking spots.  Visitors are able to spend the day 

walking along the bushwalking tracks, picnicking alongside the many dams (no facilities), or 

stay overnight at one of the two camps including the Old Timber Cutters Camp or in one of 

the eco-huts up on the Tableland. 

Access to some parts of the Tableland and Black Duck Creek Valley are restricted to protect 

and manage natural ecosystems of vulnerable species and to minimise any impacts on 

neighbouring landholders.  Opportunities to connect to Gordon Country will be investigated 

as part of the Plan implementation. 

6.4.8.4 Old Timber Cutters Camp to Black Duck Creek Entrance 

Mountain bike riders may use the existing track network leading from Black Duck Creek 

Valley to climb to Cooke’s Tableland.  Riders will experience steep elevations in the climb to 

the Tableland.  Access to defined habitat areas is restricted to protect the vulnerable native 

animals.  Access to Hoop Pine Gorge is not permitted.    

On the Tableland, bike riders cannot enter the habitat protection area.  Visitor Management 

Guidelines will be provided to riders travelling to this area.   

Riders can also exit Cooke’s Tableland area via the Black Duck Creek Valley on the two-way 

track.  This track winds down through the steep sides of a gorge to the valley floor below.  

Bikes will travel through open bushland and have views of the dry rainforests in the blind 

gullies on the opposite side of the gorge.  Once down on the valley floor, bikes will travel 

along the side of Black Duck Creek exiting the Park via the rear entrance.  Before exiting the 

Park, riders will pass by Cooke’s Hut, yards and camping and Day Use Area. 

6.4.8.5 Casuarina Day Use Area to Abbot’s Yards 

From the Casuarina Day Use Area trailhead, bike riders may take day rides south to Flaggy 

and Shady Creeks or travel further south along Blackfellow Creek.  Mountain bike riders may 

use the existing track network leading to Abbot’s Yards and onto a new track system 
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designed for use by mountain bike riders and horse riders.  Although mountain bike riders 

will be able to picnic away from the main Creek area, specific facilities will not be provided.  

On acquiring a permit, mountain bike riders will be able to use the proposed camping areas 

and eco-huts. 

6.4.8.6 Abbot’s Yards to Flaggy Creek 

A narrow valley with a high steep slopes running along the eastern side with intermittent 

spurs and a comparatively low ridge running along the western side separating Flaggy Creek 

from Blackfellow Creek.  Most of the trees on the flats and lower ridges on the western 

slopes have been cleared.  While on the eastern slopes native vegetation is relatively 

untouched and steep slopes prevent access. 

Trails dedicated for bike riding have been identified radiating east from Abbot’s Yards.  A 

loop circuit traverses Flaggy and Little Flaggy Creeks connecting to a proposed campsite 

located in Flaggy Creek Valley.  

6.4.8.7 Abbot’s Yards to Top Yards to National Park Boundary 

A wide valley with a high ridge lies to the west with a comparatively low ridge running along 

the eastern side separating Blackfellow Creek from Flaggy Creek.  Natural vegetation has 

been thinned on the flats and slopes during previous agricultural use. 

Blackfellow Creek contains a riparian corridor.  On acquiring a permit, mountain bike riders 

will be able to use the proposed camping areas and eco-huts.  Bikes may use the main valley 

floor track for access to camping nodes as this track is also used by maintenance vehicles, 

horses, and bushwalkers and signs will be erected to advise riders when they are on a 

multiple use track. 

6.4.8.8 Key Outcomes 

•= The Plan provides a number of opportunities for MTB riders to explore the steep 

ridges, high plateaus and deep valleys of the Park.   

•= Near the northern entrance of the Park in PUIDS 5,6,7 and 8, a network of tracks and 

roads are provided for riders to test their stamina and skills whilst enjoying expansive 

views of the Park from the high ridges.  A number of ‘downhill runs’ will be provided 

for the exclusive use of MTB riders.   

•= Guidelines will be provided for mountain bike riders to promote safety procedures, 

speed limits and give-way rules. 
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6.4.9 Camping 

Glen Rock Regional Park will offer a range of camping opportunities including; two-wheel 

drive access, with showers a table and fire pit; a camping area with minimal facilities; and 

thirdly, bush camping in remote areas without vehicle access.  Camping will also usually be 

associated with other recreation activities including bushwalking, horse riding, and four-

wheel driving and this has been considered in the placement of camping areas in the Park. 

All campers, including bush camping, will need to self-register at the Casuarina Day Use 

Area and may be required to contact the ranger regarding site availability and the use of fire.  

Open fires may be permitted in campgrounds, but in the more remote parts of the Park, fuel 

stoves are required to minimise the risk of bushfire and to assist in the rehabilitation of 

significant vegetation species.   

Camping facilities are located in PUIDs Bush camping in PUIDs  

6.4.9.1 Front Entrance to Casuarina Day Use  

A riparian strip runs along Blackfellow Creek, while native vegetation on ether side has been 

thinned, and the area is an undulating-open grassland.  Above the alluvial flats on either side 

of Black Duck Creek are a series of benches on the lower and mid-slopes, Narrow-leaved 

Ironbark and Silver-leaved Ironbark regrowth provide a woodland on these slopes and higher 

up the slopes they form into a Gumtree forest. 

A good road in through the centre of this area makes the most of the area, whilst either side 

of this road is easily accessible for two-wheel drive vehicles. 

Vehicle-based camping will be provided on the eastern side of the valley on two elevated 

benches overlooking the main Creek and the western escarpment, approximately one 

kilometre from the entrance to the property.  The lower campsite will provide vehicle-based 

camping for camper trailers and caravans in a rural landscape.  The upper bench site will 

provide vehicle-based tent camping facilities.  A galley style shelter shed will be constructed 

to provide a food preparation area, communal cooking fireplaces and shelter from the 

weather. 

The Casuarina Camp Ground is accessible by two-wheel drive and is established as a focal 

point for visitors.  Facilities include picnic tables, barbeques, shelter shed and toilets.  The 

camp ground, with fireplaces, toilet and shower facilities allows campers to enjoy camping 

with conventional vehicles.  This is the departure point for horse riders, bushwalkers and 

mountain bike riders to more remote parts of the property.   
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6.4.9.2 Cooke’s Tableland 

A campsite at the Old Timber Cutters Camp is located on Cooke’s Tableland.  This campsite 

is located in natural settings to enable campers to enjoy views and the ambience of the high 

plateau. 

Camping at the designated Cooke’s Tableland site may be prearranged or booked on-site.  

Numbers will be restricted, under permit, to ensure group size is appropriate to the setting 

and to minimise conflict between different user groups.  The intent is to retain the naturalness 

and ambience of the setting for the enjoyment of all.   

There is also the opportunity in this remote area of the Park, for visitors to experience bush 

camping and walking in a relatively undisturbed natural setting.  Access is via bushwalking, 

trail horse, four-wheel drive vehicles, or trail and mountain bikes under permit conditions.  

Visitors to this part of the Park will use the Black Duck Creek or the Mt Machar Roads. 

From either bush camping or the Old Timber Cutters Camp Site Campground, visitors are 

able to spend the day walking along the bushwalking tracks, picnicking alongside the many 

dams (no facilities).  However, access to some parts of the Tableland and Black Duck Creek 

Valley are restricted to protect and manage natural ecosystems of vulnerable species and to 

minimise any impacts on neighbouring landholders. 

6.4.9.3 Old Timber Cutters Camp to Black Duck Creek Entrance 

Narrow-leaved Ironbark and Silver-leaved Ironbark woodland and open forest occupies the 

lower slopes and Brush Box open forest and closed forests occupy the gullies and the banks 

on either side of Black Duck Creek.  (A two-wheel drive accessible road leading in from the 

rear entrance of the Park would allow easy access for conventional vehicles to access bush 

camping sites located up to Cooke’s Hut), but a four-wheel drive is required for accessing 

bush camping sites beyond the Cooke’s Hut area.  

6.4.9.4 Casuarina Day Use Area to Abbot’s Yards 

Glen Rock Gully, to the east of Casuarina Day Use Area, provides vehicle-based camping 

opportunities for off-road vehicles in a natural setting with facilities.  This site has been 

chosen to allow off-road vehicle access to campsites in a natural setting removed from 

conventional campers and the more developed facilities.   



Draft 20th May 2001 117

Campsites have been identified to provide bushwalkers, horse and bike riders with the 

opportunity to camp in natural settings and enjoy the scenic landscape of the steep 

escarpments running Creeks and expansive views from the high plateau. 

6.4.9.5 Abbot’s Yards to Flaggy Creek 

It is envisaged that the majority of visitors travelling to Abbot’s Yards and Flaggy Creek 

Camping Areas will follow the main track and enjoy relatively easy walking or riding in a 

rural landscape  

The campsite near Flaggy Creek is located close to permanent water and in proximity to the 

horse and bike riding trail.  The campsites near Flaggy and Little Flaggy Creeks have been 

selected to provide visitor views of the Creek, along the valley and the steep escarpments that 

frame the property. 

6.4.9.6 Abbot’s Yards to Top Yards and to the National Park Boundary 

Narrow-leaved Ironbark and Silver-leaved Ironbark regrowth provide a woodland and higher 

up the slopes Brush Box form open and closed Gumtree Forest. Visitors moving further into 

the Park will need to be self reliant on their navigation skills and be prepared to carry 

sufficient water and food supplies. 

The management intent for these areas of the property is to ensure very low impact from 

visitor activity or other land uses.  These areas have a high nature conservation value and 

some sectors adjoin the Main Range National Park.  Land uses and visitor activities are 

restricted under Management Guidelines and Codes of Practice. 

Low volume bush camping will be permitted in this area, however no open fires will be 

permitted.  Visitor management guidelines will apply to restrict group size and visitor 

activities will be monitored to ensure no significant change to the landscape setting. (Refer to 

Map 9, Vol 3-Maps for bush camping locations) 

6.4.9.7 Key Outcomes 

PUID 3 Lower Bench - campervan x 5 / caravan x 2 sites with power and facilities to 

accommodate bigger groups.  Upper Bench - design facility with landscaping 

for two Cabins and 10-15 camp sites. 

PUID 15 Glen Rock Gully - Low volume off-road vehicle-based camp.  Low impact 

campsite with facilities for 4WD vehicles.  This site is not available to trail 

bike riders or horse riders.  
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PUID 17 Eastern Escarpment.  Access for camping and walking activities are 

constrained due to a management priority to protect sensitive habitat areas.  

Activities will be managed to ensure no significant modifications to the pre-

existing landscape class (2-3).  The goal of management is to maintain a 

maximum landscape class of 3.  Special care with prescribed burning, 

campfires not permitted, visitors to use fuel stoves. 

PUID 21 Casuarina Camp Ground - preferred destination for groups.  This area is not to 

expand beyond current size.  A Horse rider camping area may be developed in 

the future.  Future works will require development of a landscaping buffer 

between picnic and camping areas. 

PUID 31, 43 Mt Machar - Camping is not permitted on Mt Machar ridge due to 

incompatibilities with Protected Habitat Area. 

PUID 51 Camping site to be built here (refer to Map 9 Vol 3 – Maps for location) this 

camp will be the last group camp in the southern part of the Park.  Use this 

site as a base camp for staging other activities e.g. for Flaggy Creek Walk, 

walks to higher ridges etc. Visitor Management Guideline for camping is 

required and need to be produced on visitor information sheets attached to 

permits and made available at visitor centre.  These should include the need to 

manage group size, water crossings, and use of waterways for swimming 

bathing, cleaning teeth etc that is, no soaps or toothpaste. No human waste left 

near waterways. 

PUID 53 Flaggy Creek camp- a site to be established, campers to be made cognisant of 

potential impacts of nutrients in watercourse and that there is to be no removal 

of significant fresh water animals. Camping takes precedence over picnicking 

at this site. 

PUID 60 camp site to be located at Old Timber Cutters Camp.  This campsite to be 

designed to be appropriate to the landscape setting.  Monitor visitor activity 

and any impacts on neighbours from camp.  No other campsites are to be 

provided in the northern half of PUID 60.  

PUID 65 Point Pure occurs in this PUID and there is an existing demand for overnight 

walking from Goomburra State Forest via Main Range Nation Park to Point 

Pure.  Shady Creek Bush camping- Fuel stove only, no open fires, small group 

walk-in, walk-out camping in Landscape Class 2 - 3.  Camping on Point Pure 
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cannot occur without concurrence with QPWS.  Setting appropriate Landscape 

Class 3 camp. 

PUID 66 Black Duck Creek Valley - Campers to use fuel stoves.  In dry conditions 

visitors to carry in their own water supply.  Setting appropriate group size - 

low impact camping obey 750 metre buffer around Hoop Pine Gorge (PUID 

58)-no camping permitted in this buffer area. 

PUID 70 Blackfellow Creek - Camping areas should be benched away from the creek 

banks so that there is no risk of pollution.  Implement duty of care for visitor 

management and camping safety to avoid issues arising from 1 in 5 year flood 

events –eastern slopes Landscape Class 3 - 3.5.  Setting appropriate activities 

limiting (small) group size.  Identify Creek access points to minimise Creek 

erosion.  Opportunity for commercial eco-tour overflow available.  

PUID 73, 74 Remote area camping opportunity.  Camping constrained to take account of 

the need for fire management vigilance and regulatory/interpretive 

responsiveness.  Camping in small groups appropriate to setting and 

management of people at any one time (PAOT).  Manage to promote 

maintenance of water quality values.  Encourage camping away from 

rainforest Creeks. 

6.5 SCENIC AMENITY  

Glen Rock Regional Park scenery, from tops of mountains and around the semi-permanent 

Creeks, is among the best in South East Queensland.  Management and development of 

recreation facilities at Glen Rock will be sensitive to people’s strong preference to maintain 

highly natural landscapes.  Drawing from people’s clear preference for landscapes without 

buildings, care will be taken to ensure that built structures, including shelter sheds, toilet 

blocks, or houses, blend into the rural setting by choosing visually non-prominent site 

locations and design.  Before the location of any potential building area was selected, the 

visual impact of several alternative locations was assessed.  Assessment of visual impact took 

into account the effect on-ground views, but also the effect on views from walking trails and 

lookout points from hillsides and mountaintops. 

The greatest appeal of the Park is the undeveloped nature.  An increase in visitor numbers to 

the Park, will also increase the value of scenic amenity. As an increase in visitation is 

expected, sensitive site planning of facilities will minimise visual impacts will be 

implemented for the construction of prominent facilities. 
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Eight lookouts will capture the breathtaking scenery from both sides of the Blackfellow 

Creek Valley and picnicking in fields adjacent to the many Creek systems of the Park will 

provide ample opportunities for visitors to enjoy this magnificent landscape. 

Car parks could create a real problem with visual amenity.  Vehicle parking areas are 

therefore inappropriate for areas beyond the Casuarina Day Use Area.  Vehicles that have 

access beyond this point will need to park beside formed tracks or where there are visitor use 

structures, on areas defined as vehicle parking areas.  These areas will not be hardened and 

will be managed to maintain a grass covering and parking spaces may be rotated. 

Vehicles will not be permitted to park in proximity to watercourses.  A monitoring program 

will be put in place to assess the need to review this policy, and take account of increasing 

demand and impacts from vehicle parking.  This data will be needed in the development of 

the next Management Plan. 

6.5.1 Key Outcomes 

��Monitor and map the Visual Exposure of the property as visitor use changes. 

��Adopt practices for the monitoring of Visitor Perceptions and Visual Exposure as access 

to the property increases. 

��Ensure that development and maintenance of infrastructure is appropriate to the 

Landscape Class and Landscape Setting. 

��The placement of new infrastructure will consider the visual amenity of the landscape and 

ensure visitor experience is not detrimentally affected.  

PUID 5 This area is a key part of the entryway and any infrastructure must be unobtrusive 

if not evident.   

PUID 9 Blackfellow Creek Picnic Area - This area will require landscaping with local 

species of green shady native species including Kurrajong, M. bracteata and Ficus 

to improve its current and future scenic quality.  

 As some of this area has been set aside for an Activity Centre landscaping needs 

to be incorporated using fast growing native trees around buildings to mask them 

and additional consideration should be given for access roads in the infrastructure 

precinct as this area is highly visible from the current and proposed lookouts. 

PUID 13 The Vision for Glen Rock Regional Park is “of a landscape that is lightly touched 

by man” and this should be visually evident from all major scenic vantage points 
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within the Park.  Therefore all infrastructure developments need to consider the 

visual impacts of the resulting structures and landscape existing farm structures. 

PUID 14 Glen Rock Gully - Any development in this area should be managed to show 

sensitivity to the Glen Rock feature and the surrounding area. 

PUID 22 Glen Rock Ridges- Make road under Glen Rock feature unobtrusive in the 

landscape. 

PUID 27 Facilities must be in evident, care required in any new development.  This is a 

primary viewing point  

PUID 60 Cooke’s Tableland-Camping and other structures (including vehicle car parks) are 

to be located away from the cliff edge to maintain visual amenity of the site and 

minimise visual impacts from distant view points. 

6.6 FOREST PRODUCTION  

The nature of the landscape within Glen Rock Regional Park poses significant limitations on 

the overall viability and sustainability of commercial Forest Production activities. 

Individually, selected products such as Melaleuca bracteata seeds do occur in significant 

quantities and may be commercially viable. 

As an outcome of previous patterns of land use, areas where slope and access considerations 

do not pose significant limitations, low standing volumes of potential wood products are 

evident. 

Locally viable volumes of fence and landscape materials exist within Glen Rock.  These 

areas may provide some opportunity to source products to support maintenance activities 

within the Park and potentially some other local area niches. 

Sawlog and Pole products exist either at limited locations or in non-commercially viable 

volumes or do not exist at present.  However, they have in the past and may again at some 

point in the future beyond the current and subsequent Plan periods (e.g Cooke’s Tableland).  

6.6.1 Front Entrance to Casuarina Day Use  

The majority of this area has been cleared of viable timber reserves for agricultural use.  A 

Farm Forestry Lot for seed source, firewood, posts and to meet property maintenance and 

development needs will be established.  Timber species including E. crebra, E. tereticornis, 

M. bracteata will be planted on low areas, while E. melanophloia will be planted in the 

higher non-arable areas in PUID 8.  Contour planting will be used to avoid straight line 

planting.  In PUID 1, forest regeneration of Ironbarks and selective harvesting for poles will 



Draft 20th May 2001 122

be initiated while the wood lot is establishing.  The management intent for the property is to 

provide sustainable land uses and to become economically self-sufficient and this includes 

the supply of timber products for fences and construction of facilities through Farm Forestry. 

6.6.2 Cooke’s Tableland 

The majority of viable timber suitable for posts and poles have been harvested during past 

forestry activities.  There is however, a number of mid-size standing volumes of E. teritcornis 

and Corymbia citriodora that will be at a harvestable size within 10 years.  This will 

constitute a timber reserve for future use within the Park but is not a commercially viable 

resource. 

The salvage of fallen materials from previous operations, within 25 metres of roads from the 

inner loop track in PUID 59, will be permitted under the guidelines of forestry Codes of 

Practice e.g. leaving hollow logs for native fauna habitat etc. 

6.6.3 Old Timber Cutters Camp to Black Duck Creek Entrance 

This part of the property has been previously harvested in conjunction with Cooke’s 

Tableland and the majority of viable timber suitable for posts and poles have been removed 

during past forestry activities.  There is however, a standing volume of E. teritcornis and 

Corymbia citriodora that are at a harvestable size and will constitute a timber reserve for use 

within the Park is not a commercially viable resource.  The management intent for the 

property is to provide sustainable land uses and to become economically self-sufficient.  This 

includes the supply of timber products for fences and construction of facilities, and the 

harvesting of timber in this area will allow this to take place until the Farm Forestry plots 

have timber of a harvestable size. 

6.6.4 Casuarina Day Use Area to Abbot’s Yards 

A Farm Forestry Lot located in the western alluvial flats of Blackfellow Creek has been 

identified to provide for firewood, posts and to meet property maintenance and development 

needs.  Timber species including E. crebra, E. tereticornis, M. bracteata will be planted in 

low areas, while E. melanophloia will be planted in the higher non-arable areas in PUID 20.  

Use contour planting and avoid straight line planting to reduce impacts on scenic amenity.  

The management intent for the property is to provide sustainable land uses and to become 

economically self sufficient and this includes the supply of timber products for fences and 

construction of facilities through Farm Forestry Lots. 
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Commercial seed harvesting of M. bracteata will be permitted in the vicinity of Abbot’s 

Yards (PUID 41) and within the Farm Forestry Lot in PUID 20, to provide a revenue source 

for the Park. 

6.6.5 Abbot’s Yards to Flaggy Creek 

A narrow valley with a high steep slopes running along the eastern side with intermittent 

spurs and a comparatively low ridge running along the western side separating Flaggy Creek 

from Blackfellow Creek.  Most of the trees of commercial size have been removed on the 

flats and the lower ridges on the western slopes.  While on the eastern slopes, native 

vegetation is relatively untouched and steep slopes prevent harvesting of standing timber. 

Timber production including the harvesting of fencing and landscape materials is permitted 

using dead (rung) standing timber.  Permits will specify harvesting conditions under the 

guidelines of forestry Codes of Practice, e.g. leaving hollow logs for native fauna habitat etc. 

6.6.6 Abbot’s Yards to Top Yards 

A wide valley with a high ridge lies to the west with a comparatively low ridge running along 

the eastern side separating Blackfellow Creek from Flaggy Creek.  Natural vegetation has 

been thinned on the flats and slopes during previous agricultural use. 

Blackfellow Creek has a riparian corridor containing large volumes of M. bracteata. 

Commercial seed harvesting of M. bracteata will be permitted in this area to provide a 

revenue source for the Park. 

6.6.7 Key outcomes 

•= Potential exists for the establishment of Farm Forestry Plantations/Woodlots for 

timber production use for the Park. 

•= Commercial opportunities exist for Melaleuca bracteata seed harvesting as they exist 

in commercially viable quantities. 

��Ensure timber-harvesting practices are in accordance with Glen Rock Management Plan 

Codes of Practice, so that activities do not adversely affect the nature conservation values 

of the site. 

��Provide forest products for Glen Rock Regional Park’s use in facility construction e.g. 

fences and maintenance needs. 
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PUID 1 Foster regeneration of Ironbark - selective harvesting for poles while wood lot 

established after 20 years. 

PUID 8 Farm Forestry Lot for seed source, firewood, posts.  E. crebra, tereticornis, M 

bracteata on low areas silver leaf iron bark on top areas. Use contour planting and 

avoid straight line planting to reduce impacts on scenic amenity. 

PUID 20 Farm Forestry Lot for seed source, firewood, posts.  Timber species including E. 

crebra, E. tereticornis, M bracteata to be planted on low areas with Silver-leaf 

Ironbark on top areas.  Use contour planting and avoid straight line planting to 

reduce impacts on scenic amenity. 

PUID 41 Seed harvest - Harvest Bracteata seed - no shooting for seed collection. 

PUID 49 Unconstrained use of dead material for Park maintenance.  

PUID 50 Seed harvest - Harvest Bracteata seed - no shooting for seed collection. 

PUID 59 Salvage of fallen materials permitted from previous operations within 25 metres 

of the inner loop road. 

PUID 77 Selective harvesting of low volumes to protect understorey, bird and koala habitat 

- Code of Practice applies to protect habitat trees.  

6.7 INDIGENOUS CULTURAL HERITAGE 

Ongoing discussions have been held with Indigenous groups concerning the planning 

process. The Resource Management Group determined that it was desirable to provide 

Indigenous groups the opportunity to consider the draft plan document and provide comment 

before its release to the wider community.  Outcomes from the Glen Rock Indigenous 

Cultural Heritage Study and field trips undertaken with Indigenous groups included: 

��A history of Indigenous use in the area surrounding and including Glen Rock Regional 

Park; 

��Documentation of Indigenous organisations and individuals who have cultural interests in 

the area, and recording of their interests, issues and opinions; and  

��Recommendations concerning the management of places of Indigenous significance and 

integration of Indigenous Cultural Heritage values with other values and uses on the 

property and ongoing consultation subsequent to the release of the Management Plan. 



Draft 20th May 2001 125

All Four Indigenous groups have been contacted with the offer to discuss the draft plan.  Three of 

the four groups have taken up this offer. There have been no concerns raised by any of the three 

groups, and the draft Plan will now be released to the wider community for consultation.  

From these meetings potential areas of cultural significance and potential threats to these areas 

have been identified 

Since the writing of the Resources Assessment Team report, additional information has been 

supplied by the Indigenous groups and has been included as Appendix 4J, Attachment 1, Vol. 4-

Appendices. 

6.7.1 Key Outcomes: 

The key outcomes from ongoing discussions with Indigenous groups has identified that: 

•= Indigenous people will have time on the property to consider the possible 

spiritual/ceremonial attributes of geographic features, such as Glen Rock.  Until 

clarification of such issues, the promotion of features such as Glen Rock will not be 

included in rock climbing or bushwalking programs. 

•= Various Indigenous groups are conducting family history research, which will provide 

additional information.  When the results of this research are known, further action 

may be taken to incorporate programs for site interpretation by Indigenous groups in 

visitor programs. 

•= Surveys may be conducted of PUIDs with permanent waterholes that are believed to 

be the most likely to contain archaeological evidence of Indigenous use: PUIDs 9, 29, 

40, 45, 48, 51, 55, 64 and 71.  

•= A brief field inspection of the flats around the Glen Rock Homestead site and several 

of the waterholes along Blackfellow Creek failed to identify any positive 

archaeological evidence of Indigenous use of the land.  

•= From the regional archaeological record, the most likely sites to be found would be 

artefact scatters and scarred trees, but the possibility of finding axe grinding grooves, 

an art site or a burial site cannot be ruled out.  

•= Most of the scarred trees on the Glen Rock property are either surveyor’s blazes or 

trees adjacent to the creeks that have been damaged by flood-borne debris.  
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•= There will be ongoing consultation and involvement with Indigenous groups to 

investigate commercial potential for cultural tourism.  

6.8 NON-INDIGENOUS CULTURAL HERITAGE  

Nineteen places have been identified that are associated with the history of Glen Rock 

Regional Park, which possess some degree of cultural heritage significance.  There are many 

other places and features (e.g. fences, gates, paddocks, rung bark landscapes) which 

contribute to the overall ‘heritage’ infrastructure and ambiance of the property, but 

individually do not display any particular significance.  For example, fences are common 

across the rural landscape and the fencing on Glen Rock Regional Park is neither unique nor 

rare. 

However, some sections of fencing on the property are quite old and uncommon in the 

context of the property and also illustrative of past grazing activity.  The inclusion of the post 

and rail and three-wire horse paddock fences are an example.  This small remnant (about 50 

metres) of a fencing type once quite common around the homestead area and nearby 

paddocks is associated with a period during the early twentieth century when horse breeding 

was a major activity on the property.  Its significance is based upon its age, rarity (relative to 

the property) and association with earlier pastoral activity.  Moreover, some of the previous 

owners were instrumental in the introduction and development of polo in the region and in 

breeding polo ponies. 

The place identified to possess the most historic cultural heritage significance on the property 

is the old Slab Hut at the Glen Rock Homestead complex.  The slab hut is believed to date 

from the early 1870s and was attached to the main East Haldon Homestead constructed by 

the Philp family.  It is significant because of its age, its continuity of location and use, 

association with the earliest known permanent occupation of the area, and the early alienation 

of land from the East Haldon Run for selection.  Similarly, Cooke’s Hut (another slab timber 

hut) is significant because of its association with the alienation of land for prickly pear 

selection, its relative age, representativeness as an example of an out-station residence, and 

its intactness and setting.  Indeed, all the places identified draw their heritage significance, in 

one-way or another, from the property’s pastoral history, even the timber getters’ camps 

(timber rights in exchange for track construction) and the Shale Oil Lease (owned by Egdar 

Philp, of the East Haldon Philp’s).  In essence, these places demonstrate that the historic 

cultural heritage values of the property are derived from its pastoral history. 
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6.8.1 Key Outcomes 

•= Interpretive material to be developed from the information provided in the Resource 

Assessment Report to document the history of grazing and to illustrate the lineage of 

landholders who operated the property.  This material will be displayed at the 

Information Centre.  Ensure accurate interpretation material is presented at appropriate 

sites. 

•= Interpretive heritage walk to be developed for Cooke’s Tableland starting at the old 

timber-cutting site. 

•= Heritage conservation site plans to be developed for the homestead complex and Cooke’s 

Hut for protection and management.  Ensure that these plans are integrated with other 

management plans and strategies for the Park.  

��Ensure that recreation activities or other land uses do not adversely affect significant 

cultural heritage values. 

��Engage community participation in the care and interpretation of culturally significant 

places. 

PUID 13 Protect cultural values of Slab Hut in-situ.  Prepare Conservation site plan. 

PUID 55 Protect D'arcys Well and retain original fence posts. 

PUID 60 On-site low-key interpretive installation, articulating caravan and other site 

history as part of a heritage trail (caravan and associated debris to be removed 

from site).  Develop interpretative material for Old Logging Camp and Old 

Timber Cutters Camp.  The Heritage Walk begins at the Old Timber Cutters 

Camp. 

PUID 64 Retain original Survey Tree. 

PUID 67 Protect Cooke’s Well. 

PUID 67 Develop Conservation Plan for Cooke’s Hut. 

6.9 HONEY PRODUCTION  

Areas of bushland suitable for honey production in South East Queensland are already 

limited and becoming more scarce as development continues.  Remaining forest areas under 

Crown tenure assume greater importance for beekeeping.  In the Brisbane Valley area, State 
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Forest is mainly used for spring build and honey production every 5-6 years when nectar 

flows are copious. 

Glen Rock provides the opportunity for an additional area, relatively close to local 

beekeepers, to be utilised when these infrequent honey flows occur. 

The value of Glen Rock for honey production rests on the expected yields from two 

vegetation types and their accessibility from a two-wheel drive tray truck used to transport 

beehives. 

The area useful for honey production also relates to the effective range of bees from their 

hive as they gather nectar to make honey.  In the decision-making process, the effective 

harvesting range was taken to be 800 metres based on available evidence. 

The two productive vegetation types are: 

•= Narrow-leaved Ironbark and Silver-leaved Ironbark woodland and open forest, which 

occupies the drier lower slopes in the major valleys; and 

•= Brush Box open forest and closed forest, which is associated with gullies on dry and 

moist slopes. 

6.9.1 Front Entrance to Casuarina Day Use Area 

Natural vegetation has been thinned, and areas carry less nectar supplies and are therefore 

less productive.  On the low to mid-slopes, Narrow-leaved Ironbark and Silver-leaved 

Ironbark regrowth provide a woodland and higher up the slopes form open forest. 

A good road in through the centre of this area makes both sides of this road easily accessible 

for a two-wheel drive tray truck.  Two bee sites will be placed in this area (Refer Map 20, 

Vol 3 for location) one in PUID 7 allowing access for bees to PUIDs 7,8 and 9 and one in 

PUID 14 allowing access for bees to PUIDs 13, 21 and 14.  

At each of these sites, hives will be placed in groups of around 100 away from visitor nodes 

and at least 100m from tracks to help avoid the temptation of visitors to disturb hives.  Signs 

may need to be placed near hive sites to inform visitors not to disturb hives and information 

included in visitor information sheets and on display material in the Visitor Information 

Centre.  As with all areas where grazing and beehives co-exist, cattle will quickly adjust to 

the presence of the hives and will rarely disturb the hives. 
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6.9.2 Homestead to Mt Machar across Razorback to Cooke’s Tableland 

High altitude vegetation types are not suitable for honey production because flowering tends 

to occur during the cooler months of the year when conditions do not favour bees.  These 

areas are also inaccessible. 

6.9.3 Old Timber Cutters Camp to Black Duck Creek Entrance 

Narrow-leaved Ironbark and Silver-leaved Ironbark woodland and open forest occupies the 

lower slopes and Brush Box open forest and closed forests occupy the gullies and the banks 

on either side of Black Duck Creek.  A two-wheel drive accessible road leading in from the 

rear entrance of the park would allow easy access for a two-wheel drive tray truck, but a four-

wheel drive is required for accessing beyond Cooke’s Hut area.  

A single bee site will be placed in PUID 67, just beyond Cooke’s Hut, which is still two-

wheel drive accessible but will be 200 metres away from the visitor node located at Cooke’s 

Hut.  Hives will be placed in a group of around 100 at least 100 metres from tracks to help 

avoid the temptation of visitors to disturb hives.  Signs may need to be placed near the hives. 

6.9.4 Casuarina Day Use Area to Abbot’s Yards 

Natural vegetation has been thinned, and areas carry less nectar supplies and are therefore 

less productive.  On the low to mid-slopes, Narrow-leaved Ironbark and Silver-leaved 

Ironbark regrowth provide a woodland and higher up the slopes form open forest. 

A single bee site will be placed in PUID 37, which is still two-wheel drive truck accessible 

when dry, but will be 1 km away from the visitor node located at Abbot’s Yards.  Hives will 

be placed in a group of around 100 at least 100 metres from tracks to help avoid the 

temptation of visitors to disturb hives.  Signs may need to be placed near the hives. 

Apiarists will be asked to adopt “Tread Lightly” principles for water crossings to ensure that 

the effects of erosion are minimised. 

Potential build sites are based on riparian Forest Red Gum woodlands along the main valley 

of Blackfellow Creek as this vegetation type produces high quality pollen in the quantities 

needed.  These woodlands are also mostly accessible to beekeepers trucks.  However, the low 

temperatures experienced in spring limit the capability for build at Glen Rock. 

6.9.5 Abbot’s Yards to Flaggy Creek 

Natural vegetation has been thinned on the flats and areas carry less nectar supplies and are 

therefore less productive.  On the low to mid-slopes less vegetation has been cleared and 
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Narrow-leaved Ironbark and Silver-leaved Ironbark regrowth provide a woodland and higher 

up the slopes Brush Box form open and closed forest. 

A single bee site will be placed in PUID 42, which is still two-wheel drive truck accessible 

when dry, but will be 1 km away from the visitor node located at Abbot’s Yards. Hives will 

be placed in a group of around 100 at least 100 metres from tracks to help avoid the 

temptation of visitors to disturb hives.  Signs may need to be placed near the hives. 

Apiarists will be asked to adopt “Tread Lightly” principles for water crossings to ensure that 

the effects of erosion are minimised. 

6.9.6 Abbot’s Yards to Top Yards 

On the low to mid-slopes less vegetation has been cleared and Narrow-leaved Ironbark and 

Silver-leaved Ironbark regrowth provide a woodland and higher up the slopes Brush Box 

form open and closed forest.  Natural vegetation has been thinned on the flats and areas carry 

less nectar supplies and are therefore less productive. 

Three bees sites will be placed in this area.  One in each of these PUIDs; 52, 55 and 64, 

which are still two-wheel drive truck accessible when dry.  Within each site, hives will placed 

in groups of around 100, separated by distances of about 1.6 km to avoid competition 

between sites and at least 100 metres from any tracks to avoid the temptation of visitors to 

disturb hives.  Signs may need to be placed near the hives.  

Apiarists will be asked to adopt “Tread Lightly” principles for water crossings to ensure that 

the effects of erosion are minimised. 

Bee colonies must be managed in winter and spring so they are built to a robust condition to 

harvest nectar flows in summer. 

6.9.7 Key Outcomes. 

As a result of the decision-making process, eight bee sites are allocated for honey production 

at Glen Rock Regional Park.  These will also be available for build.  Six sites are located in 

Blackfellow Creek Valley, one site in Flaggy Creek Valley and the other in Black Duck 

Creek Valley.  All sites are accessible by two-wheel drive truck.  

Sites have been selected to maximise honey yield while avoiding conflicts with other uses.  

Use of beekeepers trucks to transport hives and work the hives is expected to be intermittent, 

in accordance with high nectar flows anticipated to be on a 5-6 year cycle.  Beekeepers will 

need to access the area to check on budding and flowering of trees to determine whether they 

wished to utilise the sites later.  Access to sites higher up Blackfellow Creek Valley will be 

permitted even though the use of vehicles for recreation will not be allowed.  Beekeepers will 
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need to have their beekeeping permit with them when accessing these sites.  Sites will be 

located away from proposed visitor facilities to avoid any problems associated with bees. 

Eight bee sites have been identified to be accessible productive areas.  Each site is considered 

to have a productive area within a 800 metre radius. 

PUID 7 Bee Site 

PUID 14 Bee Site 

PUID 37 Bee site 

PUID 42 Bee Site 

PUID 51 Bee Site 

PUID 55 Bee Site 

PUID 64  Bee Site 

PUID 67 Bee Site 

 

6.10 ECOTOURISM  

The local region is best known for its rich agricultural land and has until recently, never 

targeted the growing tourism market.  In fact, the local people of the Locker Valley have in 

the past, been more interested in the export market for their rich variety of fruits, vegetables, 

and animal produce than encouraging tourists to the region.  

However, with a world heritage area on its doorstep and a unique blend of rural Australia and 

the great Australian bush, Glen Rock Regional Park is destined to change that trend. 

The Eco-tourism Resource Report indicated that there are three key niche markets for Glen 

Rock.  The first is backpackers, with the area already attracting backpackers seeking 

temporary employment within the local farming community.  Additionally, there is an 

international airport within 2 ½hrs drive. 

Secondly, families from Brisbane, Logan, Toowoomba, which are less than two hours drive 

away from Glen Rock Regional Park.  With close to two million people now living in these 

cities of greater South East Queensland, Glen Rock Regional Park is an ideal location for a 

weekend getaway in the country.  

Lastly, for the same reason as there is a family market, equally there is an opportunity for the 

executive and retreat market.  A small-sized conference centre and or a health retreat are a 
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real possibility for the Glen Rock Regional Park, offering a taste of Real Australia in a place 

located well away from the interruptions of city life.  

Ecotourism is seen as a real possibility for raising the necessary funds to continue to mange 

the Park efficiently, in addition to the revenue gained from cattle being agisted on the Park. 

With the three markets in mind and with the theme of a rural setting in the great Australian 

bush the Resource Management Group have proposed a number of ecotourism activities for 

Glen Rock Regional Park.  These include cabins, guided tours, a swimming hole / water 

feature plus commercial centre including an Activity Centre for a restaurant, kiosk/shop 

activity centre e.g. woodturning, blacksmith shop, and a chair lift to Mt Philp offering 

spectacular views of the valley. 

Ecotourism will follow the use pattern set for the Park with most of the commercial activities 

occurring in the front third of the Park, with some cabins and small group tours permitted in 

the middle third of the park including Cooke’s Hut and Tableland area, and no activities in 

the rear third of the Park. 

All tenders for ecotourism development proposals, based on the recommendations of this 

Management Plan, will take into consideration the current market price for capital 

developments of a similar nature on private land. 

6.10.1.1 Front Entrance to Casuarina Day Use Area 

Natural vegetation has been thinned, with an open grassland on either side of Blackfellow 

Creek. On the low to mid-slopes, Narrow-leaved Ironbark and Silver-leaved Ironbark 

regrowth provide a woodland and higher up the slopes, taller and greater numbers of trees, 

form an open forest. 

A good road in through the centre of this area allows easy access to either side of this road for 

two-wheel drive vehicles. 

Vehicle-based camping 

In addition to the Casuarina Camp Ground, new campsites will be provided on the eastern 

side of the valley on two elevated benches below Mt Philp, overlooking the main Creek and 

the western escarpment, approximately one kilometre from the Park’s front entrance.  The 

lower campsite will provide vehicle-based camping for camper trailers and caravans in a rural 

landscape.  The upper bench site will provide vehicle-based tent camping facilities.  A galley-

style shelter shed will be constructed to provide a food preparation area, communal cooking 

area, and shelter from the weather.   
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Eco-Huts 

A small gully dissects this rural plateau providing an opportunity to locate two huts, each 

accommodating up to eight people.  The huts will be designed and constructed in a rural 

theme appropriate to the setting and they will provide a basic level of comfort and shelter.  

Each hut will be carefully located to maximise views of distant landscapes and prevailing 

breezes with selected planting of native vegetation to screen them from the nearby camp area.  

Mt Philp Chairlift 

The proposed low-impact Mt Philp Chairlift is to be located on the northern side of Mt Philp 

above the eco-huts bench.  It will provide an eco-experience lifting visitors just above the tree 

line on the lower slopes to the summit of Mt Philp.  At the top of Mt Philp, visitors gain a 

spectacular view of the valley and the northern part of the property and south to Mt 

Hennessy. 

The proposal to incorporate a chairlift will provide a signature statement for Glen Rock 

Regional Park as an eco-tourism destination.  This proposal requires a significant investment 

from the private sector to compliment the Glen Rock Regional Park experience.  

Additionally, the establishment of a chair lift on this site may bring about a significant change 

to current visitation to other Lockyer Valley eco and rural tourism destinations.  The intent is 

to attract visitors to the valley and provide an opportunity similar to the three-sisters of New 

South Wales’ Blue Mountains.  It will allow all visitors to enjoy the spectacular views from 

the high ridges.  

6.10.1.2 Homestead to Mt Machar 

Eco-shuttle 

A commercially operated eco-shuttle service has been proposed to access facilities beyond 

the Casuarina Day Use Area.  It is envisaged that this may be a 4WD bus, which will be able 

to take people and their luggage to camp sites, eco-huts, look-outs and also carry mountain 

bikers and bushwalkers to Cooke’s Tableland. 

Commercial Precinct 

The Plan provides for the development of a commercial node near the Glen Rock Homestead.  

A visitor facility with café and dining facilities and open fireplace, for cool winter days, will 

be designed to complement the rural setting and design adopted for the Park. 
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Visitors will be able to see an operating blacksmith shop, wood turning displays, trace the 

grazing history of Glen Rock Station, find Park information, displays on farm forestry, 

quality assured cattle production and equestrian activities.   

Farm Stay 

The plan provides for the development of a farm stay facility, consisting of a dormitory and 

shared facilities.  This farm stay facility is in close proximity to the commercial precinct and 

will make it easy to access the café etc.  Farm stay accommodation for families or groups, 

provides a farm interpretation experience within the Park.  The proposal embraces a quality, 

friendly rural farm stay where visitors can enjoy rural Queensland country fare, take in guided 

tours of the 6 300 hectare property and learn about agricultural production practices which 

bring food to the tables of all members of society.  The concept includes an experience of 

milking dairy cows, collecting eggs from the chickens in the morning or taking part in a cattle 

muster.   

Eco-tours 

Access to Mt Machar and Cooke’s Tableland is available from this point.  Guidelines are 

provided to assist trail horse riders and guided four-wheel drive tours using the Mt Machar 

Road.  Timing restrictions and permits will apply.  Trail horse riders of all levels, will be 

guided on very fit horses capable of traversing the steep and rough terrain.  An early morning 

departure is required on these commercially operated guided tours. 

Access for four-wheel drive vehicles and trail bikes will be under permit conditions with 

guided tours being conducted by accredited tour operators.  Departure for vehicles is timed so 

as not to conflict with horse riders.   

The Mt Machar ridgeline is an important habitat area for native animals and visitors are 

encouraged not to cause disturbance by creating undue noise through the operation of 

vehicles or inappropriate behaviour. 

6.10.1.3 Razorback 

Spectacular scenery on either side of the track makes it very tempting to stop to take 

photographs.  Stopping is however not permitted as well as overtaking.  A pull off area is 

located at either end of the Razorback and people are able to get a view of the terrain from 

these two points.  
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Riders and vehicles are restricted to the formed track and no overtaking is permitted.  This 

track is one-way only in the direction of Cooke’s Tableland before 12.30 pm and in the 

direction of the Casuarina Day Use Area for returning horse tours and the eco shuttle.  The 

track passes through habitat protection areas and codes of behaviour will be enforced.  

Access will be via guided tours with accredited tour guides. 

6.10.1.4 Cooke’s Tableland 

This is a remote area of the Park where visitors can experience bush camping and walking in 

a relatively undisturbed natural setting.  Access is via bushwalking, trail horse, four-wheel 

drive vehicles, or trail and mountain bikes under permit conditions.  Visitors to this part of 

the Park will use the Black Duck Creek or the Mt Machar Roads.  

Opportunities for organised tours to connect with the adjoining properties may be 

investigated as part of the implementation of the Plan.  

 

Eco-Huts 

The eco-hut accommodation located on Cooke’s Tableland will provide secluded 

accommodation with facilities in a remote location.  The design will be reminiscent of the 

1930s timber getters hut constructed of natural materials.  The siting of the hut(s) will be 

cognisant of visual impacts from surrounding viewpoints.  

The Plan has identified options for accommodation hut(s) of varying levels of modern 

comfort yet designed to be reminiscent of the 1930s timber getters huts.  The eco-huts will be 

designed appropriate to the Glen Rock rural setting, constructed in natural materials, and 

landscaped to fit into the bush.  The construction and siting of huts will be cognisant of visual 

impacts from surrounding viewpoints.   

6.10.2 Old Timber Cutters Camp to Black Duck Creek Entrance 

Narrow-leaved Ironbark and Silver-leaved Ironbark woodlands and open forests occupies the 

lower slopes and Brush Box open forest and closed forests occupy the gullies and the banks 

on either side of Black Duck Creek.  A two-wheel drive accessible road leading in from the 

rear entrance of the Park allows easy access for conventional vehicles to Cooke’s Hut, but a 

four-wheel drive is required for accessing beyond Cooke’s Hut.  
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The historic Cooke’s Hut dates back to the 1930s and provides a backdrop to the picnic site 

and a reminder of the history behind Glen Rock Regional Park.  Black Duck Creek offers a 

remote area to enjoy secluded horse riding, leisurely four-wheel driving and picnicking. 

A conservation plan will be developed by the EPA for Cooke’s Hut and it will be managed 

according to this plan’s recommendations. 

A heritage walk starting or ending at Cooke’s Hut is proposed and this will be accessible to 

eco-tour operators.  Interpretive material will be produced for visitors and tour guides, using 

information from the Cultural Heritage Resource Assessment Report (refer Appendix 4J, Vol 

4 –Appendices).  The heritage trail will acknowledge the historical early use of the park 

including the timber cutters who worked on the property. 

6.10.2.1 Casuarina Day Use Area to Abbot’s Yards 

Natural vegetation has been thinned on the valley floor and low slopes.  Narrow-leaved 

Ironbark and Silver-leaved Ironbark regrowth provide a woodland on the mid-slopes and 

higher up the slopes form an open Gumtree forest. 

Horse and bike riding tours may use the existing track network leading to Abbot’s Yards and 

south to the camp area provided in Blackfellow Creek Valley.  In Flaggy Creek, a loop track 

has been dedicated for use by horse and bike riders. 

A commercially operated eco-shuttle service will provide access to facilities beyond the 

Casuarina Day Use Area.  It is envisaged that this may be a 4WD bus, which will be able to 

take people and their luggage to camp sites, eco-huts, lookouts and also carry mountain 

bikers and bushwalkers to Cooke’s Tableland area. 

Camping 

Camp sites have been identified to provide bushwalkers, horse and bike riders with the 

opportunity to camp in natural settings and enjoy the scenic landscape of the steep 

escarpments running Creeks and expansive views from the high plateau. 

All campers including bush camping will need to self register at the Casuarina Day Use Area 

and may be required to contact the ranger regarding site availability and the use of fire.  Open 

fires may be permitted in campgrounds, but in the more remote parts of the Park fuel stoves 

are required to minimise the risk of bushfire and to assist in the rehabilitation of significant 

vegetation species.  The campsite in Flaggy Creek is located close to permanent water and in 

proximity to the horse and bike riding trail.  Other proposed campsites in Flaggy and Shady 
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Creeks have been selected to provide visitors with views of the Creek, along the valley and 

the steep escarpments that frame the property. 

6.10.2.2 Abbot’s Yards to Flaggy Creek 

Natural vegetation has been thinned on the flats and areas carry less nectar supplies and are 

therefore less productive.  On the low to mid-slopes less vegetation has been cleared and 

Narrow-leaved Ironbark and Silver-leaved Ironbark regrowth provide a woodland and higher 

up the slopes Brush Box form open and closed forest. 

Eco-huts and camping areas will provide visitors with a remote bushland experience.  

Camping will be bush style and eco-huts will be designed to be reminiscent of the 1930s 

timber getters hut constructed of natural materials.  The siting of the hut(s) will be cognisant 

of visual impacts from surrounding viewpoints. 

A commercially operated eco-shuttle service will provide access to facilities beyond the 

Casuarina Day Use Area.  It is envisaged that this may be a 4WD bus, which will be able to 

take people and their luggage to campsite and eco-huts. 

6.10.2.3 Abbot’s Yards to Top Yards 

On the low to mid-slopes less vegetation has been cleared and Narrow-leaved Ironbark and 

Silver-leaved Ironbark regrowth provide a woodland and higher up the slopes Brush Box 

form open and closed forest. 

A commercially operated eco-shuttle service will provide access to facilities beyond the 

Casuarina Day Use Area.  It is envisaged that this may be a 4WD bus, which will be able to 

take people and their luggage to campsite and eco-huts. 

6.10.2.4 Key outcomes 

The plan provides for ecotourism facilities that include, twelve camping locations, five eco-

huts, an eco-lodge and approximately 200 km of tracks. 

��The plan provides for a number of tourism opportunities based on the enjoyment and 

educational value of the natural environment of the Park.   

��These activities may include rural attractions, adventure tours, farm stay and tourism based 

on Indigenous and Non-Indigenous cultural values. 

��Ensure tour guides and commercial operators meet the requirements of Government 

safety, site Visitor Management requirements and provide an economic and social benefit 

to the regional community. 
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PUID 2  Mt Philp view may also be accessed via an existing track, which will be 

managed with permitted eco-tours (shuttle bus or 4WD tours one vehicle at a 

time). 

PUID 3 Starting point of Chair lift/people mover to Mt Philp.  The construction and 

operation of the Chair lift/people mover will be offered for public tender. This 

area is designed to meet the needs of ecotourism accommodation.  Two eco-

huts, each accommodating eight people, are to be constructed on the upper 

bench.  The huts are to be constructed in a rural theme with selective planting 

of native vegetation to screen from nearby camping area.   

PUID 9 Swimming hole and water feature plus Activity Centre including site for 

restaurant, kiosk/shop activity centre e.g. woodturning and blacksmith shop 

PUID 10 Possible site for eco-hut. 

PUID 13 Barracks/ farm stay accommodation dairy cow chickens etc farm 

interpretation.  Integrate with Activity Centre.  

PUID 15 Eco Hut to be located on upper ridges in secluded location providing views. 

PUID 42 Hut site potential. 

PUID 60 Eco-hut located in middle of PUID 60. 4WD accessible available under permit 

system. 

PUID 65 Provide bush camp / galley hut option.  Not for exclusive ecotourism use some 

free and independent use.  

Main constraints for ecotourism are: 

•= Design of infrastructure to comply with fire management regime; 

•= Any tracks or facilities must have minimum visual impact; 

•= A mixing of free and independent visitors and commercial clients potentially 

undesirable, there may be a need for some separation of ecotourism ventures; and 

•= Infrastructure should reflect the Rural Australian bush theme.  

 

 

6.11 GRAZING 

6.11.1 Front Entrance to Casuarina Day Use Area 
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Natural vegetation has been thinned allowing for a good grass cover with ample shade trees 

in paddocks and along Creeks.  Permanent water can be accessed from troughs located 

adjacent to Blackfellow Creek with water piped from the Creek and troughs located adjacent 

to each of the five dams. 

The area is well fenced and maintained and is divided into several paddocks.  A number of 

gates are provided, allowing for the rotation of stock to manage grass cover and to give 

separation between grazing and recreational uses. 

Grazing in this area is largely unconstrained however, and the management priority is for 

recreation and nature conservation.  The following management guidelines for grazing in this 

area will apply.  In PIUD 1 on the eastern slopes, significant vegetation species will be 

regenerated and stock movement will be restricted.  In areas close to the Glen Rock 

Homestead, Day Use Areas and other visitor focus areas, stock numbers will be reduced to 

allow vegetation regeneration, as these areas are highly visible to the public and there is a 

need to avoid interference with grazing stock.  No grazing can occur in areas where there will 

be a concentration of visitors, e.g. camping areas, huts, base of chairlift, kiosk, Information 

Centre, and Activity Centre.   

Along Blackfellow Creek off-stream watering points will be provided to encourage stock 

away from the riparian corridor and to minimise degradation of vegetation and water quality.  

Off-stream watering points will be established adjacent to dams in this area to allow for water 

quality management and regeneration of native vegetation. 

The southern dam in PUID 3 will be used primarily for recreational use and will not be 

accessible by stock.  However, when water levels are high, a supply may be provided for a 

stock watering trough from this dam. 

Included in the Glen Rock Pest Management Plan will be a system to prevent the introduction 

and spread of declared and environmental pests to or from the Park.  This Pest Management 

Plan will target the existing infestations of Lantana and Cockspur in the area, and outline 

preventative measures including the use of holding paddocks for new stock to prevent the 

invasion of weeds like Parthenium, Rhodes Grass and Green Panic. 

The Glen Rock Fire Management Plan will include an outline for a prescribed burning 

regime for this area that will provide for the maintenance and regeneration of native species 

and promote native grass growth for pasture. 

6.11.2 Homestead to Mt Machar 
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The alluvial flats of Blackfellow Creek provide good grass cover on the basalt soils.  It then 

rises to drier sandstone ridges, open grassy woodlands, with Ironbarks providing shade and 

erosion control.  The grass growth is less vigorous on the upper slopes that rise to basalt 

ridges associated with Mt Machar.  The steep slopes and the system of ridges with Brush box 

forests in the gullies can make mustering very difficult in this area. 

The only constraint placed on grazing in this area is the specified habitat protection areas 

where grazing is either reduced or excluded.  A 750 metre buffer zone has been put in place 

around the habitat protection area to promote vegetation growth for native species.  A 500 

metre exclusion zone around the rocky slope of the habitat protection zone will be fenced, to 

implement this exclusion.  

Glen Rock Homestead and machinery sheds are located in this section of the property along 

with substantial cattle yards and dip.  Road transport vehicles have excellent access for two-

wheel drive trucks to these yards for transport of stock.  These facilities provide effective 

management for cattle production. 

The Glen Rock Pest Management Plan will include the removal of Lantana, Rhodes Grass 

and Green Panic and the control wild dogs, feral cats and pigs.  This Plan will be coordinated 

with a native revegetation program to prevent weeds re-establishing. 

6.11.3 Mt Machar across Razorback  

The steep slopes of the Mt Machar ridge system rise to a razorback ridge forming part of the 

watershed between Blackfellow and Black Duck Creeks.  With dry sandstone ridges, open 

grassy woodlands, with Ironbarks providing shade and some erosion control.  The grass 

growth is less vigorous on the upper parts slopes.  The steep slopes and the system of ridges 

with Brush box forests in the gullies can make mustering very difficult in this area.  In many 

instances, the slope is so extreme that stock do not generally graze the upper slopes.  

6.11.4 Cooke’s Tableland 

Stock are moved into this area on a rotational basis to maximise the grazing benefit from a 

good cover of Kangaroo Grass. Traditionally, this area is a favoured grazing location during 

the winter months.  The Tableland area has the ability to maintain an excellent cover of 

native grasses and has a good covering of trees, supported by the rich basalt soils.  Previous 

logging has resulted in the removal of many of the larger trees creating an open forested 

grassland with shade and ample grass feed.  
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There are a number of stock watering dams and waterholes within Black Duck Creek and its 

tributaries.  

Two new fences will be constructed from the southern boundary fence near the old timber 

cutters camp, north along the edge of the Tableland until it reaches a natural barrier where the 

slope becomes a cliff.  The second fence will also originate from the old timber cutters camp, 

and will run to the west along the top of the most southern slope of Cooke’s Tableland, where 

it will again join a natural barrier of a very steep sided gorge.  (Refer to Map 17 vol 3 for 

location).  Once the new fences are in place, Cooke’s Tableland will be divided into three 

large paddocks, as cattle movement will be restricted by a number of deep valleys, steep 

ridgelines, and fences.  A number of gates are to be provided allowing for the rotation of 

stock for the management of grass cover and access to water points. 

A 750 metre buffer zone has been put in place around Hoop Pine Gorge habitat protection 

area to promote vegetation growth for native species.  A 500 metre exclusion zone will be 

implemented around the gorge, to provides a natural barrier to grazing.  

6.11.5 Old Timber Cutters Camp to Black Duck Creek Entrance 

Steep jutting ridges and gullies, with steep slopes and shear cliff faces, running along the 

length of the northern side of Black Duck Creek Valley act as a natural barrier.  Thick 

vegetation exists on most of these slopes and pockets of rainforest prevent any good grazing 

occurring in the gullies.  The upper reaches, on the western end of Black Duck Creek Valley 

floor is quite narrow with thick riparian vegetation, but it slowly opens out as you head east 

until it is approximately 800 metres wide near Cooke’s Hut and the rear entrance to the Park.  

There is a long, narrow cleared area running along the southern side of Black Duck Creek 

from the rear entrance running past Cooke’s Hut for approximately 200 metres where trees 

rapidly close in on this paddock.  This area rises to the south west, which is open forested 

grassland and the two areas combine to create one large productive paddock. 

With the construction of the fence from the old timber gather’s camp joining the natural 

barriers on the northern side of Black Duck Creek, the area is now divided into three 

paddocks to allow for rotational management of grazing.  A reduced carrying capacity will 

need to be put in place until this new fence is constructed.   

Stock will be able to access water at the three dams and at off-stream watering points placed 

along Flaggy Creek.  Yards at Cooke’s Hut allow for mustering and ease of transport away 

from the rear entrance to the Park. 
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The constraints placed on grazing on Cooke’s Tableland, within the 500 metre-exclusion 

zone that exists around Hoop Pine Gorge habitat protection area, do not apply up to the 

natural barriers in Black Duck Creek Valley.  Grazing is to be monitored to ensure that the 

natural barriers between Black Duck Creek Valley and Cooke’s Tableland are effective. 

6.11.6 Casuarina Day Use Area to Abbot’s Yards 

Rich black soils cover the majority of the alluvial flats that lie in the valley of Blackfellow 

Creek between the Casuarina Day Use Area and Abbot’s Yards.  Natural vegetation has been 

thinned on the flats allowing for good grass cover with ample shade trees in paddocks and 

along Creeks.  While on the moderate to steep slopes to the south of the Homestead, native 

vegetation has been cleared to allow maximum grazing but there is ample shelter (from trees) 

remaining.   

Along Blackfellow Creek off-stream, watering points will be provided to encourage stock 

away from the Riparian corridor and to minimise degradation of vegetation and water quality.  

Off-stream water points will be established adjacent to dams in this area to allow for water 

quality management and regeneration of native vegetation.  

The area is divided into three larger paddocks and two small paddocks that are well fenced 

allowing for rotation of stock to manage grass cover and to keep stock from straying into the 

Casuarina Day Use Area.  Natural barriers to the east of this area prevent stock escaping into 

the neighbouring Main Range National Park. 

Grazing in this area is largely unconstrained.  However, the management priority is for nature 

conservation and catchment protection, and the following management guidelines for grazing 

in this area will apply.  Manage stock numbers in areas close to visitor nodes to keep the 

ground cover in good condition, as the area is highly visible.  A new fence will be added to 

PUID 20 and 21 to build a laneway to the yards allowing ease of movement for cattle through 

the visitor node.  Grazing on the slopes of Glen Rock is to be reduced in carrying capacity to 

a level that stock are not evident within the area.  Natural vegetation will be encouraged to 

regenerate. 

6.11.7 Abbot’s Yards to Flaggy and Little Flaggy Creek 

A narrow valley with high steep jutting slopes running along the eastern side with a 

comparatively low ridge running along the western side separating Flaggy Creek from 

Blackfellow Creek.  Natural vegetation has been thinned on the flats and western slopes 

allowing for good grass cover with ample shade trees in paddocks and along Creeks.  While 
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on the eastern slopes native vegetation is relatively untouched and steep slopes prevent easy 

access for mustering.  A fence will be constructed at the base of the eastern slopes (Refer to 

Map 17 Vol 3 for location) and it will join a natural barrier on the northern side of Flaggy 

Creek Valley.  Stock will be kept on the western side of this fence to prevent them being lost 

in the thick vegetation or entering Main Range National Park. 

Along Flaggy Creek, off-stream watering points will be provided to encourage stock away 

from the riparian corridor and to minimise degradation of vegetation and water quality. 

There are yards and a dip located in this area to assist in the management of stock for 

parasites, branding etc. 

6.11.8 Abbot’s Yards to Top Yards 

A wide valley with a high slope running along the western side with a comparatively low 

steep ridge running along the eastern side separating Blackfellow Creek from Flaggy Creek.  

Natural vegetation has been thinned on the flats and slopes allowing for good grass cover 

with ample shade trees in paddocks and along Creeks.  

Off-stream watering points will be provided along Blackfellow Creek to encourage stock 

away from the Riparian corridor and to minimise degradation of vegetation and water quality. 

Most of the area is held within one large paddock with two small paddocks located adjacent 

to Abbot’s Yards.  Two sets of yards and two dips are located in this area to assist in the 

management of stock for parasites, branding etc. 

6.11.9 Top Yards to National Park Boundary 

Blackfellow Creek Valley narrows rapidly in this section.  A high steep slope runs along the 

eastern side with a comparatively low ridge running along the western side.  Natural 

vegetation has been thinned on the flats and western slopes allowing for good grass cover 

with ample shade trees at the Top Yards end of this area.  While on the eastern slopes, native 

vegetation is relatively untouched and steep slopes prevent easy access for mustering.  A 

fence is to be constructed at the southern end of this PUID to prevent cattle entering the 

National Park.  (Refer to Map 17 Vol 3 for location) and it will join a natural barrier on the 

eastern side of Blackfellow Creek Valley. 

Investigate provision of off-stream stock watering points.  Set up stock watering points using 

tank storage and float valve controlled flow in the first instance, with a view to extending the 

program based on monitoring outcomes.  Poly pipes should be made visually unobtrusive and 
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protected from vandalism and fire.  Pipes should, be buried beside or under tracks.  In PUID 

71, natural barriers to the movement of cattle into the National Park are to be monitored to 

ensure that no stock stray into the National Park. 

6.11.10 Key Outcomes  

Six of the top 10 assessed PUIDs have unconstrained grazing, with the other four PUIDs 

gaining new fences to reduce visitor interactions with stock and new off Creek and dam 

stock-watering systems to better manage water quality.  The top ten PUIDs for grazing, in 

order of value, are 50, 53, 9, 3, 10, 28, 8, 1, 20, and 48. 

It is recommended that grazing continue at Glen Rock to maintain the grazing heritage and 

retain the rural theme of the property.  The significant modifications to the grazing regime 

have been made to protect sensitive habitat areas and to improve the water quality of streams 

within the property. 

A number of recommendations are made which will require changes to stock management in 

order to:  

��Improve paddock separation; 

��Protect the nature conservation values of Glen Rock special habitat areas; and 

��Prevent cattle from moving into the adjoining Main Range National Park.  

The changes include the provision of off-stream watering points for cattle and the addition of new 

fencing in some sections of streams to exclude cattle.  This will provided easier management of 

cattle and allow re-vegetation of stream banks. 

Better paddocks through improved fencing will produce better stock, by using rotational grazing 

to maintain a good cover and thus supply of feed. At the same time, this will encourage 

biodiversity. 

Grazing will continue under an agistee agreement with the income derived invested in the 

maintenance and development of the Park. 
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77  CCUUSSTTOODDIIAALL  MMAANNAAGGEEMMEENNTT  

7.1 FIRE MANAGEMENT 

The Glen Rock Fire Management Plan will be prepared to outline the prescribed burning 

regime that will provide for the maintenance and regeneration of native species and promote 

native grass growth for pasture. 

The use of fire at Glen Rock Regional Park is an established land management tool to prevent 

or minimise the impact of wild fire, control weeds and to promote new grass growth to 

support cattle grazing.  

The structure and composition of some plant and animal communities is influenced by local 

fire regimes.  At Glen Rock, the incidence of controlled fire has had a positive effect on the 

rejuvenation of ground cover vegetation species.  For example, Themeda triandra and other 

grasses which are important for the viability of macropod habitat. 

Prescribed burning in the area generally occurs following good rainfall and periods of lower 

temperature.  This generally occurs in the months from August to September. 

Prescribed burning and wildfires may present significant visitor management and safety 

issues.  In particular, in the higher slopes of the property where potential natural fuels (native 

grasses and trees) strong winds and steep slopes can accelerate the intensity of a fire.  The 

incidence of fire resulting from some recreation activities has been considered in the 

management considerations.  Planning decisions for specific areas of the Park will record 

restrictions for the use of fire. 

A detailed Fire Management Plan will be documented as part of the custodial management of 

Glen Rock Regional Park and will form part of the Glen Rock Regional Park Management 

Plan.  This Plan will take into consideration the coordinated management of fire, habitat 

requirements for specific fauna and flora, and visitor activities.  The Fire Management Plan 

will seek to establish coordinated fire management with adjoining landholders, Queensland 

Parks and Wildlife Service, and private landholders.  

7.2 WEED MANAGEMENT  

The management of weeds is an on-going custodial responsibility for the park managers.  The 

Glen Rock on-site manager in conjunction with the Glen Rock Management Advisory 

Committee is preparing a Pest Management Plan for the property. 
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A management strategy is currently in place to systematically address weed control across the 

property.  This strategy is based on short-term and long-term weed management and 

prioritises different areas of the property for works. 

A Glen Rock Pest Management Plan will be prepared to outline the details of the systematic 

approach for the prevention, spread and removal all declared and environmental pests within 

the Park.  This Pest Management Plan will target the existing infestations of Lantana and 

Cockspur, and outline preventative measures including the use of holding paddocks for new 

stock, to prevent the invasion of weeds like Parthenium, Rhodes Grass and Green Panic.   

7.3 PERMITS  

Permits are required for certain activities on State managed lands so that managers can 

regulate aspects such as, what activities occur where, when and to what extent they occur.  

The permit system is designed to ensure the sustainable use of State land and to avoid 

conflicts of interest between different user groups.  The Environmental Protection Agency 

and the Regional Landscape Unit have adopted the principles of the Recreation Opportunity 

Spectrum and the Landscape Classification System to define different landscape settings and 

identify recreation activities appropriate to those settings.   

Brisbane Forest Park has been appointed by the Regional Landscape Unit under a Service 

Level Agreement to administer the issuing of permits and receipt of monies collected for 

certain activities occurring at Glen Rock Regional Park. 

This Plan proposes that a set of by-laws, specific to the regulation of activities and land uses 

at Glen Rock Regional Park, be established.  It is prudent to ensure that all visitor activities 

and all land uses can be administered under a regulatory framework to minimise conflicts and 

ensure that land uses are sustainable.   

7.4 MANAGEMENT OF INFRASTRUCTURE  

The principles identified for the protection and management of the landscape quality of the 

Park will be incorporated into the management of outdoor recreation activities and in 

particular, the construction of tracks and structures considered necessary to support a 

recreation activity.  These principles ensure consideration of multiple view points with regard 

to possible impacts of recreation activities and or infrastructure on the scenic amenity of the 

property and the enjoyment of the natural /rural setting by other visitors. 
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Managing settings requires consideration of the combination of physical, biological, social 

and managerial conditions. 

Managing settings involves an understanding of: 

��The sustainability of activities in different settings; 

��Compatibilities between different activities; 

��The types of facilities provided; and 

��The type and style of signage, structures and management presence in particular settings.  

The allocation of permits is assessed on a case-by-case basis and the Park setting is managed 

with the intent of maximising the diversity of recreation opportunities to provide visitors with 

the optimum opportunity to realise their preferred experience. 

7.5 ROAD ACCESS 

The Glen Rock Regional Park is within the Gatton Shire local government area.  The Shire 

Council maintains the two roads that provide access to the park via Blackfellow and Black 

Duck Creeks in a good trafficable condition.   

Access from Gatton via Tenthill, Junction View and the East Haldon Road is by bitumen 

road with the last five kilometres being an unsealed formed gravel road.  Similarly the Black 

Duck Creek Road is bitumen sealed with the last five to eight kilometres being an unsealed 

formed road.  The Glen Rock Management Advisory Committee has recommended that 

action be taken to close the dedicated roads that traverse the property.  This action is being 

pursued to assist in the effective management of public access to the park.  Proposals for any 

road closures will be publicly advertised as required under the Local Government Act.   

The Management Advisory Committee has also recommended the amalgamation of the Glen 

Rock titles to assist in the effective management of the Park under one lot on plan 

description. 

The road network within the Glen Rock property has been considered in detail during the 

decision-making phase of the Plan.  After consideration of custodial management 

requirements and the effects on the nature conservation values and landscape quality of the 

property, some roads within Glen Rock Regional Park will be closed and allowed to 

revegetate.  The Planning Unit Summaries identify guidelines for the management of 

recreation and other land uses requiring access to roads and tracks within the property. 
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7.6 DUTY OF CARE 

The Environmental Protection Agency implements management practices to ensure visitor 

safety, responsible site management, and maintenance to manage the resources of the Park 

and minimise the incidence of personal accident.  The management of Glen Rock Regional 

Park provides the mechanism to ensure a duty of care for the effective maintenance and 

management of facilities and infrastructure providing a safe Park for public enjoyment. 

The Environmental Protection Agency uses Codes of Practice and Management Guidelines 

for the management of State forests and National Parks.  The Codes of Practice and 

Management Guidelines for visitor activities will be implemented under By-Laws to be 

established for the sustainable management of Glen Rock Regional Park.  Matters dealt with 

in Codes of Practice and Management Guidelines include: 

��Fire Management; 
��Guidelines for Commercial Operators; 
��Codes of Practice for Silviculture; 
��Code of Practice for Native Timber Production; 
��Codes of Practice for Management of Tracks and Roads; 
��Visitor Management Guidelines; 
��Tread Lightly Principles; 
��Guidelines for the operation of Four-wheel Drive; 
��Dual Sports Motorcycles Association – Riders Code; 
��Horse Riding Code – Brisbane Forest Park; 
��Guidelines for Bush Camping / Walking “Walking softly in the Bush”; and 
��Mountain Bike Riding Code – Brisbane Forest Park  

7.7 EMERGENCY RESPONSE 

The operational management of the property, has in place procedures to deal with emergency 

situations.  The administrative arrangements for the park ensure that emergency procedures 

are documented and displayed in a prominent position for all staff.  All park staff will be 

made aware of the Emergency Procedure documentation and contacts for the; Bush Fire 

Brigade, State Emergency Service, Queensland Parks and Wildlife, and Brisbane Forest Park. 
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88  WWHHEERREE  TTOO  FFRROOMM  HHEERREE??    

8.1 REVIEW  

This Plan will first be released as a draft for discussion purposes only through a structured 

process of community consultation and assessment of community interest. 

The Plan will be publicly exhibited to allow stakeholders and the community to review the 

outcomes of the planning process.  Members of the Glen Rock Management Advisory 

Committee and staff from the Regional Landscape Unit will be available to discuss the 

outcomes of this Draft Plan. 

8.1.1 Second Stage of Consultation – Draft Plan Release 

The release of the plan as a draft is the beginning of the second part of the consultation 

process.  An Issue Statement has been produced listing all of the issues considered and their 

resolution.  The Issues Statement will be made publicly available during this stage of the 

planning process. 

A “consultation market place” will be located at a public Open Day to be held at Glen Rock 

Regional Park on the 27 May 2001 and participants from the planning process will be there to 

answer enquires about the Draft Plan.  On this occasion, the Plan will be placed on display in 

a manner to allow visitors to gain an understanding of the proposed land uses and outcomes 

of the Plan.  Representatives from various outdoor recreation and conservation groups will 

exhibit displays to promote clubs and activities at Glen Rock Regional Park.  The Planning 

and Facilitation Team will coordinate representatives from the Resource Assessment Teams 

and Resource Management Group to participate in the day and be available to discuss the 

Draft Management Plan with the public. 

 

The Queensland Forests Internet site will offer further information about Glen Rock and 

provide and on-line issue form service: - 

http://www.forests.qld.gov.au/forests/fmp/glenrock/glenrock.html 

A notice will be placed in local newspapers to inform the general community about the Draft 

Plan release and issue forms can be e-mailed or mailed to the Regional Landscape Unit, 

Environmental Protection Agency: -Mark.Laurie@env.qld.gov.au 
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Display units may be set up at shopping centres and DNR&M offices and the DPI call centre 

will be available for issue lodgement. 

A final issue statement will be produced and made available along with the Final Plan. 

8.2 FINALISATION AND APPROVAL 

The Project Management Team and the Resource Management Group will review the 

comments made through this final consultation stage.  This group will make 

recommendations to the Project Management Team for the resolution of issues identified 

during the consultation stage.  Where issues are unresolved, the Resource Management 

Group will seek assistance from the Project Management Team who in turn may seek advice 

from the Minister or Chief Executive of the Department of the Environmental Protection 

Agency. 

After community comments have been considered, the Project Management Team and the 

Resource Management Group if necessary, will amend the Management Plan.  The Project 

Management Team and the Resource Management Group will inform the Regional 

Landscape Strategy Advisory Committee of the resolution of the planning process and seek 

endorsement of the Plan from this Committee.  The Chair of the Regional Landscape Strategy 

Advisory Committee may then advise the Minister of the outcomes of the Glen Rock 

Regional Park Management Plan.  The Glen Rock Management Plan will be then made 

available to interested parties. 

The Glen Rock Management Advisory Committee will prioritise the implementation of the 

Plan and if appropriate, seek Expressions of Interest for ecotourism and outdoor recreation 

opportunities. 
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99  TTEENNUURREE  AANNDD  LLAANNDD  MMAANNAAGGEEMMEENNTT  

Glen Rock Regional Park is currently held as State freehold land pending the outcomes of 

land use decisions made in the Management Plan.   The Plan identifies for the allocation of 

land uses, and a framework for the management of visitor activities and gives direction for 

sustainable land management.  Suitable tenure management and administrative arrangements 

will be established for the operation of Glen Rock Regional Park.  A number of tenure and 

land management options have been identified. These include: 

��Reserve for community purpose under the Land Act 1994; 

��Reserve under the Recreation Areas Management Act 1998;; 

��Reserve under the Nature Conservation Act 1994; 

��State forest under the Forestry Act 1956; 

��Management under Freehold tenure; 

��Management under Covenant Agreement; or 

��Leasehold Agreement. 
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1100  GGLLOOSSSSAARRYY  

Landscape – a heterogeneous land area composed of a cluster of interacting ecosystems that 

are repeated in a similar form throughout.  Landscape can vary in size, down to a few 

kilometres in diameter.  

Bioregions – These regions are based on broad landscape patterns that reflect the major 

structural geologies and climatic as well as major changes in floristic and faunistic 

assemblages, Sattler, P.S. and Williams, R.D. (ed) 1999. 

Provinces – bioregions usually contain a number of distinctive subregions or provinces.  

These provinces have a distinct pattern of landform and vegetation, and generally indicate 

major differences in land processes, species distributions and patterns of movements (Davie 

et al 1994).  Ten provinces are recognised in the bioregion. 

Provinces provide a framework for the future description of detailed land types nested within 

regional ecosystems.  Generally, a regional ecosystem will be restricted to only one or two 

provinces, (Sattler, P.S. and Williams, R.D. (ed) 1999)  

Province 1, Scenic Rim, contains the wet to moist elevated basalts and rhyolites of 

the McPherson and Main Ranges and minor areas of moist elevated sedimentary and 

metamorphic rocks.  The major vegetation types of this province include complex 

notophyll rainforest and tall open forests. 

Regional Ecosystem – describes the relationships between major flora species and the 

environment at the bioregional scale.  They are derived from linking vegetation-mapping 

units to land zones that represent major environmental variables – in particular geology, 

rainfall and landform.   

The scale of identification of regional ecosystems is commonly 1:1000 000 – 1:250 000.  At 

this scale small communities such as patches or linear strips may be included within a 

broader regional ecosystems. (Sattler, P.S and Williams, R.D. (ed) 1999) 

Three Part Numbering System-Regional ecosystems are identified by a three part 

number; the first part refers to the bioregion (always 12 in the case of South East 

Queensland), the second part to the geomorphic category or land zone and the third 

number is the ecosystem number, relating to dominant vegetation.  Young, P.A.R and 

Dillewaard, H.A in Sattler, P.S and Williams, R.D. (ed) 1999 
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Protected Areas – provide a system, which broadly assess comprehensiveness, adequacy and 

representativeness of a protected area.  Regional ecosystems are listed for each protected area 

defined under the Nature Conservation Act 1992, including National Parks, Conservation 

Parks and Resource Reserves, but excluding Nature Refuges or voluntary conservation 

agreement areas on private land. 

Conservation Status  -The extent to which a regional ecosystem remains at present has been 

determined by comparing remnant vegetation mapping and Landsat images with pre-

European vegetation mapping.  The conservation status of regional ecosystems is based on 

their remaining extent in the bioregion together with their condition and the presence of 

threatening processes.  The conservation status of individual regional ecosystems has been 

assessed in terms of three classes, defined as endangered, of concern and no concern at 

present. 

Endangered: less than 10 % of pre-European extent remains in an intact condition across the 

bioregion, or its distribution has contracted to less than 10% of its former range. 

Of concern:  10-30% pre-European extent remains in an intact condition across the 

bioregion.  This class indicates that a significant reduction in the distribution or condition of 

a regional ecosystem has occurred and that a particular management response is required to 

ensure that it does not become endangered. 
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