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Executive Summary  
Telstra (the Proponent), represented by Acquirecomm is proposing to install a Tasmanian Government Radio 

Network (TasGRN) radiocommunications facility at Mt King William 1 and Mt Wedge within the Tasmanian 

Wilderness World Heritage Area (TWWHA). This is an upgrade to Tasmania’s Emergency Services Network at 

each site, previously known as TRMN (Trunked Mobile Radio Network). Telstra has been contracted by the 

Tasmanian Government to deliver the Tasmanian Government Radio Network (TasGRN). 

The project area consists of 0.5759 ha including a disturbance footprint of 0.167 ha. The project area includes 

two geographically separate locations approximately 70km apart, both located within the TWWHA. 

As the land is managed by Tasmania Parks and Wildlife Services (PWS), and will be leased by the Proponent, a 

Reserve Activity Assessment (RAA) is necessary for PWS to assess whether activities proposed are 

environmentally, socially and economically acceptable. 

The proposal has been prepared to satisfy the requirements of a Level 3 RAA and to seek approval from the 

Director of National Parks and Wildlife in accordance with the National Parks and Reserve Management Act 

2002 and the Tasmanian Wilderness World Heritage Management Plan 2016. The Project will additionally seek 

permits under the Land Use Planning and Approvals Act 1993. The Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) has 

been prepared as supporting documentation to satisfy the requirements of these associated processes. 

The proposed development represents the provision of essential emergency communications infrastructure to 

the area as sought under the TasGRN Project. The Project is a key element in delivering the State’s objective in 

keeping Tasmanians safe. The network will also enhance day to day operations beyond emergency services 

and will support sustainable forest and reserved land management, utility providers and health transport 

services. 

The implementation of the TasGRN network at Mt King William 1 and Mt Wedge will improve the provision of 

services delivered by ESOs and other User Organisations. The existing DPFEM (TMRN) infrastructure has 

reached end of operational life with ageing technology. The TasGRN will replace and upgrade these facilities to 

provide a modern, resilient public-safety grade interoperable radio communications facility. 

Commitments have been made to ensure the design, construction and operation of the facility minimises and 

mitigates impacts on the Outstanding Universal Values of the TWWHA, specifically relating to Aboriginal 

Heritage Values, Visual and Wilderness Values, and Natural Values. 

The EIS is supported by a variety of Environmental Assessments which are referenced in the proceeding 

sections. It is intended to be reviewed in conjunction with the commitments contained in Section 7 and the 

Cumulate Impact Assessment at Attachment 23, which considers the cumulative impacts on the TWWHA from 

the broader project, specifically nine TasGRN radiocommunications sites, along with minor facilities at eight 

existing PWS walking hut sites.  

Telstra has undertaken referral to the Department of Climate Change, Energy, the Environment and Water 

(DCCEEW) to assess if the activity is a controlled action under the Environment Protection and Biodiversity 

Conservation Act 1999 (EPBC Act).  DCCEEW determined in March 2025 that the proposed action is not a 

controlled action if taken in a particular manner.  Refer to EPBC Referral Decision Notice 2024/09816 at 

Attachment 26 

In conclusion, based on the supporting studies and commitments outlined in Section 7 of the EIS, it is deemed 

the Project is consistent the TWWHA Management Plan and is unlikely to result in any significant impact to the 

surrounding natural, cultural or visual environment. 
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DCCEEW Department of Climate Change, Energy, the Environment and Water 

OMP Operations and Maintenance Plan 

1. Introduction 
 

1.1 Overview 
 

The most extensive upgrade to multiagency emergency radio communications in Tasmania’s history has 

commenced following the signing of a contract between the Tasmanian Government and Telstra to deliver the 

Tasmanian Government Radio Network (TasGRN). 

The TasGRN will replace five separate radio networks with one digital, public-safety grade radio network to be 

delivered by Telstra and supported by Motorola Solutions Australia P/L. The Project is a key element in delivering 

the State’s objective in keeping Tasmanians safe. The network will also enhance day to day operations beyond 

emergency services and will support sustainable forest and reserved land management, utility providers and 

health transport services. 

Initial users of the TasGRN will include: 

➢ Tasmania Police; 

➢ Tasmania Fire Service; 

➢ Ambulance Tasmania; 

➢ State Emergency Service; 

➢ Department of Natural Resources and Environment; 

➢ Sustainable Timber Tasmania; 

➢ TasNetworks; and, 

➢ Hydro Tasmania 

 

Design and construction of the new network has been predominantly completed, with user organisations 

utilising the new infrastructure since the 2022/2023 financial year. 

The TasGRN project includes 138 sites located within all 29 Local Government areas and replaces the 

redundant TRMN (Trunked Mobile Radio Network). Most sites have been deployed with minimal disturbance, 

usually consisting of a new antenna on an existing structure, and internal equipment shelter works. 

Three sites remain in the project; Mt King William 1 and Mt Wedge which consist of a total replacement of the 

existing infrastructure at each site and one greenfield site proposed at Redan Hill. The proposal at Redan Hill 

has been removed from the program due to the findings of unacceptable impact on Wilderness and Cultural 

Values. 

1.2 Purpose and Demand 
 

1.2.1 TasGRN whole of Government Radio Network 
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The TasGRN Project is a result of the Tasmanian Government’s response to the Report of the Auditor-General 

No. 10 of 2013-2014 (Government Radio Communication – Appendix One 1) which recommended a whole-of-

Government radio network (Tasmanian Government Radio Network - TasGRN). The TasGRN aims to deliver a 

reliable, functional and usable state-wide public safety grade radio communications network fit for purpose in 

supporting emergency response, public order during major events and the day-to-day operations of Tasmania's 

Emergency Services Organisations (ESOs), land managers and the electricity supply industry. 

The Auditor-General’s report made eleven recommendations supporting progress and development of a whole-

of-government radio network, including: 

➢ Agencies should work together to resolve congestion issues. 

➢ Agencies should investigate ways to provide secure and confidential communications. 

➢ Any whole-of-government network should consider a level of duplication with regard to infrastructure 

and cost. 1 

 

In its submission to the Parliamentary Standing Committee on Public Works in July 2020, the Department of 

Police, Fire and Emergency Management (DPFEM) outlined the immediate need for a whole of Government 

Radio Network:  

The existing networks supporting these agencies and Tasmanian Government businesses 

are reaching end of operational life and represent ageing technology with limited 

availability of technical support and spare parts. It will be increasingly difficult for ESOs to 

meet the expected growth in demand for their services, with the limitations imposed by 

these ageing legacy radio networks. Additionally, the State’s third-party contract for the 

management and operation of the Trunked Mobile Radio Network (TMRN) which supports 

Tasmania Police, TasNetworks and Hydro, will expire in 2021 (with an option to extend to 

2023). The supplier has further indicated that the TMRN will be technically obsolete and 

difficult to maintain beyond 2021. The timeframe to procure and commission a new 

network means the Government needs to act now to deliver the TasGRN by 2022/23. If the 

TasGRN is not completed within this timeframe ESOs will be exposed to significant risk due 

to the escalating likelihood of network failure. The lack of reliable, functional and usable 

state-wide public safety grade radio communications places the safety of the community 

and staff at risk.2 

The final report in 2020 from the Parliamentary Standing Committee on Public Works on the Tasmanian 

Government Radio Network Project found in its conclusions and recommendations that:  

The Committee is satisfied that the need for the proposed works has been established.  

Once completed, the TasGRN will provide a reliable, functional, usable and interoperable 

state-wide public safety grade radio communications network.  The TasGRN will be a fit 

for purpose radio network that will support emergency response, public order during 

major events and the day-to-day operations of Tasmania's Emergency Services 

Organisations (ESOs), land managers and the electricity supply industry.  

The TasGRN will reduce the exposure of ESOs to significant risk due to the escalating 

likelihood of network failure as a result of ageing technology.  It will also deliver 

functional benefits that will result in operational improvements, thereby minimising risk 

and enhancing public safety and will significantly improve the provision of services 

 
1 Tasmanian Government Radio Network, (TASGRN) Project Submission to the Parliamentary Standing Committee on Public 
Works 27 July 2020, Department of Police, Fire and Emergency Management 
2 Ibid 
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delivered by ESOs and other user organisations.  Significantly, there will be a considerable 

improvement in network coverage and interoperability, which will improve public safety 

outcomes for ESOs, other network users and ultimately, the community. auditor-general."3 

Acting Premier Jeremy Rockliff said the project, which includes a $567 million investment, was the most 

significant radio communications technological upgrade in the state's history. 

"Effective radio communications are absolutely mission critical to keeping Tasmanians safe 

and having such extensive infrastructure and radio communications across multiple 

agencies is critical and vitally important so that all agencies are working together through 

the one combined network, in order to ensure the responsiveness of those on the front 

line."4 

 

1.2.2 TasGRN Mt King William 1 and Mt Wedge sites 
 

The TasGRN sites at Mt King William 1 and Mt Wedge are important elements within the TasGRN network. 

Communications sites within the TWWHA are limited and are predominately focused on the edges of the 

TWWHA area. The elevated position at each location will ensure a broad coverage across the region and radio 

communications dishes will provide important link connections to TasGRN sites located at Twelve Trees and 

Abbotts Lookout (Mt Wedge connections) and Derwent Bridge (Mt King William Connections). 

The TMRN network is now non-operational and the aging infrastructure left on each site will be removed by 

Telstra as part of the construction program.  

 

1.3 Objectives and Outcomes 
 

The proposed development of the site represents the provision of essential emergency communications 

infrastructure to the area as sought under the TasGRN Project. 

The guiding Vision for management of the TWWHA as stated in the TWWHA Management Plan 2016 is: 

To identify, protect, conserve, present, and, if appropriate, to rehabilitate, the World 

Heritage, National Heritage and other natural and cultural values of the TWWHA and to 

transmit that heritage to future generations in as good or better condition than at 

present. 

The development is within the TWWHA where the dominant land use is conservation and sympathetic 

recreation. 

The land is classified as a Declared Property on Public Authority land within the World Heritage Area (TWWHA) 

Reserve. Both locations at Mt Wedge and Mt King William are within the TWWHA Recreation Zone and also 

within the Remote Area Management Overlay. 

 
3 

https://www.parliament.tas.gov.au/__data/assets/pdf_file/0026/59633/tasmanian20government20radio20ne

twork.pdf  

4  https://www.examiner.com.au/story/7066600/emergency-service-capacity-set-to-extend-with-new-radio-network/  

https://www.parliament.tas.gov.au/__data/assets/pdf_file/0026/59633/tasmanian20government20radio20network.pdf
https://www.parliament.tas.gov.au/__data/assets/pdf_file/0026/59633/tasmanian20government20radio20network.pdf
https://www.examiner.com.au/story/7066600/emergency-service-capacity-set-to-extend-with-new-radio-network/
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Existing TMRN Radio-communications infrastructure are located at both locations, and each site is also a 

bushwalking destination within the Recreation Zone of the TWWHA.  

The location of the development within the Remote Area Management Overlay aligns with the intent listed in 

the TWWHA Management Plan 2016 (TWWHAMP):  

The Remote Area Management Overlay identifies areas where providing and maintaining 

vital infrastructure in otherwise remote settings are required. The infrastructure includes 

communication towers, navigation lights, hydrological gauging stations, weather 

stations, associated helicopter pads, and facilities on Maatsuyker Island and at 

Melaleuca. 

The intent of this overlay is to allow for routine maintenance, use and access, vegetation 

clearance limited to that required for safe use and fire protection, replacement of existing 

infrastructure with similar structures, and minor modifications to existing infrastructure to 

occur through an authority or lease. 5 

To facilitate the replacement of the existing infrastructure and migrate from decommissioned DPFEM (TMRN) 

Emergency Services Communications Network to the TasGRN Network, the objectives of the TasGRN Project at 

Mt Wedge and Mt King William 1 are: 

➢ Replace and upgrade the existing TMRN infrastructure which has reached end of operational life with 

ageing technology to a modern, resilient public-safety grade interoperable radio communications 

facility. 

➢ Increase access and ease of use to mission-critical radio communications for the State’s ESO’s and land 

managers. 

➢ Increased ability to protect the environment due to ESOs’ timelier and coordinated response to 

extreme events (e.g. bushfires, floods); 

➢ Ensure the design, construction and operation of the facility minimises and mitigates impacts on the 

Outstanding Universal Values of the TWWHA, specifically relating to Aboriginal Heritage Values, Visual 

and Wilderness Values, and Natural Values.  

➢ Ensure the facilities can operate year-round through the design of resilient infrastructure which also 

minimises maintenance helicopter visitations to the site. 

➢ Ensure the design encompass energy efficiency outcomes. 

Outcomes of the proposal: 

➢ The Project is a key element in delivering the State’s objective in keeping Tasmanians safe. The network 

will also enhance day to day operations beyond emergency services and will support sustainable forest 

and reserved land management, utility providers and health transport services. 

➢ Geographical equity for regional and remote citizens to have access to, and receive, more responsive 

and coordinated emergency services, including emergency operations to support visitor safety in the 

TWWHA.  

➢ Improved health, public safety and natural disaster response outcomes for Tasmanians. 

➢ Improved public confidence in ESO operations due to improved security and response times. 

➢ Increased ability to protect World Heritage zones due to enhanced coverage in rural and forested 

areas enabling greater mobility of resources. 

 
5 TWWHA Management Plan 2016 p69 
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➢ The implementation of the TasGRN network at Mt Wedge and Mt King William 1 will contribute to 

improve the provision of services delivered by ESOs and other User Organisations with the provision 

of a modern, resilient, public-safety grade interoperable radio communications. 

1.4 Alternatives 
Several alternatives have been considered as part of the development planning for this proposal. 

The key ideas are described in the table below. 

Table 1 Description of Alternatives 

Alternative Description and comments 

No change Not providing the facilities will have impacts of the broader TasGRN Network. The 
immediate and broader areas will not receive adequate access to the new digital 
TasGRN network, including the vital radio links on the site  
Additionally, the current communications infrastructure on the site is now 
redundant. Not upgrading the site to the TasGRN network will mean that the 
current radiocommunications on the site will become operationally obsolete and 
increases the safety risk of the community and ESO’s in this region.  
 

Locate the facility 
outside of the 
TWWHA 

Mt King William is located close to the northern boundary of the TWWHA. Land 
outside of the TWWHA is at least 10km east of Mt King William 1 and is zoned 
Rural Resource. Whilst a site in this location would have been less sensitive in 
terms of World Heritage and Reserve classification, it would not provide the 
required coverage to the region west of Mt King William. The Mt King William 
Range is one of the highest elevations in this area and the mountain would 
effectively block coverage extending west from any sites positions outside of the 
TWWHA to the east.  
 

Locate the facilities 
elsewhere in the 
TWWHA 
 

Mt King William and Mt Wedge are both located within the Recreation Zone and 
Remote Area Overlay with existing TMRN radiocommunications at each location. 
Other alternative locations close by would either not be elevated enough to 
achieve the required coverage and transmission objectives and/or are within the 
Wilderness Zone of the TWWHA on undisturbed land, which would cause greater 
impacts to World Heritage Values. 
 
Land to the north of Mt Wedge outside of the TWWHA is zoned Rural Resource 
and would have been less sensitive in terms of World Heritage and Reserve 
classification but would not provide the coverage to the region as the elevation 
falls sharply and communications would not extend south into the TWWHA, nor 
reach the vital radio link sites at Twelve Trees or Abbotts Lookout. This is visually 
demonstrated in Figure 1 below.  
 
As suggested by PWS Officers, Telstra also considered alternative locations at HEC 
Conservation Area near Edgar Dam, and Red Knoll. However, due to lower 
elevations, coverage would not extend past surrounding peaks and would be far 
inferior compared to a site at Mt Wedge.  
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Figure 1 Map of site location relative to TWWHA area and link sites Source: The List 2022 

 
Initial design with less 
solar Supported by 
fuel tanks (2021) 

The initial design in 2021 proposed up 6 fuel tanks in addition to 2 onsite 
generators supported by 24 Solar Panels (on two frames). Telstra reconsidered 
the design due to complicated processes and risks relating to onsite fuel storage, 
fuel transfer to the generators and refuelling, and the frequency in helicopter 
visits to the site to maintain onsite fuel reserves. 
 

2023 Request By PWS 
to consider gas instead 
of diesel fuel. 

Tasmanian Parks & Wildlife requested if a gas system could be considered in lieu 
of diesel. 
Telstra has considered this option, and whilst possible, it would require more 
helicopter visits to service, as gas is not as efficient as diesel. An approximation is 
that one (1) litre of diesel would require two (2) kg of gas for the same output. 
Only one gas tank can be transported at a time via helicopter. Telstra has instead 
been able to reduce the amount of diesel fuel stored from 2000 litres per site to 
900 litres per site.  
 

2022 design and 
location 

In 2022, the design was modified to reduce and remove the requirement for (6) 
fuel tanks on the site and proposed additional solar panels (60 panels on ten 
aluminium frames), at each site.  
The design also considered the remote area and the need to reduce helicopter 
maintenance trips to the site, whilst reducing reliance on fossil fuels with solar 
being the predominant power provision. 
The equipment provision sought a balance of hybrid power solution and 
generators to ensure the resilience of its operation.  
 
The 2022 design at each site was the configuration that was assessed by the 
specialist reports supporting this EIA and is also the design presented to 
DCCEEW as part of the EPBC Referral.   
Refer to 2022 Superseded Designs at Attachments 7 & 8 
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2023 Decision to 
remove Redan Hill 
from Project  

It was identified early in the project that three sites located within the TWWHA 
would be subject to a Level 3 EIA assessment: Mt Wedge, Mt King William and 
Redan Hill.  
 
Telstra assessed (2) locations at Redan Hill for a TasGRN site. Inspiring Place 
undertook a VWIA at Redan Hill (a greenfield site in the wilderness zone with no 
disturbance) and found a Very High significance of Visual Impact. Inspiring Place 
recommended that the site be re-located. Consultation with Indigenous  
Stakeholders also supported a relocation due to the high significance of impacts 
on TWWHA Values. However, there were no other viable locations that would 
achieve coverage whilst reducing visual impacts on the TWWHA Landscape. 
Based on the VWIA findings and comments from the Aboriginal Officer and 
community, Telstra and the TasGRN State Government Project team have 
removed the Redan Hill site from the project.  
Refer to Att 21 VWIA Redan Hill 2, Inspiring Place, Aug 2023 Conclusion pg 63-64, 
and Att 19 AHA Redan Hill, CHMA, Oct 2023 Recommendation 2, pg 63 
 

2025 Design Review  
 

Several factors led to a design review in 2025: 

• Telstra completed a TasGRN site at Mt Black in 2024 which had a very 
similar hybrid power provision to the proposals at Mt Wedge and Mt 
King William. It was found that the solar arrays, along with the gensets 
and (2) fuel tanks could produce the required power output on less solar 
arrays than originally provided for.  

• During the EPBC Referral process, it was determined that a review of the 
design was appropriate in order to meet stringent requirements for 
helicopter use, and also to implement the recommendations of the 
Inspiring Place VWIA recommendations 

• A new construction and design partner was engaged in 2024.  
As a result, Telstra has been able to significantly reduce the footprint of the 2022 
design. The design at each site will now contain 36 Solar panels on six aluminium 
frames, which represents a reduction of 24 solar panels and 4 aluminium frames, 
and a footprint reduction at each site of 53 square metres.  
The fuel storage on each site has also been reduced from 2000 litres to 900 litres. 
Instead of the 1000L fuel tank in each generator, two 450 litre fuel tanks will 
utilised, with no refuelling to occur on site. This will also mean the height of the 
generators will be reduced by approximately 1m. 
The footings have been redesigned to reduce the amount of concrete required at 
each site, to ensure the restriction on helicopter days during construction can be 
met. Instead of circular concrete piers, footings are now a steel levelling post 
mounted on a concrete plinth. This will reduce the bulk and appearance of the 
footing and will also aid in ensuring the structures are built at the minimum 
height possible with the use of the more accurate levelling post. The reduction of 
concrete required will ensure that constructors can meet the 240 days for 
helicopter flights for both sites, as prescribed in the referral decision, EPBC 
2024/09816. 
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1.5 Status of the proposal 
 

The proposal is subject to statutory approvals from multiple authorities, as outlined in the table below. The 

Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) must be reviewed and approved by the Director of National Parks and 

Wildlife  

Works must be in accordance with both the TWWHAMP 2016 and the Tasmanian Planning Scheme.  

Table 2 Statutory approval pathway 

Approval or 
Permit 

Agency or 
Authority 

Documentation and process Status 

Archaeology 
Survey and 
Cultural Heritage 
Values 
Assessment 

AHT AHARs has been prepared for the proposal by 
CHMA. Consultation with Aboriginal 
Communities has been completed. AHT has 
acknowledged the findings and 
recommendations of the assessment and 
confirmed it conforms to the assessment 
standards outlined in the Aboriginal Heritage 
Standards and Procedures as per the 
Aboriginal Heritage Act 1975. 

Complete  

Natural Values 
Survey 

 North Barker conducted a Natural Values 
Survey of the site (field and desktop) and 
identified no threatened species or 
critical habitats. Impacts are considered 
acceptable with mitigation recommendations. 

Complete 

Visual and 
Wilderness 
Analysis 

 Visual and Wilderness Impact Assessments 
(VWIA) have been prepared by consultants, 
Inspiring Place (supported by Entura and ICT 
Renewables) 

Complete 

Detailed Designs  Detailed designs have been prepared by APD 
Global, July 2025 

Complete 

TWWHAMP 2016  3. Use and Development Controls and 3.3.1 
Additional assessment criteria regarding 
potential impacts to Outstanding Universals 
Values (OUV). 

Complete 

EPBC Referral  Telstra has completed a referral under the 
EPBC Act 1999. Notification of a referral 
decision – not controlled action if taken in 
a particular manner, has been received. 
(EPBC2024/09816) 

Complete 

Draft - 
Environmental 
Impact 
Statement (EIS) 

Acquirecomm/ 
Telstra 

Surveys, reports and plans prepared to: 
- describe the proposed development, 
- address relevant legislation, and 
- assess potential impacts and proposed 
management. 

Complete 

Public 
consultation 

PWS Four-week public consultation period seeking 
comment on the draft EIS, EIS available on 
PWS website. 

Not 
commenced 

EIS assessment PWS EIS is finalised following public consultation 
and submitted for assessment. 

Not 
commenced 
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Environmental Assessment Report (EAR) and 
Statement of Reasons prepared for Deputy 
Secretary to consider endorsing. 

EIS Publication PWS EIS, EAR, Statement of Reason and Decision 
published on PWS website. 

Not 
commenced 

Planning Permit Central Highlands 
Council & Derwent 
Valley Council 

Development application is required by 
Central Highlands Council to assess the 
proposal against the Tasmanian Planning 
Scheme. 

Application 
Drafted 

Certificate of 
Likely 
Compliance 

Building Surveyor Building Surveyors are the delegates under 
the Tasmanian Building Act 2016 

Not 
commenced 

Building Permit Central Highlands 
Council & Derwent 
Valley Council 

Central Highlands Council is the permit 
authority under the Building Act 2016 and will 
issue a Building Permit, on receipt of the 
Certificate of Likely Compliance from the 
Building Surveyor. 

Not 
commenced 

Grant of 
Authority 

Director of National 
Parks and Wildlife 
(PWS) 

Authority under the NPRM Regulations 2019 
to disturb vegetation, soils and remove 
infrastructure.  

Not 
commenced 

Landing 
Authorities 

Director of National 
Parks and Wildlife 
(PWS) 

Landing aircraft and longline deliveries 
require an authority under the TWWHA 
Management Plan 2016 

Ongoing/ not 
commenced for 
construction 
activities 

2. Proposal Description 
 

The proposed activity at Mt Wedge and Mt King William is an upgrade to Tasmania’s Emergency Services 

Network at each site.  

The activity at each site consists of:  

Installation of a 7m Mast (hosting two radio dishes and a 5.8m Dipole Antenna) installed on a concrete pad with 

rock anchors, one equipment shelter on piers fixed to rock via anchors. The equipment will be powered by a 

hybrid solar system including solar array and generators. This consists of (2) Generators and (2) 450L fuel tanks 

on a platform fixed to rock via rock anchors to support the site with backup power. (6) Solar Arrays each 

containing 6 panels (36 in total) to be installed on a staggered layout. The footprint for each array is 3.9m x 3.4m. 

(11) Solar Battery Bank Units to be installed on a platform. Submains to be installed in above ground conduits. 

Ancillary equipment includes Safety Signage above ground, Ø150mm conduit from the mast downslope to the 

shelter, and a GPS antenna and CCTV security camera on the Shelter roof. Colour treatments to external 

equipment include disruptive pattern camouflage painting techniques, non-reflective treatments on steelwork, 

colour stain on visible concrete.  

In addition, specifically at Mt Wedge, the existing helipad has been condemned and will be replaced (design and 

installation by others). Vegetation removal includes up to 175m2 of eastern alpine heath (HHE). Existing DPFEM 

and TMRN Equipment will be removed. 

Refer to Att 1 Designs, Mt Wedge, APD Rev03 2025 

Specifically at Mt King William 1, the existing helipad will be retained. Vegetation removal includes up to 160m2 

of eastern alpine heath (HHE). Existing DPFEM and TMRN Equipment will be removed. 
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Refer to Att 2 Designs, Mt King William, APD Rev03 2025  

The proposal also includes the following supporting activities: 

Offsite staging areas: Helicopter staging and material stockpiling locations have been identified at: Tas Parks 

and Wildlife Scott’s Peak Depot (back up at Maydena airstrip if depot unavailable) for Mt Wedge construction, 

and PWS Helipad Base located at Derwent Bridge for King William Construction. These locations are accessible 

by public roads and have cleared and graded surfaces.  

Transport of material: Equipment and Materials will be transported to each of site staging area from Hobart 

along public roads. This will include the Lyell Highway to Derwent Bridge (all on sealed roads), and the Lyell 

Highway, Gordon River Road, and Scotts Peak Road to the Scotts Peak Depot (all on sealed roads). The transport 

of material will be staggered across the length of the project aiming to reduce stockpiling and vandalism. It is 

estimated that approximately 250 truck movements will be required over the approximately 10-month project. 

Material haulage will only occur during daylight hours to reduce the risk of native fauna roadkill. 

Construction and Operation and Maintenance, Mitigation activities (pre and post construction): Up to 240 

days of helicopter use will be required for construction (120 for each site), and two trips per year at each site for 

maintenance activities. There is also likely to be a requirement for emergency maintenance trips. Activities 

include: 

➢ A pre-clearance survey of the project area consistent with the Tasmanian Devil Survey Guidelines and 

Management Advice for Development Proposals 

➢ Temporary Clearance areas will undergo re-vegetation post works. 

➢ Eagle Nest Surveys to be undertaken every 2 years. 

➢ Implementation of a site-specific Weed and Hygiene Management Plan 

➢ Erosion and Sediment control 

➢ Chemical storage, handling and spill management and Waste Management 

➢ On-site assessment of high-risk boulders (Mt King William) and supporting rock mass. 

The proposal has a new footprint area of 107 square meters at Mt King William 1 (2025 Design) 

The proposal has a new footprint area of 122 square meters at Mt Wedge (2025 Design) 

The TasGRN Project at Mt King William 1 and Mt Wedge has a total Project Area of 5759 square meters and a 

disturbance footprint of up to 1688 square meters (827m2 at Mt King William and 841m2 at Mt Wedge) as 

allowed for in the EPBC Referral (2024/09816), and shown in Figures 2 and 3 below (refer to Attachment 27).  

The works are part of the TasGRN Project to provide one digital, public-safety grade radio network. This is a non-

public network and there will be no provision for public access to the network (or telecommunications services). 

Potential Impacts from the proposed activity are:  

➢ The installation of the new TasGRN infrastructure (removal of native vegetation, rock anchor footings, 

and increase in bulk and size of equipment) directly impacts the TWWHA Wilderness, Cultural and 

Aesthetic Values in that the Cultural Landscape will be altered. 

➢ The construction and maintenance activities could directly impact (3) Threatened Species through the 

civil works in the disturbance footprint and use of helicopters for access. 

➢ Construction Activities will have a temporary impact on recreational activities by restricting walker 

access in the project area and increasing mechanical notice in the TWWHA from helicopter use. 

These impacts have been mitigated to an acceptable level as detailed in Section 6 Potential Impacts and 

Mitigation, along with the Commitments Table as described in Section 7.  

This EIS is supported by Environmental Assessments which are specifically referenced in the proceeding sections. 

https://nre.tas.gov.au/Documents/Devil%20Survey%20Guidelines%20and%20Advice.pdf
https://nre.tas.gov.au/Documents/Devil%20Survey%20Guidelines%20and%20Advice.pdf


 
 

 

Draft EIS, TasGRN089 Mt Wedge, RAA4170 and TasGRN072 Mt King William 1, RAA4249 Nov 25 Rev 6 
     17 

 
 

 

 

Figure 2 and 3 TasGRN Development assessment and Overview Maps (Also contained at Attachment 27) 
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2.1 Location and existing environment 
 

The development is within the TWWHA where the dominant land use is conservation and sympathetic 

Recreation.  

The land is within the World Heritage Area (TWWHA) Reserve. Both locations at Mt Wedge and Mt King 

William are within the TWWHA Recreation Zone and also within the Remote Area Management Overlay. 

Existing TMRN Radio-communications infrastructure are located at both locations, and each site is also a 

bushwalking destination within the Recreation Zone of the TWWHA. 

Access to the sites are limited. There are challenging walking tracks to both locations. Helipads have been 

established at both sites, and the existing DPFEM Facilities are accessed and maintained by helicopter. 

The proposed TasGRN activities at Mt Wedge and Mt King William are consistent with the existing uses in the 

project area. There will be no new uses introduced. 

Comprehensive physical descriptions of the project area settings are described in each of the specialist reports, 

excerpts of which are provided and referenced below. 

Mt King William 

The proposed TasGRN development at the existing DPFEM Radio site at Mt King William 1 is located within the 

Tasmanian Wilderness World Heritage Area and the Franklin-Gordon Wild Rivers National Park, on an elevated 

position at, Mt King William 1, Crown Land, Southwest, Tasmania 7139. 

Excerpt from Visual and Wilderness Impact Assessment Report, Att 13 VWIA, Mt King William 1, Inspiring 

Place, Aug 2023 page 26: 

Derwent Bridge, population 40, Is approximately 13km by road from the start of the Mount King William walk. 

The settlement there consists of tavern, public rest facilities and tourist accommodation. Queenstown has a 

population of just under 2000 people and is one of the settlements in the west drawing people past the 

development site, along with the attractors of Strahan, Macquarie Harbour, and areas further afield on the 

west and northwest coasts. 

The Lyell Highway (A10) passes on the north of Mt King William and below it in elevation. The highway running 

east-west between Granton and Queenstown is a principal tourist route for the State. In particular, the 

highway provides access to the World Heritage Area at Cynthia Bay, Lake St Clair as well as promoted WHA 

roadside stops and trailheads either side of the highway between Derwent Bridge the WHA boundary near Lake 

Burbury. 

Lake St Clair visitor centre, accommodation, and walking tracks at Cynthia Bay are 16 km by road (C193) from 

the start of the Mount King William I walk. 

The impoundment of Lake King William is dominant in the view to the east/southeast. There is a patchwork of 

land uses there, including timber production, conservation, and hydropower features. Land to the west is in the 

TWWHA. 

Excerpt from the Aboriginal Heritage Assessment Report (Att 3 AHAR, Mt King William 1, CHMA, Feb 2024 p16 

(Att 3 will not be made publicly available due to cultural sensitivity reasons): 

Mt King William 1 is one of three peaks associated with the Mt King William Range. The summit of Mt King 

William 1 attains an elevation of 1316m above sea level. The underlying geology across Mt King William 1 and 

the broader Mt King William Range is dolerite. It is one of the classic examples of a steep, rugged dolerite 

mountain peaks in the region, with sheer cliffs and vertical columns formed on the eastern side of the summit. 
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The western slopes leading to the summit are less steeply inclined, with slope gradients typically in the range of 

between 15º to 30º, but exceeding 50º in parts. The summit itself is narrow and rocky. Soils across the summit 

and western side slopes are skeletal regolith clays which have been derived from the decomposition of the 

parent bedrock. The dolerite bedrock is exposed to the surface across most of the summit and western side 

slopes. 

The vegetation across the summit and upper western slopes of Mt King William 1 comprises western alpine 

heathland. On the mid slopes below the summit are patches of buttongrass (and sub-alpine heathland. On the 

lower elevations there is a transition to native forests of Eucalyptus pauciflora, E.delegatensis and E.coccifera 

(theList 2022). 

The project area for the installation of the Mt King William 1 TasGRN facility is located amongst or close to the 

area where the existing DPFEM Facilities are located. These facilities include a helipad, a 5m mast, 12 solar 

panels and a small shelter. Besides this existing infrastructure, the summit area of Mt King William 1 is 

relatively undisturbed. There is an existing walking track that runs up the north-east side slopes of the 

mountain, through to the summit 

The disturbance area for the installation of the Mt King William 1 TasGRN facility will be confined to an area of  

827m2 where the existing DPFEM Facilities are located. 

 

Figure 4 South east internal view of existing conditions at Mt King William,  Source: Telstra 2021 

Mt Wedge 

The proposed TasGRN development at the existing DPFEM (TMRN Network) Radio Station at Mt Wedge is 

located within the Tasmanian Wilderness World Heritage Area within the Southwest National Park, at an 

elevated position on Mt Wedge, Crown Land, South West Tas 7139. 

Excerpt from Visual and Wilderness Impact Assessment Report, Att 14 VWIA, Mt Wedge, Inspiring Place, Aug 

2023 pg 17: 
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The development is in the TWWHA where the dominant land use is conservation and sympathetic recreation. 

The existing TMRN radio station is long established in the area which is otherwise only used for bushwalking. 

The township of Maydena is about 30 km east along the Gordon River Road has a population of around 200 

people and an intermittent influx of tourists accessing the mountain bike park. Strathgordon is at the western 

end of the Gordon River Road around 25km away from the Mount Wedge walking track carpark. 

The impoundments of Lake Gordon and Lake Pedder are dominant in views to the north and northwest. There is 

also a patchwork of land uses nearby, including permanent and future timber production forests, conservation, 

and hydropower features. 

Excerpt from the Aboriginal Heritage Assessment Report (Att 5 AHAR, Mt Wedge, CHMA, Feb 2024 pg 16- 17 

(Att 5 will not be made publicly available due to cultural sensitivity reasons): 

The study area is situated on the summit of Mount Wedge. Mount Wedge is a prominent peak in the area, with 

a maximum elevation of 1140m above sea level. The summit has a flat to gently undulating gradient, with 

steep upper and mid side slopes and overlooks Lake Gordon to the north-west. The study area is located 4.3km 

south of Lake Gordon, and 2.3km east of Wedge River. Wedge River is the closest major water course to the 

study area. The river has its headwaters below Mount Wedge and flows in a northwest direction into Lake 

Gordon to the northwest. Other major water courses in this general area include the Boyd River and McPartlan 

Canal which flow into Wedge River. The underlying geology across the study area is comprised of Tasmanian 

dolerite with small areas of dark grey pebbly diamictite with sparse fragmentary marine fossils, mudstone, and 

laminate with a range of interbedded pebble to boulder grade conglomerate, diamictite, and sandstone with 

some shell fossils. Across Mount Wedge the underlying geology consists of quartzwacke, lithicwacke, liticwacke 

with predominately metasedimentary and minor chert grains, and interbedded grey-green mudstone and 

fossiliferous siltstone, and undifferentiated quartzwacke, lithicwacke, interbedded grey-green mudstone and 

fossiliferous siltstone, and well sorted granule- to boulder-conglomerate (theList 2022). The surrounding area 

consists primarily of undifferentiated quaternary sediments. 

The vegetation across the summit of Mount Wedge comprises of western alpine heathland. The surrounding 

area consists of a mixture of highland rainforest scrub with dead Athrotaxis selaginoides and highland low 

rainforest and scrub (theList 2022). 

The project area for the installation of the Mount Wedge TasGRN facility is located amongst the existing 

DPFEM Radio Station. The existing DPFEM site accommodates (2) 5m lattice masts hosting a number of 

antennas, an equipment hut 2m x 4m with solar panels on a sloped roof, a separate solar array at ground level, 

and a helipad. Besides this existing infrastructure, the summit area of Mt Wedge is relatively undisturbed. 

There is an existing walking track that runs along the main ridge, through to the summit. 

The disturbance area for the installation of the Mount Wedge TasGRN facility will be confined to an area of 

841 m2 where the existing DPFEM Radio Station is located 
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Figure 5 Existing conditions Mt Wedge, Source: Telstra 2021 

 

 

2.2 Site Selection 
 

The site selection has gone through a rigorous process to determine the most effective and critical locations 

for TasGRN sites within the whole network. This occurred during the project procurement stage with 

Government TasGRN project team and Telstra. It included detailed radio frequency engineering input with the 

vast majority of the 138 transmission sites being located on or at existing radio communications sites. Only (2) 

new sites were proposed for the whole project at Redan Hill (within the TWWHA) and Railton (Industrial Zone 

Kentish Council)..  

Subsequently, with the removal of the Redan Hill site from the project, the project area for Mt King William 

and Mt Wedge is located where there is a presence of radio-communications equipment. The Railton 

Greenfield site was approved via a planning permit in 2022 and has been constructed. No further Greenfield 

sites are proposed. 

The removal of the site at Redan Hill is a significant action to reduce the project impacts. It will reduce 

cumulative impacts on the TWWHA, and in particular implements the views of the Tasmanian Aboriginal 

Community. 

As described in Section 1.4 Alternatives, a site outside of the TWWHA that would service these regions are not 

possible.  

Land outside of the TWWHA is at least 10km east of Mt King William 1 and is zoned Rural Resource. Whilst a 

site in this location would have been less sensitive in terms of World Heritage and Reserve classification, it 

would not provide the required coverage to the region west of Mt King William. The Mt King William Range is 
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one of the highest elevations in this area and the mountain would effectively block coverage extending west 

from any sites positioned outside of the TWWHA to the east.  

Land to the north of Mt Wedge outside of the TWWHA is zoned Rural Resource and would also have been less 

sensitive in terms of World Heritage and Reserve classification but would not provide the coverage to the 

region as the elevation falls sharply and communications would not extend south into the TWWHA, nor reach 

the vital radio link sites at Twelve Trees or Abbotts Lookout. Alternative locations at HEC Conservation Area 

near Edgar Dam, and Red Knoll would also offer inferior coverage constrained by the surrounding peaks due to 

low elevations.  

The intent of the TasGRN network is to improve the provision of services delivered by ESOs and other User 

Organisations with the provision of a modern, resilient, public-safety grade interoperable radio 

communications network. The majority of emergency services communications sites within the TWWHA are 

contained on the edges of the protected area, including the existing TMRN site at Mt King William 1. The 

installation of the TasGRN facility at Mt King William 1 will increase coverage to the region, particularly areas 

to the south where there is a significant lack of communications sites. The TasGRN installation has been 

designed for breadth and resilience (as described in section 2.3 Design below), therefore increasing the ability 

to protect World Heritage zones due to enhanced coverage, enabling greater mobility of resources. 

The site selection contains some inherent mitigation in that the sites at Mt Wedge and Mt King William are 

located within the TWWHA Recreation Zone and the Remote Area Management Overlay both already hosting 

TMRN Emergency Services Communications Infrastructure.  

The TasGRN proposals are consistent with the aims of the Recreation Zone (TWWHAMP 2016 3.1.1.2) in that 

the infrastructure is located at a site where infrastructure is already provided for, and it is for essential safety 

purposes.  

The Remote Area Management Overlay identifies areas where providing and maintaining vital infrastructure 

(including communications infrastructure) in otherwise remote settings are required. The proposed TasGRN 

facilities accord with the intent of this overlay in that it is replacing the aging and inefficient TMRN network to 

allow Emergency Services Communications to be maintained and improved.   

 

2.3 Design 
 

Design of the facilities has been carefully considered and balances the requirements for breath of coverage, 

resilience, remoteness of the sites and the need to reduce and mitigate environmental impacts.  

The new infrastructure will encompass a footprint area of 107 square metres at Mt King Wiliam, and 122 

square metres at Mt Wedge. This is a reduction of 53 square metres at each site from the 2022 Designs.    

Whilst the Radiocommunications footprint will be increased on the site from existing conditions, care has been 

taken to position the infrastructure to utilise mainly rocky areas near the summits, largely free of vegetation. 

The footprint is the minimum size necessary to provide for and meet the technical and resiliency requirements 

under the TasGRN Project parameters, and for the safe operation of the sites. The design also considered the 

remote areas and the need to reduce helicopter maintenance trips to the site, whilst reducing reliance on 

fossil fuels with solar being the predominant power provision. 

The equipment provision seeks a balance of hybrid power solution and generators to ensure the resilience and 

operation of the network meet the requirements of the TasGRN Project parameters. As this is mission 

critical/emergency infrastructure at least two power sources have been made available, i.e., solar/battery and 

two separate generators supported by two fuel tanks at each site. 
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Considerable efforts have been made to increase the solar capacity of the sites, which reduces the volume of 

diesel fuels stored on site, as well as minimising the number of helicopter flights required for maintenance 

purposes.  

Refinements have been made since the 2022 Design to further reduce the amount of fuel stored on site, and 

also reduce the amount of Solar required. This was possible after testing and reviewing a similar TasGRN 

power solution installed at Mt Black. The system was found to operate more efficiently than previously 

thought. Therefore, the 2025 design has removed the 1000 litre fuel tank proposed under each generator and 

utilises two 450 litres fuel tanks instead at each site. This represents a total fuel storage capacity on each site 

of 900 litres, a reduction of 1100 litres at each site from the 2022 Design. Fuel storage will be in accordance 

with AS1940 Fuel Storage. There will be no refuelling on site. Connection will be made using a dry break 

coupler to avoid any risk of spill. External fuel tanks will be replaced via Helicopter with refuelling operations 

taking place off site at the designated staging locations.  

The hybrid power design will reduce noise and the use of fossil fuels on the site. In summer months it is 

expected that the generators will not need to run at all. In winter months they may run daily for up to 3 hours 

per day, generally running from 3am to 6am. Only one generator will run at any one time. Generators start 

automatically and will run until the battery banks are charged. Solar is the predominant power provision. It is 

noted that generators have been operational at both Mt King William and Mt Wedge to power the TMRN 

equipment since its original installation. 

The onsite fuel reserve is estimated to last for 10 months however refuelling or replacing the generators is 

expected every 6 months for maintenance reasons. 

The TasGRN testing and learnings at Mt Black have also enabled a reduction of solar at each site (2022 

Designs) from 60 panels to 36 panels. This represents a reduction of four arrays (each 3.9m long by 3.4m 

wide), which is a significant reduction of infrastructure, further reducing the bulk and visible elements at each 

site. 

The shelter has been provided with a cooling fan (DC) instead of an air conditioning unit (AC). This will reduce 

noise, particular during daytime where bushwalkers are more likely to be present. 

The mast at each site is designed to present as a light-weight transparent lattice structure, and is the minimum 

height required to meet the Australian Radiation Protection and Nuclear Safety Agency (ARPANSA) Standards6 

for the horizontal separation from the antenna to ground level.  

The 2025 design amendments represent further reductions in visual impacts, emissions, and reliance on fossil 

fuels. 

Telstra has proposed a new mast structure and ancillary items such as the shelter, solar, generators, fuel tanks 

and battery cubes as the final solution to accommodate the TasGRN equipment at each site.  

 

2.3.1 Redundant Infrastructure 
The proposed TasGRN Facility will create a new asset replacing the existing TMRN communications facility on 

the site.  Essentially TASGRN is the next generation of the existing emergency services telecommunications.  

The State’s third-party contract for the management and operation of the Trunked Mobile Radio Network 

(TMRN) which supports Tasmania Police, TasNetworks and Hydro, expired in 2021 (with an option to extend to 

 
6 https://www.arpansa.gov.au/regulation-and-licensing/regulatory-publications/radiation-protection-series/codes-and-

standards/rpss-1  

https://www.arpansa.gov.au/regulation-and-licensing/regulatory-publications/radiation-protection-series/codes-and-standards/rpss-1
https://www.arpansa.gov.au/regulation-and-licensing/regulatory-publications/radiation-protection-series/codes-and-standards/rpss-1
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2023). The supplier has indicated that the TMRN will be technically obsolete and difficult to maintain beyond 

2021.7 

As such, the existing DPFEM (TMRN Network) equipment at each site is currently switched off and inactive. 

TasGRN has installed small temporary communications infrastructure on the TMRN shelters at each site until 

the full solution can be deployed.  

It has been confirmed that DPFEM or Telstra (on behalf of DPFEM) will remove all redundant infrastructure 

within 12 months of the TasGRN construction works. 

2.3.2 Construction and Operation 
The construction and operation of the site will be in accordance with the Construction Environmental 

Management Plans, CEMP, (Attachment 17) and the Operation and Maintenance Plans (Attachment 18). Both 

plans are currently in draft form and capture all recommendations and risk mitigation as described in the 

specialist reports and designs. These will be further refined upon final feedback from further Stakeholder 

engagement.  

The CEMPs estimates that up to 240 days of helicopter use (120 at each site) will be required for construction 

and then two trips per annum per site for maintenance activities, as described in the Operations and 

Maintenance Plans. Although redundancy and planned maintenance are factored into the design of the 

facilities, emergency maintenance trips may still be required if unexpected events occur to maintain mission-

critical coverage and capacity.. 

Specifically in relation to helicopter use, the design and construction has sought to minimise helicopter flights 

as much as practicable. Helicopter flights for construction will be guided by the Aerial Eagle Nest Surveys 

(Attachment 24) and will require an authority from the Director in accordance with the Fly Neighbourly Advice, 

Tasmanian World Heritage Area And  Mt Field National Park, 

https://parks.tas.gov.au/Documents/Fly%20Neighbourly%207.pdf  

 

2.3.3 Bushfire Mitigation Measures 
Telstra has considered bushfire risk during construction, ongoing operations, and also in relation to material 

and equipment risk.  

This is detailed in Telstra’s Bushfire and Environment Risk Summary and CMP’s addressing items such as 

controls on hot works, firefighting equipment on site, and the selection and design of the power provision, 

including the selection of the bunded generators and fuel tanks. Refer to Attachment 15 Bushfire and 

Environmental Risk Summary V2, Telstra, 23062025, and the site CEMP’s at Attachment 17.  

The intent of the TasGRN network is to improve the provision of services delivered by ESOs (including PWS) 

and other User Organisations with the provision of a modern, resilient, public-safety grade interoperable radio 

communications network.  

The installation of the TasGRN facilities at Mt King William 1 and Mt Wedge will increase coverage to the 

region, specifically within the TWWHA where there is a significant lack of radio communications sites. The 

TasGRN installations have been designed for breadth and resilience, therefore increasing the ability to protect 

World Heritage zones due to enhanced coverage, enabling greater mobility of resources, including during 

times of emergencies such as bushfires. 

 
7 Tasmanian Government Radio Network, (TASGRN) Project Submission to the Parliamentary Standing Committee on 

Public Works 27 July 2020, Department of Police, Fire and Emergency Management 

https://parks.tas.gov.au/Documents/Fly%20Neighbourly%207.pdf
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The Bushfire and Environmental Risk Summary addresses the equipment, material and construction risk 

(including Hot Works). The generator, fuel storage tank and fuel line are suitable for bushfire prone areas and 

adverse environmental conditions including snow, ice and heavy rainfall.  

The proposal is consistent with contemporary building standards and sustainable management practices.  

Whilst the site TWWHA Fire Management Asset Protection Zone 2 (APZ2) covers the site and is an area that 

has been recognised as requiring intensive fuel modification. The area is predominantly rocky with low level 

Eastern Alpine Heath – as such no APZ clearing is considered to be required. 

2.4 Cumulative Impacts 
 

The proposal at Mt King William 1 and Mt Wedge are 2 of 9 TasGRN sites located within the TWWHA.  

Six of these sites have already been constructed and pertain to the addition of one TasGRN antenna on the 

existing structure at each site, and the installation of a generator (with built in fuel tank) within existing 

compounds to ensure the provision of backup power.  

The remaining three sites at Mt King William 1, Mt King William and Redan Hill are required to be assessed via 

the RAA Level 3 process (with Redan Hill being removed from the program).  

The cumulative impacts of all TasGRN infrastructure located in the TWWHA has been assessed in the 

Cumulative Impacts Assessment at Attachment 23. 

 

3. Current Environment 
 

3.1 Legislation 
 

3.1.1 EPBC Act 1999 
The Commonwealth Environment Protection and Biodiversity Conservation Act 1999 (EPBC Act) provides a legal 

framework to protect and manage nationally and internationally important flora, fauna, ecological 

communities and heritage places—defined in the EPBC Act as Matters of National Environmental Significance 

(MNES). MNES include World Heritage Properties. As such the EPBC Act 1999 is applicable to actions in the 

Tasmanian Wilderness World Heritage Area (TWWHA). 

Approval from the Federal Minster is required under the Act, if an action will have, or is likely to have, a 

significant impact on a MNES. The test for ‘significant impact’ requires a MNES to be degraded, altered or 

modified.  

Telstra has undertaken referral to the Department of Climate Change, Energy, the Environment and Water 

(DCCEEW) to assess if the activity is a controlled action under the (EPBC Act).   

The referral contained a detailed assessment of potential impacts and mitigation to the Outstanding Universal 

Values (OUV) of the TWWHA from the proposed action. No submissions were received during the public 

consultation on the proposed action, and DCCEEW determined in March 2025 that the proposed action is not a 

controlled action if taken in a particular manner.   

Telstra’s detailed referral can be reviewed via this link: Project Decision · EPBC Act Public Portal 

https://epbcpublicportal.environment.gov.au/all-referrals/project-referral-summary/project-decision/?id=6cd99067-7532-ef11-8e4e-00224894b2ac
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The particular manners are listed in the decision at Attachment 26 and are also reflected in the CEMPs at 

Attachment 17, and the Commitments Tables contained in section 7 of this EIS.  

3.1.2 NPRM Act 2002 
The National Parks and Reserves Management Act 2002 (NPRM) delegates managing authority to the Director 

of National Parks and Wildlife (PWS) to manage land designated as one of eight types of parks and reserves. 

Schedule 1 of the Act lists management objectives for each reserve type including the National Park in which 

this proposal is located. 

The Tasmanian Parks and Wildlife Service (PWS) are responsible for maintaining the significant values 

protected within lands reserved under this Act, including values of biological diversity, geological diversity, 

water quality, sites/areas of cultural significance, and areas of high wilderness quality. PWS are also charged 

with encouraging certain forms of use of reserves and assessing proposed uses. The Reserve Activity 

Assessment (RAA) process is the Environmental Impact Assessment system PWS uses to assess whether 

activities proposed on PWS managed land are environmentally, socially and economically acceptable, and to 

ensure that proposals are consistent with any approved management plan that applies to the land. 

The proposal is in accordance with the management objectives for National Parks as it is designed to be in 

accordance with TWWHAMP 2016. The primary purpose of National Parks is to protect and conserve natural 

and cultural values. Tourism, recreation, and enjoyment of National Parks is also promoted insofar as it is 

compatible with conservation objectives. This proposal is considered an acceptable balance of these objectives 

to protect natural and cultural values while at the same time providing for a modern, resilient, public-safety 

grade interoperable radio communications network for improved health, public safety and natural disaster 

response outcomes for Tasmanians whilst preserving the natural, primitive, and remote character of the 

wilderness area. 

3.1.3 Other relevant legislation 
 

Table 3 Other relevant legislation  

List of relevant legislation Permit 

Status 

Details 

- Assessment or performance criteria 

- Permit, approval or authority 

National Parks and 

Reserves Management Act 

2002 

Authority 

Required 

Prescribes permitted and prohibited actions in reserves, and attributes 

fines to offences. 

Authority required under the Regulations to disturb natural environment, 

issued by PWS. 

Crown Lands Act 1976 Lease A lease will be executed between Telstra and PWS to meet the provisions 

of the Crown Lands Act. 

Threatened Species 

Protection Act 1995 

Not 

expected 

with 

mitigation 

Taking known threatened species is unlawful. 

No threatened species identified at the site; however, Wedge-tailed Eagles 

are listed as vulnerable under the act. Mitigations are provided to avoid any 

active nests within 1km of the sites.  

Nature Conservation Act 

2002 

Not 

expected 

Schedule 3A - Threatened native vegetation communities 

Threatened community to be avoided. 

Nature Conservation 

(wildlife) Regulations 2021 

Not 

expected 

In accordance with the Tasmanian Devil Survey Guidelines and 

Management Advice for Development Proposals , if Dens are identified 

https://nre.tas.gov.au/Documents/Devil%20Survey%20Guidelines%20and%20Advice.pdf
https://nre.tas.gov.au/Documents/Devil%20Survey%20Guidelines%20and%20Advice.pdf
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during pre-clearance surveys and cannot be avoided during works 

activities, a permit will be required.   

Aboriginal Heritage Act 

1975 

Not 

expected 

Disturbing aboriginal relics is prohibited. 

AHAR completed; Aboriginal Heritage Tasmania (AHT) has acknowledged 

the findings and recommendations of the assessment and confirmed it 

conforms to the assessment standards outlined in the Aboriginal Heritage 

Standards and Procedures as per the Aboriginal Heritage Act 1975. Refer to 

Attachment 4 AHA Mt King William Record of Advice AHA 532, Feb 2023, & 

Attachment 6 AHA Mt Wedge Record of Advice AHA 531 Feb 2023 

Historic Cultural Heritage 

Act 1995 

Not 

Applicable 

Lists heritage buildings and places to be protected. 

No listed heritage items at the site. 

Land Use Planning and 

Approvals Act 1993 

Permit 

Required 

Delegates’ authority to Local Government to control use and development 

in municipal areas. 

A discretionary Planning Permit is required for the development from by 

Central Highlands Council (Mt King William) and Derwent Valley (Mt 

Wedge) 

Water Management Act 

1999 / State Policy on 

Water Quality 

Management 1997 

Not 

applicable 

Applies to surface, coastal and ground waters. 

No use of water proposed to trigger assessment under the Act or Policy. 

Fire Service Act 1979 Not 

expected 

PWS is responsible under this Act and the Fire Service (Miscellaneous) 

Regulations 1996 for all aspects of fire management within the reserve 

system, including prevention and suppression. 

The proposal will enhance emergency services communications.  

Commitments to be made to ensure fire risk is mitigated during the 

construction phase, and in particular any hot works being undertaken.  

Forest Practices Act 1985 Not 

applicable  

Regulates the use and harvest of timber recourses, including clearing of 

native forests for all land uses. 

Volume and scale of vegetation clearing too small to trigger Forest 

Practices Plan 

Building Act 2016 and 

Regulations 2016 

Permit 

Required 

A building permit is required and will be obtained by Telstra prior to 

construction 

 

3.2 Planning 
 

3.2.1 TWWHA Management Plan 2016 
 

The Tasmanian Wilderness World Heritage Area Management Plan 2016 (TWWHAMP 2016) is a statutory 

document which is approved under the National Parks and Reserves Management Act 2002. The guiding vision 

for management of the TWWHA is:  

“To identify, protect, conserve, present, and, if appropriate, to rehabilitate, the World Heritage, National 

Heritage and other natural and cultural values of the TWWHA and to transmit that heritage to future 

generations in as good or better condition than at present” 

https://nre.tas.gov.au/Documents/TWWHA_Management_Plan_2016.pdf   page 34  

https://nre.tas.gov.au/Documents/TWWHA_Management_Plan_2016.pdf
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The proposal seeks a balance between providing for breadth of coverage and resilience, therefore increasing 

the ability to protect World Heritage zones due to enhanced coverage, enabling greater mobility of resources., 

while protecting and conserving biodiversity and natural landscapes. 

At the State level, the Management Plan functions as a statutory plan for the various reserves within the 

TWWHA. In this regard, the management by Department of Natural Resources and Environment Tasmania 

(DNRE) of areas that are subject to this plan is required to be in accordance with its broad intent and its 

specific prescriptions.  

The Plan prescribes four management zones and the TasGRN proposal at Mt King William 1 and Mt Wedge are 

located within the Recreation Zone and the Remote Area Management Overlay (TWWHAMP 2016 pg 71) 

Management Overlays are used to identify more specialised management regimes for specific areas and 

locations. They are applied over the top of Management Zones, which continue to provide the relevant general 

policies and controls. Management Overlay prescriptions prevail over Management Zone prescriptions where 

there is any inconsistency. 

The proposal is consistent with the aims of the Recreation Zone (TWWHAMP 2016 3.1.1.2) in that the 

infrastructure is located at a site where infrastructure is already provided for, without significant impact on 

natural or cultural values as is demonstrated in this EIS.   

The Remote Area Management Overlay identifies areas where providing and maintaining vital infrastructure 

(including communications towers) in otherwise remote settings are required. The proposed TasGRN facilities 

accord with the intent of this overlay in that it is replacing the aging and inefficient TMRN network to allow 

Emergency Services Communications to be maintained and improved.  

The Table of Use in the Plan lists the permitted uses and developments in different Zones. The Recreation Zone 

does not specifically list a communications facility as a Use, however the Remote Area Management Overlay 

prescriptions prevail over the zone prescriptions and therefore it is considered that the communications 

facility is permitted under the Remote Area Management Overly (subject to the RAA approvals process).  

An example assessment and approvals process is described in the Section 3.3.1 of the Plan. The process 

includes the Reserve Activity Assessment (RAA). This EIS has been prepared for assessment in accordance with 

a Level 3 EIA process prescribed by PWS and is consistent with the RAA process described in the Plan. 

The Plan also lists additional assessment criteria in Section 3.3.1. This criteria requires an assessment of 

potential impacts to world heritage values. The impacts can be direct, indirect, or cumulative. As the proposal 

was referred under the EPBC Act, a full assessment was undertaken in relation to potential impacts on World 

Heritage Values. A copy of this report can be found at Attachment 25, or online here: Project Decision · EPBC 

Act Public Portal 

No submissions were received during the public consultation on the proposed action, and DCCEEW 

determined in March 2025 that the proposed action is not a controlled action if taken in a particular manner 

(refer to EPBC Decision and Particular Manners at Attachment 26).   

The Plan also lists a series of Key Desired Outcomes (KDO) for management. The KDOs are assigned some 

management actions and evaluation methods. The KDOs relevant to the proposal are: 

KDO 4.8: The TWWHA is assessed as an outstanding Aboriginal Cultural Landscape under the World Heritage 

Convention. This status would reflect Aboriginal occupation and cultural practices. 

KDO 4 .6: Interpretation and presentation of the TWWHA’s Aboriginal cultural values are determined by 

Aboriginal people. 

https://epbcpublicportal.environment.gov.au/all-referrals/project-referral-summary/project-decision/?id=6cd99067-7532-ef11-8e4e-00224894b2ac
https://epbcpublicportal.environment.gov.au/all-referrals/project-referral-summary/project-decision/?id=6cd99067-7532-ef11-8e4e-00224894b2ac
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KDO 5 .5: A comprehensive suite of strategies is in place that minimises biosecurity risks to the natural 

values of the TWWHA: Evaluation Statement: Increase public awareness of biosecurity threats and 

mitigation actions that can be implemented at the individual level. 

KDO 5.8 The aesthetic qualities of the TWWHA are maintained or improved. Evaluation Statement: The need 

to design new facilities to blend into their locations is met by the development; and impact of new facilities 

on aesthetic values minimised. 

KDO 8.5 The wilderness is managed for the protection of the integrity and the natural and cultural values of 

TWWHA and the quality of the recreational experience it provides is being met. 

The proposal is designed in accordance with the KDO’s and furthers the management intentions of the 

TWWHAMP 2016. An Assessment against the additional assessment criteria in Section 3.3.1 of the TWWHA is 

provided at Attachment 25. 

 

4. Environment 
4.1 Cultural 
 

The TWWHA is culturally significant to Tasmanian Aboriginal people both from a landscape perspective and 

heritage sites. Tasmanian Aboriginal people were the southern-most people in the world during the last glacial 

period, and part of the first expansion of modern humans across the globe. Artefacts show the hunting and 

gathering lifestyle of the people occupying these high southern latitudes when the climate was much more 

variable.  

CHMA Pty Ltd and Aboriginal Officer Rocky Saintly were engaged to undertake an Aboriginal Cultural Heritage 

Report, including desktop assessments, field survey and engagement and consultation with the Tasmanian 

Aboriginal Community and Aboriginal Heritage Tasmania (AHT) and the Aboriginal Heritage Council (AHC).  

These assessments and consultation were done on the 2022 Designs which contained  

The Aboriginal Heritage Assessment Reports for Mt King William and Mt Wedge found: 

➢ No evidence of Aboriginal heritage sites within the study area 

➢ The assessment confirmed that there are no known Aboriginal heritage sites in the project area or 

immediate surrounds. As such, there are no site-specific Aboriginal heritage significance values to be 

assessed. 

➢ In terms of broader Aboriginal cultural values, the development proposal will result in minimal 

additional vegetation clearance and topsoil disturbances, therefore the proposal will have a negligible 

impact on food and medicine resources, which are acknowledged as important Aboriginal cultural 

values. 

➢ There is no evidence to indicate that the study area is situated in the immediate vicinity of any 

traditional Aboriginal pathways through the applicable region. 

➢ There is also no specific information to indicate that Mt King William or Mt Wedge was a specific 

landform feature that was of cultural or spiritual significance to the Tasmanian Aboriginal people. 

➢ The proposal will have a generally low level of impact on the tangible and intangible Aboriginal 

cultural values of this part of the TWWHA and the recognised Outstanding Universal Values. 

➢ There are possible impacts to aesthetic/visual values of the broader study area resulting from the 

erection of the TasGRN mast/s. 
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Statements from the Aboriginal Officer whilst confirming the above findings, also noted that the Inspiring Place 

VWIAs are a concern given that this would mean that there would most likely be some level of impacts to the 

intangible Aboriginal cultural values of this part of the TWWHA and the recognised Outstanding Universal 

Values of the TWWHA as a whole. Please note, since this statement, 24 Solar Panels on 4 solar arrays have 

been removed from the designs at each site, and all migrations from the VWIA’s will be implemented.  

Refer to Attachment 3 AHAR, Mt King William 1, CHMA, Feb 2024 & Attachment 5 AHAR, Mt Wedge, CHMA, 

Feb 2024 

These attachments will not be made publicly available due to cultural sensitivity reasons 

Aboriginal Heritage Tasmania (AHT) has acknowledged the findings and recommendations of the assessment 

and confirmed it conforms to the assessment standards outlined in the Aboriginal Heritage Standards and 

Procedures as per the Aboriginal Heritage Act 1975. Refer to Attachment 4 AHA Mt King William Record of 

Advice AHA 532, Feb 2023, & Attachment 6 AHA Mt Wedge Record of Advice AHA 531 Feb 2023 

4.2 Wilderness and Visual Impact Assessment 
 

A variety of biophysical factors influence the visual setting and potential impacts on wilderness values for the 

development.  

Inspiring Place undertook assessments specific to three TasGRN sites; Mt King William 1, Mt Wedge, and 

Redan Hill. The Methodology and findings are described in detail in each report; Refer to: 

➢ Att 13 VWIA, Mt King William 1, Inspiring Place, Aug 2023 

➢ Att 14 VWIA, Mt Wedge, Inspiring Place, Aug 2023 

➢ Att 21 VWIA Redan Hill 2, Inspiring Place, Aug 2023 

The assessment also included inputs from Entura for seen view analysis & montages, and ICT for a Glint and 

Glare Assessment of the solar panels. Their findings are summarised below, and mitigations and 

recommendations are included in Section 6 Potential Impacts and Section 7 Commitments of this EIS. 

The Reports were based on the 2022 Designs. Since these 2023 VWIA Reports, 24 Solar Panels on 4 solar arrays 

have been removed from the designs at each site, footings have been reduced in bulk (concrete piers to steel 

posts) and all migrations from the VWIA’s will be implemented. The site at Redan Hill has since been removed 

from the TasGRN program due to unacceptable impacts on the TWWHA. Reports for Mt King William and Mt 

Wedge found:  

The original National Wilderness Inventory developed by the Australian Heritage Commission scores the 

development sites as:  

Mt King William 1: having a wilderness value of approximately 7.83 (1995). More recent 2015 mapping by PWS 

indicates the wilderness value at the site is approximately 10.2. 

Mt Wedge: having a wilderness value of approximately 9.41 (1995). More recent 2015 mapping by PWS 

indicates the wilderness value at the site is approximately 10.63. 

While the development is in the THWWA where wilderness values are of key importance, the local landscape 

has some capacity to blend into the complexity of the patterning of the vegetation and rock at these summit 

locations. Inspiring Place summarised that: 

At Mt King William 1:  
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A Digital Elevation Model (DEM) was used to show that the visibility of the development is 

emphasised by its prominent position in the landscape. The sensitivity of these views was 

rated high based on the fact that the development is seen from a State Highway with a 

high traffic volume, its location in a wilderness recreation area and views to it from within 

wilderness areas. 

The landscape was found to have a moderate visual absorption capacity which helped to 

minimise the potential visual impacts that might have arisen with less screening potential 

and in a higher point in the landscape. 

Together, these factors suggested that the magnitude of visual impact of the 

development was moderate. Magnitude in conjunction with estimated sensitivity and 

visual absorption capability meant the conclusion was reached that the development 

would have a high significance of visual impact tempered by the fact that there are 

already facilities at the location which affect the visual values of the setting. 

Review indicated that the principal impact of the development on the NWI wilderness 

quality rating would from the visibility of the development and its influence on apparent 

naturalness. While recreational experience is not considered by the NWI, the impact on 

wilderness values is not inconsequential and is influenced by the visual impact of the 

development and its influence on apparent naturalness. However, the moderate 

numerical wilderness quality rating of the NWI is not influenced to the extent that the 

overall magnitude of impacts on wilderness values is significantly changed beyond 

moderate. 

Significance of impact is an amalgam of sensitivity to impacts and their magnitude. Given 

the estimation of the magnitude of impact on wilderness values and the sensitivity of 

viewers/users to change, it is considered that the development will have high significance 

of impact on the wilderness values of the surrounding WHA tempered by the fact that 

there are already facilities at the location which affect the experience of the wilderness 

setting. Thus it could be argued that the significance of the impact on wilderness values of 

the new development is not as great as the evaluation indicates. 

At Mt Wedge:  

A Digital Elevation Model (DEM) was used to show that the visibility of the development 

largely restrained to the immediate vicinity of the summit and distances of 10-15km from 

either Lake Pedder or Lake Gordon or walking tracks. The sensitivity of these views was 

rated moderate given that the view is mostly to the slim antenna that will often be 

obscured by cloud or blend in against the sky. 

The landscape was found to have a moderate visual absorption capacity which helped to 

minimise the potential visual impacts that might have arisen.  

Together, these factors suggested that the magnitude of visual impact of the 

development was moderate. Magnitude in conjunction with estimated sensitivity and 

visual absorption capability meant the conclusion was reached that the development 

would have a moderate significance of visual impact tempered by the fact that there are 

already facilities at the location which affect the visual values of the setting. 

Review indicated that the principal impact of the development on the NWI wilderness 

quality rating would from the visibility of the development and its influence on apparent 

naturalness. While recreational experience is not considered by the NWI, the impact on 
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wilderness values is not inconsequential and is influenced by the visual impact of the 

development and its influence on apparent naturalness. However, the moderate 

numerical wilderness quality rating of the NWI is not influenced to the extent that the 

overall magnitude of impacts on wilderness values is significantly changed beyond 

moderate. 

Significance of impact is an amalgam of sensitivity to impacts and their magnitude. Given 

the estimation of the magnitude of impact on wilderness values and the sensitivity of 

viewers/users to change, it is considered that the development will have moderate 

significance of impact on the wilderness values of the surrounding WHA tempered by 

the fact that there are already facilities at the location which affect the experience of the 

wilderness setting. Thus it could be argued that the significance of the impact on 

wilderness values of the new development is not as great as the evaluation indicates. 

A summary of the impacts Inspiring Place concluded are provided for each site below. Refer to Attachment 22 

Visual Comparison Table 3, TasGRN TWWHA Sites, Inspiring Place, Aug 2023 

Mt King William 1 (Alteration type: Upgrade) 

Moderate Magnitude of impact (visual values): Changes that are permanently visible but of a scale that is sub-

ordinate to the setting or of an alteration type consistent with the landscape character and viewing 

experience. 

High Significance of impact (visual values): High sensitivity/moderate magnitude of impact. 

Moderate Magnitude of impact (wilderness values): expecting wild experience but seen in conjunction with 

significant Hydro features/impacts and existing facilities. 

High Significance of impact (wilderness values): high sensitivity/ moderate magnitude of impact 

Mt Wedge (Alteration type: Upgrade) 

Moderate Magnitude of impact (visual values): Changes that are permanently visible but of a scale that is sub-

ordinate to the setting or of an alteration type consistent with the landscape character and viewing 

experience. 

Moderate Significance of impact (visual values): moderate sensitivity/moderate magnitude of impact. 

Moderate Magnitude of impact (wilderness values): expecting wild experience but seen in conjunction with 

significant Hydro features/impacts and existing facilities. 

Moderate Significance of impact (wilderness values): moderate sensitivity/ moderate magnitude of impact 

The reports for both locations further state that the significance of impact (both on Visual Values and 

Wilderness Values) is tempered by the fact that there are already infrastructure facilities at the location/s 

which affect the experience of the wilderness setting. Thus, it could be argued that the significance of the 

impact on wilderness values of the new development is not as great as the evaluation indicates. 

Several mitigation measures are proposed by Inspiring Place. Inspiring Place concluded that whilst valuable, 

none of the mitigation measures were sufficient to lower the magnitude of impacts to a degree that the 

assessment of the significance of visual and wilderness impacts at each site (either moderate or high) would 

change. Inspiring Place also concluded that the impacts at Mt King William, may warrant a referral under the 

EPBC Act.  

Since the time of the Inspiring Place report findings (2023), the infrastructure at each site has been reduced 

significantly (by at least 30%) via the reduction of 24 solar panels per site (2025 Designs). A referral decision 
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has also been received by DCCEEW under the EPBC Act, and the site at Redan Hill has been removed from 

the program. These mitigations and findings are discussed in Section 6 below.  

4.3 Natural Values 
 

North Barker was engaged to undertake a Natural Values Assessment (NVA). In addition to the NVA, 

complementary reports were also completed including an Aerial Nest Survey, Weed and Hygiene Management 

Plan, and Geomorphology Report, refer to Attachments:  

➢ 9 NVA Mt King William, NBES, Dec 2022 

o Appendix D Eagle Nest Search Results, North Barker Ecosystem Services, Apr 2022 

o Appendix E Weed and Hygiene Management Plan, North Barker Ecosystem Services, Aug 

2022 

o Appendix F Geomorphological Values, Earth Sciences and Cultural Heritage, Forest Practices 

Authority, Aug 2022 

➢ 10 NVA Mt Wedge, NBES, Dec 2022 

o Appendix D Eagle Nest Search Results, North Barker Ecosystem Services, Apr 2022 

o Appendix E Weed and Hygiene Management Plan, North Barker Ecosystem Services, Aug 

2022 

o Appendix F Geomorphological Values, Earth Sciences and Cultural Heritage Forest Practices 

Authority, Aug 2022 

➢ 11 Landslip Report Mt King William, Intrax, Oct 2022 

➢ 12 Geo Desktop Report Mt King William Mt Wedge, Intrax, July 2021 

➢ 24 2nd Eagle Nest Surveys 2024, North Barker, March 2024 

Their findings are summarised below, and mitigations and recommendations are included in Section 6 

Potential Impacts and Section 7 Commitments of this EIS.  

4.3.1 Vegetation 
 

MT King William 1:  

In terms of existing mapping within the TASVEG 4.0 (and Live) database, the survey area is indicated as 

containing alpine coniferous heath (HCH). However, the field assessment found that coniferous plants were 

present, but not in a high enough concentration to justify a coniferous heath community and the vegetation in 

the survey area is best represented by the eastern alpine heathland (HHE) community.  

The community is dominated by low shrubs such as Richea sprengelioides, Leptospermum rupestre, 

Ozothamnus rodwayi, Orites revolutus, Persoonia gunnii and Microcachrys tetragona. Prostrate shrubs and 

small herbs such as Pentachondra pumila, Euphrasia collina, Scapisenecio pectinatus var. pectinatus, and 

Rubus gunnianus also occurred frequently. Sedges and grasses such as Carex breviculmis and Poa gunnii were 

present, but not abundant due to the rocky landscape. 

The HHE community is not listed as threatened under the Tasmanian Nature Conservation Act 2002 (NCA) nor 

the EPBCA.  

Mt Wedge 

In terms of existing mapping within the TASVEG 4.0 (and Live) database, the survey area is indicated as 

containing eastern alpine heath (HHE). The field assessment found the existing vegetation mapping to be 

accurate. The HHE community has been described above.  
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4.3.2 Threatened Flora 
Mt King William 1 

The survey identified 36 vascular plant taxa within the potential impact area of the infrastructure, with 22 of 

these being endemic to Tasmania. No species being listed as rare or threatened under the TSPA and/or EPBCA 

were observed. 

Records of two threatened flora are listed within 5 kilometres of the survey area from the Natural Values Atlas 

search. Neither species is considered to be likely to occur within the survey area due to being outside of their 

altitudinal range. 

Mt Wedge 

The survey identified 28 vascular plant taxa within the potential impact area of the infrastructure, with 19 of 

these being endemic to Tasmania. No species being listed as rare or threatened under the TSPA and/or EPBCA 

were observed. 

No threatened flora species have been recorded from within 5 kilometres of the survey area according to the 

Natural Values Atlas search. No threatened flora species were observed nor are considered to be at risk. 

 

4.3.3 Weeds and Plant Pathogens 
No species listed as a ‘declared’ weed under the Tasmanian Weed Management Act 1999 (WMA) were 

observed during the surveys. 

No cinnamon root rot fungus, Phytophthora cinnamomi (PC), was recorded in the natural values searches and 

no symptomatic evidence was observed. The survey area is outside the altitudinal range for PC. 

Appropriate construction hygiene should be applied to avoid the spread/introduction of weeds or introduction 

of pathogens. These are included in the Site specific Weed and Hygiene Management Plan which have been 

updated in 2025 to cater for the 2023 change in legislation from the WMA to the Biosecurity Act 2019.  

4.3.4 Vegetation Communities of Conservation Concern 
The proposed works are not expected to have meaningful impacts on native vegetation due to much of the 

proposed infrastructure aiming to utilise rocky areas free of vegetation as much as is practical, in addition to 

the communities that require some clearance not being threatened and being widespread in the broader 

region and State. 

Alpine and sub-alpine areas are recognised as particularly vulnerable to the impacts of climate change due to 

the effects of climate warming and increased bushfire risk. Some alpine environments are more susceptible 

than others to these risks. The eastern alpine heath is particularly susceptible to the increased risk of bushfire, 

as many of the species are fire sensitive and do not resprout after fire. With appropriate bushfire hazard 

management strategies in place, the NVA’s concluded that the current proposal does not present a significant 

risk to this vegetation community. Considerable efforts have been made to reduce the reliance on diesel on 

site. This has been achieved by increasing ensuring the appropriate balance of solar capacity of the site. 

This community is well reserved at all levels and is not considered to be at risk in terms of vegetation clearance 

in the broader region. 

4.3.5 Threatened Fauna 
No threatened fauna species were observed during the survey, and potential habitat for threatened fauna is 

very limited due to the high altitude of the survey area. Devils and quolls are recorded from within 5 km 

according to the Natural Values Atlas; however, these records occur mostly along the Lyell Highway which is 

approximately 500 m lower in elevation (Mt King William) or Gordon River Road which is approximately 800 m 
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lower in elevation (Mt Wedge) . It is not uncommon to observe devils and quolls in alpine environments, 

however it is extremely unlikely that they would den and forage to any meaningful degree within the habitat 

on site. 

Mt Wedge: A wedge-tailed eagle nest record exists approximately 725 south-east of the proposed mast site. 

This nest was discovered (by Nick Mooney in 1985) but a survey (by Bill Brown) in 2017 found the nest to no 

longer be at the recorded location, and a subsequent survey by NBES on the 11th of March 2022 and March 

2024 supports this. The NBES nest search concluded that the area within 1 km of the survey area is not likely to 

support eagle nests in the future due to a lack of suitable habitat. Habitat modelling suggests the location has 

low suitability for supporting a nest, while other gullies within 1 km also have relatively low suitability. 

Nonetheless low suitability habitat does not preclude the presence of nests, particularly when the area has 

been used for nesting in the past. 

Mt King William 1: Raptors such as the Tasmanian wedge-tailed eagle and the grey goshawk have been 

observed within 5 km of the survey areas. These birds may visit the area on occasion, but there are no trees in 

the survey areas that are capable of supporting nests, and foraging suitability is very limited. In the broader 

area, Wedge-tailed eagle nesting habitat suitability mapping modelling suggests nesting habitat is limited but 

shows an area of moderate to high nesting habitat suitability in a gully to the south-east (the potential 

suitability of nesting habitat elsewhere within 1 km is lower or nil.) 

Aerial searches for eagle nests were conducted in March 2022 and again in March 2024. No nests were 

recorded within 1 km of the project areas. Full eagle nest search results in relation to Mt King William and Mt 

Wedge are contained in Appendix D of the NVA’s (attachments 9 and 10), and Attachment 24, 2nd Eagle Nest 

Surveys 2024.  

4.3.5 Geoconservation 
Mt Wedge: No significant impacts are likely from the proposed infrastructure and works associated with the 

communications tower site on the two listed TGD sites encompassing the summit plateau of Mt Wedge. Refer 

to Geoconservation Report at Appendix F of the NVA at attachment 10. 

Mt King William: Glacial and Periglacial landforms are present on Mt King William I, however; neither suite of 

landforms are likely to be significantly impacted by the infrastructure works at the communications tower site. 

Refer to Geoconservation Report at Appendix F of the NVA at Attachment 9. 

Landslide susceptibility 

Mt Wedge: The Mt Wedge summit and upper slopes are mapped as lying inside a low to medium landslide risk 

area. It is noted that the works are not located within a landslide Hazard area. 

Mt King William 1: The Mt King William 1 summit and upper slopes are mapped as lying inside a low and 

medium landslide risk area. The proposed infrastructure is located within both low and medium risk areas. A 

landslide risk assessment has been undertaken for the project and a moderate landslide risk is applicable to 

rock topple impacting the mast and rock fall impacting the solar array and connecting cables. 

 

4.4 Site Security 
  

Both locations at Mt King William 1 and Mt Wedge are in elevated remote areas at the end of walking tracks. 

The tracks provide access to the summits and are used by the general public for recreational purposes.  

During the construction phase, risks to the general public will be addressed via the CEMP including JSEA/SWMS 

and MOPs). On recommendations from PWS, the tracks will be closed for the duration of the construction 



 
 

 

Draft EIS, TasGRN089 Mt Wedge, RAA4170 and TasGRN072 Mt King William 1, RAA4249 Nov 25 Rev 6 
     36 

 
 

 

period to ensure public safety. CCTV Security Cameras will be installed at each site to monitor the local 

environment both during construction, and ongoing.  

Public safety is adequately addressed through the implementation of the Detailed Design, including the 

following: 

➢ Installation of an anti-climb system on the tower 

➢ Prescribed Radiofrequency EME signage 

➢ On site surveillance cameras  

➢ Tamper proof elements to all equipment 

➢ The generators and fuel tanks are supplied dual skinned (bunded) and alarmed in compliance with 

AS1940. Fuel lines are contained to a single platform area at each site with connections made using a 

dry break coupler to avoid any risk of spill.  The exhaust is on the top of the generator and is flush 

with the surface.  A spark arrestor will be installed. The generator has four lockable doors. The fuel 

storage platform will contain physical barriers (lockable gate and handrail) and signage to denote the 

hazards relating to fuel storage. The fuel tanks have a built-in cover that is lockable to prevent un-

authorised access to the fuel line connections. 

4.5 Temporary Activities 
 

The use of helicopters during construction will cause a temporary negative impact to walker experiences and 

wilderness. The sound of helicopter engines can be an environmental nuisance to many walkers. 

The construction phase of the proposal will require regular helicopter landings of people, supplies and 

materials. Helicopter operations will occur on average 5 days a week for an estimated 240 days over a period 

of ten months (not necessarily consecutive). 

5. Engagement 
5.1 Site Planning 
The TasGRN Business Case was developed across 2017, with significant input from User Organisations, in 

identifying the business requirements for a new shared radio network that is interoperable, contemporary and 

sustainable. This approach was a fundamental recommendation from various reports including the Auditor-

General’s report into the 2013 Tasmanian Bushfires. The project has been supported by Technical Advisors - 

Mingara Australasia Pty Ltd, Commercial Advisors - Deloitte, Probity Advisors - Wise Lord and Ferguson and 

Legal Advisors Minter Ellison in addition to dedicated resources from the Office of the Crown Solicitor. 

The TasGRN Project engaged extensively with the Market with a comprehensive Market Sounding / Request 

for Information (RFI) process in order to be able to establish an indication of the total cost of a Managed 

Service to the State. 

The Business Case was endorsed in 2018 with Government reserving an allocation of $25 million per annum. 

The Business case identified a P25 standards-based radio network, delivered as a managed service, as the 

preferred radio communications model. 

The TasGRN User Organisations have undertaken an extensive coverage prediction and site selection process. 

This process generated a design that will economically leverage existing sites, minimising green-field builds to 
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meet the State’s coverage requirements. The trunked radio site design utilises the best mix of available site 

infrastructure, using a combination of State, Preferred Tenderer and other sites assets.8 

The TasGRN Project sought to establish a public presence with the delivery of a website, incorporating avenues 

for contact to be made with the TasGRN Project Team www.tasgrn.tas.gov.au . In addition to maintaining the 

website, the Project Team prepared a quarterly newsletter which is available by subscription with issues 

subsequently published on the website for public access https://www.tasgrn.tas.gov.au/newsletters  . These 

websites have since been decommissioned as the network has been operational since August 2023 (with the 

exception of the projects at Mt King William and Mt Wedge). 

5.2 Development Planning 
The proposal is one of 138 TasGRN Transmission sites, and therefore the specific site designs has benefited 

from previous projects, specifically at Mt Lloyd and Mt Black which required considered designs to address 

environmental impacts in State Reserves, including the hybrid power solution at Mt Black.  

Construction using helicopters was deployed at both Mt Black and Mt Lloyd, and planning and efficiency can 

be further refined for construction activities at Mt Wedge and Mt King William 1 based on learnings from 

these projects.  

DPFEM have been consulted in relation to the proposals. Relocation of their repeater dish further away from 

the helicopter landing pad will occur at Mt King William. Currently all DPFEM equipment is inactive at both Mt 

King William and Mt Wedge and will be decommissioned at part of the project works.  Any further responses 

received from DPFEM will be addressed.  

Telstra have been in discussions with Hydro in relation to a small telemetry radio located inside the forestry 

hut. Discussion are ongoing about its future use, and will be finalised once construction works commence.  

Indigenous Engagement 
CHMA Pty Ltd and an Aboriginal Officer were engaged to undertake Aboriginal Cultural Heritage Reports, 

including desktop assessments, field survey and engagement and consultation with the Tasmanian Aboriginal 

Community and Aboriginal Heritage Tasmania (AHT) and the Aboriginal Heritage Council (AHC). Refer to 

➢ Att 3 AHAR, Mt King William 1, CHMA, Feb 2024 (Attachment 3 will not be made publicly available due 

to cultural sensitivity reasons) 

➢ Att 5 AHAR, Mt Wedge, CHMA, Feb 2024 (Attachment 5 will not be made publicly available due to 

cultural sensitivity reasons) 

➢ Att 19 AHA Redan Hill, CHMA, Oct 2023 (Attachment 19 will not be made publicly available due to 

cultural sensitivity reasons) 

➢ Att 4 AHA Mt King William Record of Advice AHA 532, Feb 2023  

➢ Att 6 AHA Mt Wedge Record of Advice AHA 531 Feb 2023 

Two rounds of consultations with the relevant Indigenous Stakeholders were undertaken by the Aboriginal 

Officer in September 2022 and September 2023 (on all three locations: Mt Wedge, Mt King William and Redan 

Hill). 

The second round of consultation ensured that the feedback from AHT was addressed and updated in 2023. 

Inspiring Place Visual and Wilderness Impacts Assessments were included, including the assessment for the 

site at Redan Hill (Hill Top location). This feedback informed the decision to remove the TasGRN Site at Redan 

Hill, and to implement visual mitigation strategies at Mt King William and Mt Wedge. Consultation with AHT is 

expected to be ongoing throughout all assessment and approvals processes. 

 
8 Tasmanian Government Radio Network, (TASGRN) Project Submission to the Parliamentary Standing Committee on 

Public Works 27 July 2020, Department of Police, Fire and Emergency Management 

http://www.tasgrn.tas.gov.au/
https://www.tasgrn.tas.gov.au/newsletters
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Public Engagement 
A Four-week public consultation period will be undertaken via the RAA Level 3 process by PWS seeking 

comment on the draft EIS. The draft EIS will be available on PWS website.  

Public Notice of the proposal will be undertaken in accordance with the Land Use Planning and Approvals Act 

1993, and Tasmanian Planning Scheme Provisions. This will be undertaken by Central Highlands Council (Mt 

King William) and Derwent Valley (Mt Wedge). This consultation will be undertaken once Planning Permit 

Applications are lodged and may occur concurrently during the PWS RAA Level 3 assessment. 

 

6. Potential impacts and Mitigation 
 

Potential Impacts from the proposed activity are described below:  

➢ Physical disturbance from the installation of the new TasGRN infrastructure (removal of native 

vegetation, footings, and increase in bulk and size of equipment) directly impacts the TWWHA 

Wilderness, Cultural and Aesthetic Values in that the Cultural Landscape will be altered. Specifically: 

o The visibility of radio communications infrastructure will increase on each site. 

o The use of generators will produce noise, emissions, and contain fossil fuels. 

o The use of solar panels will cause glint and glare. 

o Areas of native vegetation (eastern alpine heathland community) will be impacted. 

o The infrastructure and construction will pose a bushfire risk. 

o Bushwalkers will see a larger footprint than the previous installation.  

➢ In turn, the alteration of the aesthetic/visual and wilderness features in the project area will have an 

impact on the intangible cultural values of the TWWHA in that the Cultural Landscape will be altered. 

➢ Construction activities will increase environmental degradation and risk (natural values), specifically: 

o Construction activities could cause the spread/introduction of weeds or introduction of 

pathogens. 

o Construction and maintenance activities could directly impact (3) Threatened Species; Devils, 

Quolls, and Wedge tailed Eagles (protected MNES), through the civil works in the disturbance 

footprint and use of helicopters for access.  

o The construction site could be hazardous to walkers. 

o The construction works have the potential to impact beyond the boundary of the 

disturbance area. Sediment loss is most likely during excavation works and serve weather 

events. 

o Construction materials could contaminate the site from poor storage and handling of 

pollutants. 

o Construction works could impact the Glacial and Periglacial landforms that are present on Mt 

King William I and landslide risks are increased. 

➢ The period of construction which includes up to 240 days of helicopter use will have a temporary 

impact on wilderness values. 

➢ Construction Activities will have a temporary impact on recreational activities by restricting walker 

access in the project area and increasing mechanical notice in the TWWHA from helicopter use. 

A discussion is provided below as to how Telstra intends to mitigate the impacts to an acceptable level that 

does not cause a significant impact on the TWWHA Outstanding Values and complies with all applicable 

legislation.  
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6.1 Inherent Mitigation 
 

Inherent TasGRN Project Mitigation 

Site selection for the whole TasGRN network of 138 sites was subject to a rigorous process to determine the 

most effective and critical locations for TasGRN sites having regard to environmental impacts and deployment 

time frames. This occurred during the project procurement stage with Government TasGRN project team and 

Telstra. It included detailed radio frequency engineering input with the vast majority of the 138 transmission 

sites being located on or at existing radio communications sites. 

Subsequently, with the removal of the Redan Hill site from the project, the project area for Mt King William 

and Mt Wedge is located where there is a presence of radio-communications equipment. No greenfield sites 

are proposed. 

The removal of the site at Redan Hill is a significant action to reduce the project impacts. It will reduce 

cumulative impacts on the TWWHA, and in particular implements the views of the Tasmanian Aboriginal 

Community 

Inherent Mitigation 

The project area is contained within the Remote Area Overlay which allows for the provision and maintenance 

of vital infrastructure (including radio communications facilities) in otherwise remote settings. 

The removal of the site at Redan Hill has mitigated the impacts of placement of facilities within the Wilderness 

zone in undisturbed areas. Hence reducing the cumulative impact of the broader TasGRN Project. 

The project area and immediate surrounds contains no known Aboriginal heritage sites. Placing infrastructure 

in an already modified landscape will reduce broader impacts on intangible Cultural Heritage Values by 

ensuring there is no new infrastructure in undisturbed landscapes. 

The project area has been identified to have a moderate visual absorption capacity. its location in an area of 

high variability in detail, colour and rock form of the vegetation and dolerite surrounds have some capacity to 

absorb the visual impact. 

The project area has a low risk of supporting devils and quoll habitat, and whilst Raptors such as the 

Tasmanian wedge-tailed eagle and the grey goshawk have been observed within 5 km of the survey area, 

there are no trees in the project area that are capable of supporting nests, and foraging suitability is very 

limited. 

The location of the sites via helicopter access reduces impacts on the broader area as no new roads or ground 

access is required. 

Design Mitigation 

The design has been further modified in 2025 to reduce the amount of fuel stored on site and the mount of 

solar panels from 60 to 36 per site. This represents a significant footprint reduction of the infrastructure at 

each site by at least 30%. It is noted that the NVA’s, AHARs and LWIA assessed the proposals on the 2022 

designs.  

The 2025 design has removed the 1000 litre fuel tank proposed under each generator and utilises two 450 

litres fuel tanks instead. This represents a total fuel storage capacity on each site of 900 litres, a reduction of 

1100 litres at each site from the 2022 Design. Fuel storage will be in accordance with AS1940 Fuel Storage. 

There will be no refuelling on site. Connection will be made using a dry break coupler to avoid any risk of spill. 

External fuel tanks will be replaced via Helicopter with refuelling operations taking place off site at the 

designated staging points. 
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The hybrid power design at each site inherently reduces noise and the use of fossil fuels on the site. In summer 

months it is expected that the generators will not need to run at all. In winter months they may run daily for 

up to 3 hours per day, generally running from 3am to 6am. Only one generator will run at any one time. 

Generators start automatically and will run until the battery banks are charged. Solar is the predominant 

power provision. It is noted that generators have been operational at both Mt King William and Mt Wedge to 

power the TMRN equipment since its original installation. 

The onsite fuel reserve is estimated to last for 10 months however refuelling or replacing the generators is 

expected every 6 months for maintenance reasons. 

The footings have been redesigned (2025 Design) to reduce the amount of concrete required at each site, to 

ensure the restriction on helicopter days during construction can be met. Instead of circular concrete piers, 

footings are now a steel levelling post mounted on a concrete plinth. This will reduce the bulk and appearance 

of the footing and will also aid in ensuring the structures are built at the minimum height possible with the use 

of the more accurate levelling post. 

The shelter has been provided with a cooling fan (DC) instead of an air conditioning unit (AC). This will reduce 

noise, particularly during daytime where bushwalkers are more likely to be present. 

Inherent Visual Design mitigations:  

➢ Use of materials of an appropriate finish, including low glare solar panels, to reduce the initial visual 

reflection.  

➢ The use of photovoltaic solar panels will absorb as much light as possible and generate less glare than 

many other surfaces. 

➢ The equipment is mostly being seen against the rock and vegetation with only the slim tower and 

antenna visible against the sky. 

➢ The local landscape has some capacity to blend into the complexity of the patterning of the 

vegetation and rock. The mast is designed to present as a light-weight transparent lattice structure; 

The visibility of the tower/antenna structure is inherently mitigated in that the tower is a lattice 

structure, its openness making it more difficult to see at a distance. The tower transitions to antennae 

atop it, which is a much finer element, again more difficult to see, particularly from the middle ground 

and beyond. VWIA Attachments 13 and 14.  

 

6.2 Natural and Cultural Values 
 

6.2.1 Biodiversity, flora and fauna 

Biological diversity 

NPRM Act 2002  Statute: Schedule 1 (a) to conserve natural biological diversity; (addressed by the  

TWWHAP 2016) 

TWWHAMP 2016 Objective To identify, protect, conserve, and restore natural biological and 

geological diversity and processes in the TWWHA. 

The statutory objectives of National Parks (summarised above) and the Management Plan, require the 

protection of biodiversity. The proposal has a revised footprint area of 107 square meters (Mt King William) 

and 122 square metres (Mt Wedge). As per the particular manners of the EPBC Referral Decision (2024/09816) 

at Attachment 26, clearance of native vegetation is restricted, and revegetation and weed management 

activities are to be undertaken. The scale of the disturbance is an acceptable impact to TWWHA and is 

considered a low risk to biodiversity. 
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Flora, Fauna 

EPBC Act 1999   Statute: Threatened species and communities, and threatening processes 

TSP Act 1995   Statute: Threatened species and critical habitat listings 

NC Act 2002   Statute: Threatened vegetation community listings. 

FPA    Policy: Technical Note 1: Eagle nest management 

DPIPWE    Standard: Guidelines for Natural Values Surveys 

The relevant statutes and polices for the conservation of flora and fauna species are summarised above. The 

Natural Values Assessment (NVA) was completed in accordance with DPIPWE survey guidelines and identified 

no threatened species, critical habitats or threatened communities in the development area. The NVA 

identified that there is a low-moderate potential for Tasmanian devils and quolls, and Wedge-tailed eagle 

nests to occur in the vicinity of the project area. Specific mitigation recommendations for these species are 

described below. No specific mitigation is warranted for other threatened fauna.  

The wedge- tailed eagle, a listed threatened species under TSP Act 1995, is also unlikely to be disturbed. The 

Forest Practices Authority (FPA) technical note recommends no works within 1km or line-of sight of an active 

nest. An Aerial Nest Survey was conducted in March 2022 and March 2024 and found no viable nests within 

1km of the sites.  

The NVA did not recommend any further actions or assessments under the Threatened Species Protection Act 

1995, the NC Act 2002 or the EPBC Act 1999. 

The NVA recommended avoiding impacts to Alpine Vegetation, eastern alpine heath, as much as practical. This 

has already been incorporated into the design in terms of placing infrastructure on predominantly rocky areas 

largely free of vegetation, and further measures are listed in the mitigation strategies below.  The proposal is 

considered a low risk to listed threatened flora, fauna, critical habitats and threatened vegetation 

communities. 

Annexure A of the EPBC referral decision contains particular manners in relation to the protection of the 

Tasmanian Wilderness World Heritage Area and listed threatened species. These conditions are also listed in 

the below section. Refer to Attachment 26 

As part of the EIS submission, a recent Aerial Nest Survey (March 2024), draft CEMP and Operations and 

Maintenance Plan is provided to address the recommendations in the NVAs and EPBC Referral Decision listed 

below. 

Management, mitigation and monitoring 

North Barker NVA Recommendations  

➢ Any temporary lay down areas must be carefully selected to avoid permanent impacts to native 

vegetation. This may include utilising sites that will be permanently cleared for temporary lay downs, 

setting platforms in rocky areas largely free of vegetation, or cutting back shrubs and laying materials 

on top. The latter method is the least desirable and efforts should be made to adopt the former 

vegetation impact mitigation methods. Areas containing herbfields and cushion plants must be 

avoided. 

➢ Construction workers must utilise existing tracks as much as is practical, and in cases where this 

cannot be achieved, workers must ‘fan out’ to reduce the risk of new tracks forming. As above, the 

delicate herbfield and cushion plant vegetation must be avoided. Conforming to tracked areas also 

applies to any routine maintenance that is proposed in the future. 
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➢ Any temporary clearance areas within or on the edge of native vegetation should be targeted for 

revegetation post works, using propagules sourced from the local area and comprised of native 

species (with the corresponding species lists in Appendix B of the NVA to be used as guidance). 

➢ A pre-clearance survey of the project area (including a 50 m buffer) consistent with the Tasmanian 

Devil Survey Guidelines and Management Advice for Development Proposals must be conducted, 

adhering to the protocol provided. 

➢ As no viable nests are present within an area potentially subject to disturbance (500 m or 1 km 

line of sight), the breeding season constraints do not apply for the 2022/23 season. 

➢ Ongoing helicopter use for maintenance and other needs will also require the same consideration of 

potential eagle nest locations and seasonal activity. Given it can be expected that this type of 

helicopter use will be required going forward within the eagle breeding season, it is advisable prior to 

such activities commencing to undertake a search for eagle nests within 1 km. Should nests be found, 

annual activity assessments (or a frequency proportional to the requirement to fly through the area in 

breeding season) are likely to be required, unless viewshed analyses indicate nests are not at risk of 

disturbance and can be avoided with flight paths. With respect to nest searches, it is noted that survey 

results are typically treated as valid for two years only; repeat surveys would thus be required even in 

the absence of nests in the first survey. 

o Nest activity assessments are undertaken annually from the air in October/November. Thus, 

constraints invariably apply each season from 1st July up until a point where a nest is 

concluded to be inactive for that season. If a nest is deemed inactive, the constraints will be 

lifted for the remainder of the breeding season (only to commence again 1st July the 

following year). If a nest is found to be active, constraints will continue until the end of the 

season (either January or February depending on the season). 

➢ During construction and maintenance activities, flight paths must also consider the proximity to 

recorded nest locations. Efforts should be made to avoid these locations during the breeding season, 

and low-level flying must be avoided in these areas. 

Relevant Particular Manners of EPBC Referral Decision (Refer to Attachment 26): 

The person undertaking the action must  

➢ Not clear: 

o more than 0.0160 ha of native vegetation inside the Mt King William Action area; 

o more than 0.0175 ha of native vegetation inside the Mt Wedge Action area; 

o not undertake any works, other than haulage, outside of the Action area; 

o undertake weed management in accordance with the Weed and Disease Planning and 

Hygiene Guidelines and the Construction Management Plans, including ensuring there is no 

weed incursion at the Action area until completion of the action. 

o revegetate all areas not required to remain cleared after construction with local native 

vegetation; 

➢ not exceed 120 helicopter flight days at each site during construction, and must: 

o ascend and descend gradually to reduce ‘blade slap’ noise; 

o not fly within 1000 metres line-of-sight of active Tasmanian Wedge-tail Eagle nests during 

the Eagle management constraint period; 

o except where the safe conduct of the flight is jeopardised, adhere to Tasmanian Parks and 

Wildlife Service prescribed flight paths between the offsite staging area and the Action area; 

o except where the safe conduct of the flight is jeopardised or during landing and takeoff at the 

Action area, maintain an altitude of at least 1,000 metres above ground level; 

➢ not undertake construction or maintenance within the Eagle management constraint period if an 

active Tasmanian Wedge-tail Eagle nest is identified within 1000 metres line of-site of the Action area; 
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Commitment 1 Implement the mitigation measures in the NVA’s. The CEMP to include the onsite selection 

of temporary lay down areas, and the use of existing tracks as much as practical to avoid permanent impacts 

to native vegetation.  

Commitment 2 Temporary clearance areas within or on the edge of native vegetation should be targeted for 

revegetation post works, using propagules sourced from the local area and comprised of native species in 

consultation with an independent on-site ecologist.  

Commitment 3 A pre-clearance survey to be conducted of the project area (including a 50 m buffer) 

consistent with the Tasmanian Devil Survey Guidelines and Management Advice for Development Proposals. 

Additional recommendations on the Den Management Plans received from PWS in Oct 2025 will be 

incorporated into revised DMPs and also each CEMP.  

Commitment 4 The Operations and Maintenance Plan to include Aerial Nest Surveys or viewshed risk 

analysis post the 2023 season and the requirement to conforming to tracked areas for future maintenance 

activities. 

Commitment 5 Incorporate the particular manners of the EPBC Referral Decision (EPBC2024/09816) in the 

CEMP and Operations and Maintenance Plans for each site. 

Commitment 6 Review the flight path from the proposed off-site staging areas to ensure any active nest 

locations are avoided during the breading season.  

Commitment 7 Material haulage (by road to staging area) will only occur during daylight hours to reduce the 

risk of native fauna roadkill. 

6.2.2 Biosecurity 
Weeds Mgt Act 1999  Statute Declared weeds and prescriptions to prevent spread of weeds- 

repealed in 2023, replaced with the Biosecurity Act 2019 

TWWHAMP 2016   KDO 5.5 Manage biosecurity risks 

DPIPWE     Standard Weed Planning, Hygiene Guidelines 

Biosecurity is a risk to the values of the TWWHA and there are set standards to manage weeds and pathogens 

listed above. The NVA identified no declared weeds or exotic plant species at the site. Maintaining this weed 

free status of TWWHA is a high priority during construction projects.  Biosecurity impacts can be tightly 

controlled due to the restricted access to the site via helicopter. 

As part of the EIS submission, a site specific Weed and Hygiene Plan (Appendix E of each NVA at Attachment 9 

and 10) is provided to address the recommendations in the NVA listed below. Weed and Hygiene Management 

Plans have been updated in 2025 to cater for the 2023 change in legislation from the WMA to the Biosecurity 

Act 2019. 

Management, mitigation and monitoring 

➢ Consider a project specific Weed and Hygiene Management Plan to detail weed and hygiene 

prescriptions for contractors and outline their requirements. 

➢ The following should be followed for best practice prescriptions: 

o Weed and Disease Planning and Hygiene Guidelines - Preventing the spread of weeds and 

diseases in Tasmania (DPIPWE, Stewart and Askey-Doran, 2015) 

o A follow-up weed inspection of the project area is recommended to establish if treatment is 

warranted for the proliferation of weeds due to the project disturbance – this should be 

undertaken in spring or summer and at least 6 months after works are completed (but not 

longer than 2 years). 
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Additionally, the relevant particular manners in the EPBC Referral Decision (EPBC2024/09816) Attachment 26 

contain the following mitigations in relation to biosecurity and weed management as reflected in Commitment 

5):  

➢ undertake weed management in accordance with the Weed and Disease Planning and Hygiene 

Guidelines and the Construction Management Plans, including ensuring there is no weed incursion at 

the Action area until completion of the action. 

➢ revegetate all areas not required to remain cleared after construction with local native vegetation; 

Commitment 5 Incorporate the particular manners of the EPBC Referral Decision (EPBC2024/09816) in the 

CEMP and Operations and Maintenance Plans for each site. 

  

Commitment 8 Implement the requirements of the Weed and Hygiene Management Plan, North Barker 

Ecosystems Services, 2022 

6.2.3 Aboriginal heritage 
Aboriginal AH Act 1975   Statute: 14. Protection of relics 

TWWHAMP 2016  Objective: To identify, protect, conserve and restore cultural values in the 

TWWHA. 

AHT     Guideline: Aboriginal heritage standards and procedures 

The proposal is low risk to aboriginal heritage as assessed by Aboriginal Heritage Assessment Report (AHAR) 

prepared in accordance with Aboriginal Heritage Tasmania’s (AHT) procedures listed in the table above.  

No Aboriginal heritage sites were identified during the survey assessment of the Mount King William 1 and Mt 

Wedge study area footprint. No specific areas of elevated archaeological potential, or suspected Aboriginal 

cultural features were identified within the development footprint, and it is assessed that there is generally a 

very low potential for undetected Aboriginal heritage sites to occur within the development footprint. 

Additionally, the AHR search results show that there are no registered Aboriginal heritage sites located within 

a 3km radius of the study areas. On this basis it is advised that there are no requirements for any further 

Aboriginal heritage investigations to be undertaken for the TasGRN works proposal and no site-specific 

Aboriginal heritage constraints to works proceeding. 

The AHAR assessed that the works proposal is likely to have a minimal impact on the broader Aboriginal 

cultural values (tangible and intangible). The development proposal will result in minimal additional vegetation 

clearance and topsoil disturbances, therefore the proposal will have a negligible impact on food and medicine 

resources, which are acknowledged as important Aboriginal cultural values. 

There is also no evidence to indicate that the study area is situated anywhere near any traditional Aboriginal 

pathways through this region. Possibly the only the only impacts would be to aesthetic/visual values of the 

broader study area. 

Statements from the Aboriginal Officer whilst confirming the above findings, also noted that the Inspiring Place 

VWIAs are a concern given that this would mean that there would most likely be some level of impacts to the 

intangible Aboriginal cultural values of this part of the TWWHA and the recognised Outstanding Universal 

Values of the TWWHA as a whole. Please note, since this statement, 24 Solar Panels on 4 solar arrays have 

been removed from the designs at each site, and all migrations from the VWIA’s will be implemented.  

Refer to Attachment 3 AHAR, Mt King William 1, CHMA, Feb 2024 & Attachment 5 AHAR, Mt Wedge, CHMA, 

Feb 2024 
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These attachments will not be made publicly available due to cultural sensitivity reasons 

Aboriginal Heritage Tasmania (AHT) has acknowledged the findings and recommendations of the assessment 

and confirmed it conforms to the assessment standards outlined in the Aboriginal Heritage Standards and 

Procedures as per the Aboriginal Heritage Act 1975. Refer to Attachment 4 AHA Mt King William Record of 

Advice AHA 532, Feb 2023, & Attachment 6 AHA Mt Wedge Record of Advice AHA 531 Feb 2023 

Two rounds of consultations with the relevant Indigenous Stakeholders were undertaken by the Aboriginal 

Officer in September 2022 and September 2023 (on all three locations: Mt Wedge, Mt King William and Redan 

Hill). 

The second round of consultation ensured that the feedback from AHT was addressed and updated in 2023. 

Inspiring Place Visual and Wilderness Impacts Assessments were included, including the assessment for the 

site at Redan Hill (Hill Top location). This feedback informed the decision to remove the TasGRN Site at Redan 

Hill from the program, to implement visual mitigation strategies at Mt King William and Mt Wedge, along with 

a review and reduction of infrastructure (24 Solar Panels per site) in the revised 2025 Designs.  

The OUVs of the TWWHA include cultural values. The TWWHA Management Plan 2016 requires potential 

impacts to world heritage values (as a subset of the OUV’s) to be assessed in section 3.3.1. The Additional 

Assessment Criteria report considers the potential for impacts to cultural values and is provided in Attachment 

25. No significant impacts have been identified under the TWWHA Management Plan 2016 and or MNES 

guidelines, based on feedback from AHT and the Aboriginal Community, and the implementation of the 

mitigations listed above, and the findings of the EPBC Referral decision (EPBC2024/09816). 

The AHAR recommended the following mitigation and monitoring actions to minimising the impact of the 

proposed Mount King William TasGRN works on Aboriginal cultural and heritage values: 

➢ If, during the course of the proposed construction works, previously undetected Aboriginal heritage 

sites or objects are located, the processes outlined in the Unanticipated Discovery Plan should be 

followed (see Appendix 1 of each of the AHAR’s at Attachment 3 and 5). A copy of the Unanticipated 

Discovery Plan should be kept on site during all ground disturbance and construction work. All 

construction personnel should be made aware of the Unanticipated Discovery Plan and their 

obligations under the Aboriginal Heritage Act 1975 (the Act). Under section 10(3) of the Act, a person 

shall, as soon as practicable after finding a relic, inform the Director or an authorised officer of the 

find. 

➢ The views and concerns expressed by the Tasmanian Aboriginal Organisations that have been 

consulted as part of this assessment needs to be taken into consideration, as part of the planning 

process for this project.  

➢ Copies of this report should be submitted to Aboriginal Heritage Tasmania (AHT) and the Aboriginal 

Heritage Council (AHC) for review and comment. 

➢ Ensure the Visual Impact Assessment Report mitigation recommendations are adopted.  

Commitment 9 Follow the processes outlined in the Unanticipated Discovery Plan (also to be included in the 

CEMP) 

Commitment 10 Update the AHAR and incorporate the feedback from AHT and the Tasmanian Aboriginal 

Organisations once received.  

Commitment 11 Implement any mitigations prescribed under the Visual Impact Assessment Report (AHAR) 

6.2.4 Aesthetics and Wilderness 
Visual NPRM Act 2002  Statute Schedule 1 (j) to preserve the natural, primitive, and remote character of 

wilderness areas 
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TWWHAMP 2016  KDO 5.8 Aesthetic qualities are maintained or improved &                                              

KDO 8.3 Wilderness values are managed and assessed  

NWI approach National Wilderness Inventory- The original methodology as described in detail in 

the NWI Handbook of Procedures Content and Usage 

FPA    Standard A Manual for Forest Landscape Management c1990 

The TWWHA Management Plan recognises that areas in the Recreation Zone and Remote Area Overlay clearly 

have wilderness values; however, some level of permitted infrastructure, as determined by the relevant zoning 

prescriptions, is appropriate given their existing use. 

The proposal is consistent with the TWWHA Management Plan which provides for infrastructure in the Remote 

Area Overlay, and also allows for recreational activities in the Recreation Zone. 

The management objectives for National Parks requires the general aesthetics of the area to be maintained to 

preserve the natural and remote qualities as listed in the table above. The Visual and Wilderness Impact 

Assessments (VWIA) were prepared in accordance with the standard method for landscape management. A 

Glint and Glare assessment was also undertaken in recognition of the increase of solar panels on the site. The 

VWIAs are provided at Attachments 13 and 14. 

The visibility of the developments were assessed as a moderate significance of visual impact at Mt Wedge, and 

high significance of visual impact at Mt King William 1.  

The reports for both locations further state that the significance of impact (both on Visual Values and 

Wilderness Values) is tempered by the fact that there are already infrastructure facilities at the location/s 

which affect the experience of the wilderness setting. Thus, it could be argued that the significance of the 

impact on wilderness values of the new development is not as great as the evaluation indicates. 

Several mitigation measures are proposed by Inspiring Place. Inspiring Place concluded that whilst valuable, 

none of the mitigation measures were sufficient to lower the magnitude of impacts to a degree that the 

assessment of the significance of visual and wilderness impacts at each site (either moderate or high) would 

change. Since this statement, in addition to the mitigation measures listed below, the infrastructure at each 

site has been reduced significantly (by at least 30%) via the reduction of 24 solar panels per site (2025 

Designs). A referral decision has also been received by DCCEEW under the EPBC Act and the particular 

manners prescribed will be met as per Commitment 5 as further detailed below. 

Management, mitigation and monitoring 

The VWIA Mitigation Measures: 

➢ Employ the use of Disruptive Pattern Camouflage painting techniques such as the light grey, med grey, 

dark grey & olive green on a very light grey background colourations used by the Royal Australian 

Navy. Alternatively dark coloured paints (dark grey) would be better suited to the environment than 

the proposed ‘pale eucalypt’ steel of the shed or the colouration of the generator sets and battery 

banks which will unduly contrast with the surrounds. 

➢ Use painted (dark colours as above) or a dull galvanised finish is all steel and/or aluminium elements 

to reduce reflectivity and better blend the works with the background. 

➢ Colour stain all visible concrete elements to tone down reflectivity using one of the following methods: 

dark coloured additive to general purpose concrete mix, application of a surface colour treatment such 

as an oxidizing compound, spray bitumen or a starchy material (to encourage moss formation). 

➢ Further mitigation could be achieved if design and construction consideration were given to 

minimising the height of elements above the ground (i.e. reducing the height of footings) and to 

reducing the height or shape of other elements 
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Relevant Particular Manners of EPBC Referral Decision (EPBC 2024/09816) to avoid and reduce impacts to 

visual aesthetic and wilderness values, by: 

➢ constructing the towers in a lattice form at a maximum height of 7m;  

➢ except for Electromagnetic energy signage, which must have a yellow background in accordance with 

Australian Standard AS 1319-1994, using black background on all signage, to reduce visibility at a 

distance; 

➢ ensuring that signage is mounted at a maximum height of 2 metres from ground level; 

➢ colour staining all visible concrete elements using either of the following methods: 

o add a dark coloured additive to general purpose concrete mix; or 

o apply a surface colour treatment; 

Commitment 5 Incorporate the particular manners of the EPBC Referral Decision (EPBC2024/09816) in the 

CEMP and Operations and Maintenance Plans for each site. 

Commitment 12 Ensure the VWIA colour and material mitigation treatments are captured on the Detailed 

Designs and deployed during construction.  

Commitment 13 Ensure helicopter access to the site is minimised in terms of wilderness quality during 

construction and operations. 

Commitment 14 Review 2022 Designs to reduce height of elements above the ground and to reducing height 

and shape of other elements.  

6.3 Natural hazards 
6.3.1 Bushfire 
Bushfire NPRM Act 2002  Statute: Functions include 30.3(ca) preventing and controlling bushfires Schedule 1 

(g) protect and rehabilitate from bushfire. 

TWWHAMP 2016  KDO 8.1:  Fire planning and public safety, including regional plans 

PWS is a responsible agency for bushfire prevention, response and rehabilitation as noted in the table above. 

The intent of the TasGRN network is to improve the provision of services delivered by ESOs (including PWS) 

and other User Organisations with the provision of a modern, resilient, public-safety grade interoperable radio 

communications network. The TasGRN installation has been designed for breadth and resilience, therefore 

increasing the ability to protect World Heritage zones due to enhanced coverage, enabling greater mobility of 

resources. 

The construction site could be a potential bushfire ignition source. The construction site will contain 

flammable substances including fuels, solvents and gas. Works and equipment will create flames, sparks, 

electricity and heat, with the potential to ignite surrounding vegetation under the right conditions. 

Bushfire prevention and response will need to be managed during the construction phase. The CEMP 

documents address how bushfire ignitions will be mitigated. 

A Bushfire and Environmental Risk Summary is provided at Attachment 15, and addresses the equipment, 

material and construction risk (including Hot Works). 

The generators, fuel storage tanks and fuel line are suitable for bushfire prone areas and adverse 

environmental conditions, including snow, ice and heavy rainfall.  

The proposal is consistent with contemporary building standards and sustainable management practices.  
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The TWWHA Fire Management Asset Protection Zone 2 covers the site and is an area that has been recognised 

as requiring intensive fuel modification. The area is predominantly rocky with low level Eastern Alpine Heath – 

as such no Asset Protection clearing is required.  

Management, mitigation and monitoring 

The bushfire risk associated with the infrastructure is mitigated in: 

➢ The generator units are dual skinned (bunded), alarmed, and fitted with spark arrestors, and all access 

doors are lockable. 

➢ All fuel lines are heavy duty and limited to (4) lines per site contained on (1) platform.   

➢ Construction and refuelling operations will have firefighting equipment accessible at all times. 

➢ Placement of infrastructure will utilise largely rocky areas, largely free of vegetation  

➢ Cabling has been designed in surface mounted steel conduit, this will prevent fire developing from 

underneath power and RF feeder cable routes.  

➢ Fuel storage will be in accordance with AS1940 Fuel Storage. There will be no refuelling on site.  

➢ Fuel storage on site has been reduced to (2) bunded 450 litre tanks per site. Representing a reduction 

of 1100 litres per site (since the 2022 Designs).  

Commitment 15 Ensure the mitigation measures outlined in the Bushfire, and Environmental Risk Summary 

(Attachment 15) are reflected in the CEMP and OMP.  

6.3.1 Landslip 
Central Highlands  Statute: Landslide Hazard Area 

Planning Scheme 

The Mt King William 1 summit and upper slopes are mapped as lying inside a low and medium landslide risk 

area. The proposed infrastructure is located within both low and medium risk areas. A landslide risk 

assessment has been undertaken.   

To reduce landslide risk, measures listed in the Landslide Risk Assessment, (Attachment 11 Landslip Report Mt 

King William, Intrax, Oct 2022) will be implemented. 

Large dolerite boulders are present in the vicinity of the proposed communications tower sites and some of 

these could be unstable therefore minor rockfall or settling of boulders are a management issue that may 

require some planning. 

Commitment 16 CEMPs will recognise the risk of rockfall and boulder settling and review prior to 

construction commencing. 

Commitment 17 Complete a Landslip Risk Assessment at Mt King William prior to Planning Permit 

lodgement   

6.4 Construction Phase 
6.4.1 Helicopters  
TWWHAMP 2016  Statute 6.3.3 Authorisation from the Director of National Parks and Wildlife 

Fly Neighbourly  TWWHA Fly Neighbourly Advice 2001 

The use of helicopters during construction may be a temporary negative impact to walker experiences and 

wilderness. The sound of helicopter engines can be an environmental nuisance to many walkers. 
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The construction phase of the proposal will require regular helicopter landings of people, supplies and 

materials. Helicopter operations will occur for an estimated 120 days over a period of five months per site, 

representing a total of 240 helicopter days for the project.  

Helicopter landings in the TWWHA are controlled by the Director of PWS, in accordance with the prescription 

of the Management Plan 2016. The use of helicopters in the TWWHA is also guided by the Fly Neighbourly 

Advice. 

Management, mitigation and monitoring 

The use of helicopters will be economised wherever possible due their cost and potential noise disturbance.  

Mt King William 1 and Mt Wedge are designated landing areas in the TWWHA Management Plan. 

Authorisation from the Director will be obtained for the project, and to further minimise noise disturbance, 

pilots will be required to generally comply with the fly neighbourly advice (weather permitting).  

In addition to this the relevant Particular Manners of EPBC Referral Decision (EPBC 2024/09816) will be 

implemented:  

➢ not exceed 120 helicopter flight days at each site during construction, and must: 

o ascend and descend gradually to reduce ‘blade slap’ noise; 

o not fly within 1000 metres line-of-sight of active Tasmanian Wedge-tail Eagle nests during 

the Eagle management constraint period; 

o except where the safe conduct of the flight is jeopardised, adhere to Tasmanian Parks and 

Wildlife Service prescribed flight paths between the offsite staging area and the Action area; 

o except where the safe conduct of the flight is jeopardised or during landing and takeoff at the 

Action area, maintain an altitude of at least 1,000 metres above ground level; 

Commitment 18  Obtain all relevant permits and approvals before works commence. 

Commitment 19  Pilots generally comply with Fly Neighbourly advice  

Commitment 5 Incorporate the particular manners of the EPBC Referral Decision (EPBC2024/09816) in the 

CEMP and Operations and Maintenance Plans for each site. 

6.4.2 Walker hazards 
The construction site could be hazardous to walkers. The construction site is located at the end of the Mt King 

William 1 and Mt Wedge tracks. Construction site hazards could include helicopter operations. trips and falls, 

electrical and chemical accidents or crush injuries from building materials. 

Based on previous feedback from PWS, walking tracks will be closed for the duration of the construction. A 

communications plan will be developed to notify and site users of the closure during the construction period.  

Commitment 20 - Procedures to limit hazards to walkers specified in the CEMP and implemented during 

works, including a communications Plan  

6.4.4 Construction site 
The Construction site has the potential to impact a greater area than necessary. The site components will 

cover a footprint of approximately 107 square metres (Mt King William) and 122 square metres (Mt Wedge). 

However, as the construction methods are predominantly via rock anchors and concrete plinths, there is an 

opportunity to limit vegetation impacts within the work including the onsite selection of temporary lay down 

areas, and the use of existing tracks as much as practical.  

The site components include: 

➢ Construction exclusion zone 
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➢ Material Storage and Waster Storage 

➢ Site toilet 

➢ Emergency evacuation point 

➢ Helicopter staging area. 

The construction site layout must endeavour to retain native vegetation as per the NVA recommendations and 

Commitment 1. Construction workers must utilise existing tracks or cleared areas as much as is practical, and 

in cases where this cannot be achieved, workers must ‘fan out’ to reduce the risk of new tracks forming.  

Management, mitigation and monitoring 

The implementation of the CEMP contains comprehensive actions to mitigate impacts during construction:  

➢ Temporary Lay down and clearance areas to protect fauna 

➢ Pre-clearance post work activities to protect fauna & flora 

➢ Implementation of the UDP to protect Cultural Heritage 

➢ Implementation of JSA/SWMS to address on site safety including bush walker safety 

➢ Waste collection, chemical storage and handling, erosion and sediment control and engineering 

assessments of rock joints to address environmental risk 

➢ Rehabilitation activities to protect flora 

➢ Reporting and Auditing to protect natural values including biosecurity, flora and fauna 

Refer to Attachment 17 Draft CEMP Mt King William & Mt Wedge, Commstar, July 2025 

Commitment 21 – Site Plan for construction site to be prepared as part of CEMP and implemented by 

contractor. 

Commitment 22 – Construction site boundary to be marked onsite to limit incremental growth during 

works. 

Commitment 23 –Constructors should utilise areas that will be permanently cleared for temporary lay 

downs, set platforms in rocky areas largely free of vegetation, or cut back shrubs and laying materials on top 

(temporary clearance areas to be revegetated post works). 

6.4.5 Sediment, pollutants and waste 
The construction works have the potential to impact beyond the boundary of the construction site. Sediment 

loss is most likely during excavation works and serve weather events. Construction materials could 

contaminate the site from poor storage and handling of pollutants. Construction wastes could also spread 

beyond the boundary of the site if not collected and stored appropriately and removed regularly. 

Extreme wind and rain events can increase the rate of sediment loss. Pollutants stored on site could include 

fuels, solvents, paints, solder, batteries and other chemicals. Chemicals have the potential to cause localised 

contamination if spilt or disposed of poorly. Although, these chemicals do not pose a significant risk to 

biodiversity, contamination of the TWWHA is to be avoided. 

Construction wastes could be spread by wind and extreme weather events. To avoid contaminating the 

TWWHA the construction site must retain all waste within its boundary. 

Management, mitigation and monitoring 

Work practices must prevent the impacts spreading beyond the construction site boundaries and causing 

contamination. These work practices must be included in in the Construction Environmental Management Plan 

(CEMP) and implemented in the actions during works. Relevant EPBC particular manners are: 

➢ ensure diesel and chemical management and storage is undertaken in line with Australian Standard 

AS 1940:2017 and Bunding and Spill Management Guidelines, including: 
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➢ bunded storage of any fuel tanks, ensuring the net capacity of the bunding is at least 110% of the 

capacity of the largest tank or 25% of the total capacity of all tanks within the bund, whichever is 

greater; 

➢ ensuring appropriate spill kits are available and maintained until the completion of the Action; and 

➢ ensure all waste is removed from the site and transported outside of the Action area and outside of 

the TWWHA to relevant facilities authorised under the Waste Management Regulations, before the 

completion of the Action. 

Commitment 5 Incorporate the particular manners of the EPBC Referral Decision (EPBC2024/09816) in the 

CEMP and Operations and Maintenance Plans for each site. 

Commitment 24 - Erosion and sediment control for construction site included in CEMP and implemented on-

site by contractor. 

Commitment 25 - Chemical storage, handling and spill management included in CEMP and implemented on-

site by contractor. 

Commitment 26 - Waste collection and storage, and transport of different wastes types included in CEMP 

and implemented on-site by contractor. 

6.5 Rehabilitation 
6.5.1 Rehabilitation 
Rehabilitation of the construction site will be necessary at the completion of works. 

Management, mitigation and monitoring 

Rehabilitation will include dismantling and removing the construction site, returning the ground to natural 

surface levels and ensuring all waste materials have been collected and removed. 

A pre and post dilapidation report will be produced to highlight any conditions during construction work that 

needs to be remediated post construction. This dilapidation report will be undertaken by the Constructor Site 

Supervisor in conjunction with the nominated subcontractor onsite. All actions from the post dilapidation 

report will be the responsible of the Constructor Site Supervisor and subcontractor to follow through. 

Subject to review of onsite conditions, North Baker, or an independent ecologist could also nominate 

remediation scope. This may include ground remediation to original conditions and any weed control actions 

as per North Baker NVA recommendations. 

EPBC revegetate all areas not required to remain cleared after construction with local native vegetation; 

Commitment 5 Incorporate the particular manners of the EPBC Referral Decision (EPBC2024/09816) in the 

CEMP and Operations and Maintenance Plans for each site. 

Commitment 27 – Undertake rehabilitation and remediation works as described in the CEMP 

6.3.3 Ongoing works program 
Ongoing maintenance, inspection and rehabilitation works at Mt King William 1 are described in Draft 

Operations and Maintenance Plans (Attachment 18) 

The Operations and Maintenance Plan describes the service, storage and waster requirements for all materials 

on site and any ongoing environmental requirements and commitments.  

Management, mitigation and monitoring 
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➢ Fuel storage will be in accordance with AS1940 Fuel Storage. There will be no refuelling on site. Two 

(2) fully bunded fuel tanks will be located adjacent to the two (2) diesel generators. 

➢ Connection will be made using a dry break coupler to avoid any risk of spill. External fuel tanks will be 

replaced via Helicopter with refuelling operations taking place off site at the designated operations 

staging points. The staging area for these helicopter deliveries will be at the PWS helipad base at 

Derwent Bridge (for Mt King William) and Scott’s Peak depot (for Mt Wedge).  

➢ In the event of a spill, Telstra’s spill procedures will be followed.  Telstra Managing Spill Procedure V2, 

October 2018 (as contained within the CEMPs and OMPS) 

➢ In accordance with Telstra’s Environmental Policy and Managing Spills Procedure. Telstra staff and 

contractors are trained in Managing Spills, and a spill kit will be available on site and inspected and 

maintained during maintenance visits. . 

➢ Appropriate spill kits will be available and maintained for the duration of works. 

➢ Spill kits will be positioned sufficiently close and clearly marked to active construction activities to 

enable effective deployment in the event of a fuel or chemical spill. 

➢ If a fuel or chemical spill occurs outside a bunded area. Appropriate spill response must be followed 

to control, isolate and remediate the spill. 

➢ An inventory of spill response kits, their contents and location will be prepared and checked at least 

every six months. 

➢ Spill response drills should be conducted where appropriate and records kept 

The works program also includes scheduled six monthly general inspection and service, which includes two 

persons on site for an eight hour day (this includes a single inbound and outbound flight) for maintenance 

inside the equipment shelter and a visual inspection of TasGRN infrastructure including RFI LTE-XPOLE-002-5G 

Antenna and RFI BA4040-41-P-ICE Antenna, replacement of the (2) fuel tanks at each site. These assessments 

investigate operational issues and monitor asset conditions. 

This will be conducted outside of the eagle breeding season which is inclusive of July to February each year. 

Alternatively, an eagle nest survey will be undertaken every two years, and if no nests are found maintenance 

visits can occur in any month of the year. 

Relevant EPBC particular manners are:  

➢ not undertake construction or maintenance within the Eagle management constraint period if an 

active Tasmanian Wedge-tail Eagle nest is identified within 1000 metres line of-site of the Action area; 

➢ ensure diesel and chemical management and storage is undertaken in line with Australian Standard 

AS 1940:2017 and Bunding and Spill Management Guidelines, including: 

o bunded storage of any fuel tanks, ensuring the net capacity of the bunding is at least 110% of 

the capacity of the largest tank or 25% of the total capacity of all tanks within the bund, 

whichever is greater; 

o ensuring appropriate spill kits are available and maintained until the completion of the 

Action; and 

➢ ensure all waste is removed from the site and transported outside of the Action area and outside of 

the TWWHA to relevant facilities authorised under the Waste Management Regulations, before the 

completion of the Action. 

Refer to Attachment 18 Draft Operations and Maintenance Plans V2 Telstra, Aug 2025 

Commitment 5 Incorporate the particular manners of the EPBC Referral Decision (EPBC2024/09816) in the 

CEMP and Operations and Maintenance Plans for each site. 

Commitment 28  Develop an OMP that addresses all commitments for ongoing operations and 

maintenance. 
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7. Commitments 
Table 4 Summary of Commitments 

Number Commitments  Phase/Status 

1 Implement the mitigation measures in the NVA’s.  

The CEMP to include the onsite selection of temporary lay 

down areas, and the use of existing tracks as much as 

practical to avoid permanent impacts to native vegetation. 

CEMPs Drafted 

2 Temporary clearance areas within or on the edge of native 

vegetation should be targeted for revegetation post works, 

using propagules sourced from the local area and comprised 

of native species in consultation with an independent on-site 

ecologist. 

To Implement via CEMP and OMP during 

construction and ongoing operations and 

maintenance 

3  A pre-clearance survey to be conducted of the project area 

(including a 50 m buffer) consistent with the Tasmanian 

Devil Survey Guidelines and Management Advice for 

Development Proposals. Additional recommendations 

on the Den Management Plans received from PWS in 

Oct 2025 will be incorporated into revised DMPs and 

also each CEMP 

To Implement via CEMP  

North Barker have been engaged to 

update the DMPs in accordance with 

the PWS recommendations and 

feedback- expected completion is mid 

Dec 2025. 

4 The Operations and Maintenance Plan to include Aerial Nest 

Surveys or viewshed risk analysis post the 2023 season and 

the requirement to conforming to tracked areas for future 

maintenance activities. 

OMPs drafted 

5 Incorporate the particular manners of the EPBC Referral 

Decision (EPBC2024/09816) in the CEMP and Operations and 

Maintenance Plans for each site. 

CEMPs and OMPs drafted 

6 Review the flight path from the proposed off-site staging 

area at to ensure any nest locations are avoided during the 

breading season. 

To Implement via CEMP 

7 Material haulage (by road to staging area) will only occur 

during daylight hours to reduce the risk of native fauna 

roadkill. 

To Implement via CEMP 

8 Implement the requirements of the Weed and Hygiene 

Management Plan, North Barker Ecosystems Services, 2022 

To Implement via CEMP 

9 Follow the processes outlined in the Unanticipated 

Discovery Plan (also to be included in the CEMP) 

To Implement via CEMP 

10 Update the AHAR and incorporate the feedback from AHT 

and the Tasmanian Aboriginal Organisations once received. 

Complete as per AHA at Attachment 4 and 

6, removal of Redan Hill site from project  

11 Implement mitigations prescribed under the Visual 

Wilderness Impact Assessment Report  

Complete as per updated 2025 Designs 

(Att 1 and 2) with VWIA mitigations and 
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further reduction of equipment (24 Solar 

Panels per site).  

12 Ensure the VWIA colour and material mitigation treatments 

are captured on the Detailed Designs and deployed during 

construction. 

Complete as per updated 2025 Designs 

(Att 1 and 2) with VWIA mitigations and 

further reduction of equipment (24 Solar 

Panels per site). 

13 Ensure helicopter access to the site is minimised in terms of 

wilderness quality during construction and operation 

To Implement via CEMP 

14 Review 2022 Designs to reduce height of elements above 

the ground and to reducing height and shape of other 

elements. 

Completed refer to 2025 Designs Att 1 & 2 

Size, number and shape of Solar has been 

reduced from 60 panels to 36 per site.  

Instead of circular concrete piers, footings 

are now a steel levelling post mounted on 

a concrete plinth. This will reduce the bulk 

and appearance of the footing and will 

also aid in ensuring the structures are built 

at the minimum height possible with the 

use of the more accurate levelling post. 

Height of Generators has been reduced by 

removing integrated fuel tanks.  

15 Ensure the mitigation measures outlined in the Bushfire, and 

Environmental Risk Summary (Attachment 15) are reflected 

in the CEMP and OMP 

CEMPs and OMPs drafted 

16 CEMPs will recognise the risk of rockfall and boulder settling 

and review prior to construction commencing. 

CEMPs drafted  

17 Complete a Landslip Risk Assessment at Mt King William 

prior to Planning Permit lodgement. 

Completed. Refer to Att 11 Intrax Landslip 

Report.  

18 Obtain all relevant permits and approvals before works 

commence. 

Ongoing as described in Table 2  Statutory 

approval pathway 

19 Pilots to comply with Fly Neighbourly advice and restrict 

flights  

As reflected in CEMPs and OMPs 

20 Procedures to limit hazards to walkers specified in the CEMP 

and implemented during works, including a communications 

Plan 

To be implemented via CEMP (drafted), 

and communications Plan- post RAA 

approval.  

21 Site Plan for construction site to be prepared as part of 

CEMP and implemented by contractor. 

Implemented via CEMP (drafted) 

22 Construction site boundary to be marked onsite to limit 

incremental growth during works. 

Implemented via CEMP (drafted) 

23 Constructors should utilise areas that will be permanently 

cleared for temporary lay downs, set platforms in rocky 

areas largely free of vegetation, or cut back shrubs and 

laying materials on top (temporary clearance areas to be 

revegetated post works). 

Implemented via CEMP (drafted) 

24 Erosion and sediment control for construction site included 

in CEMP and implemented on-site by contractor. 

Implemented via CEMP (drafted) 
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25 Chemical storage, handling and spill management included 

in CEMP and implemented on-site by contractor. 

 

26 Waste collection and storage, and transport of different 

wastes types included in CEMP and implemented on-site by 

contractor 

Implemented via CEMP (drafted) 

27 Undertake rehabilitation and remediation works as 

described in the CEMP 

Implemented via CEMP (drafted) 

28 Develop an adequate OMP that addresses all commitments 

for ongoing operations and maintenance.  

Implemented via OMP (drafted) 

 

 

8. Conclusion 
The proposal to replace and upgrade the aging TMRN infrastructure at Mt Wedge and Mt King William 1 with 

modern, resilient public-safety grade TasGRN radio communications facilities has demonstrated it is a low risk 

to the OUVs of the TWWHA and environment of the site.  

With the proposed mitigations and commitments, the project will have a negligible impact on biological 

diversity and will not impact threatened species, communities, or critical habitats. No cultural heritage has 

been identified at the site and there is low likelihood of heritage items being in the area. The infrastructure 

elements will be treated to absorb into the visual environment and have been reduced significantly since the 

original design.  

The proposal supports the sustainable management of the TWWHA through its intent to upgrade and replace 

an aging radio communications network. It will form a key outcome in Increased ability to protect World 

Heritage zones due to enhanced coverage in remote areas enabling greater mobility of resources. It will 

contribute to a responsive and coordinated emergency services, including emergency operations to support 

visitor safety in the TWWHA. 

The proposal has also demonstrated statutory compliance and the ability to comply with future assessments. 

The statutes, management plans and standards applicable to the proposal were outlined in Section 3. The 

proposal is compliant or consistent with their prescriptions. The statutory pathway outlined in Section 1 shows 

the future assessments and requirements for the proposal, before works can commence. 

The proposal is considered a suitable development at each site if undertaken in accordance with a list of 

commitments in Section 7 of the EIS.  
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