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Executive Summary

Project Details

CHMA Pty Ltd has been engaged by ERA Planning (on behalf of the PWS) to
undertake an historic heritage assessment for the proposed design footprint of the
Next Iconic Walk Project. The project area is located 10 km north of Queenstown,
between Mt Sedgwick (southern) and Mt Murchison (north). The Next Iconic Walk
extends across the Tyndall Regional Reserve, Lake Beatrice Conservation Area, and
sections of Hydro Tasmania Managed Crown Land around Lake Margaret. The
Tasmanian Wilderness World Heritage Area (TWWHA) is approximately five
kilometres east of the proposed walk. The general locality identified for the proposed
walk extends from north to south between Lake Plimsoll and the Lake Margaret
Power Station and to the east of Mt. Geikie and Mount Tyndall. Figure 1 shows the
general location of the study area, with Figure 2 showing the current project design
concept. This report presents the findings of the assessment.

Results of the Search of the Heritage Registers

A search was carried out of a number of historic registers and databases in order to
determine the extent of historic sites and features in the vicinity of the Project Area.
The search of the various historic heritage registers shows that there is one
registered historic heritage feature that is intersected by the Project Area. This is the
Lake Margaret Power Scheme, which is a Permanent Registration on the Tasmanian
Heritage Register (THR ID 10863). The southern portion of the Next Iconic Walk
Project Area (From Lake Mary through to the Lake Margaret Power Station and
Village) is situated within the THR listed boundaries of the Lake Margaret Power
Scheme. This is discussed in more detail in sections 4 and 5 of this report. The THR
Datasheet entry is presented in Appendix 1 of this report. The Datasheet entry
provides a detailed overview of the significance of the Lake Margaret Power Scheme
as assessed against the criteria from the Historic Cultural Heritage Act 1995.

Survey Results Statement of Heritage Impacts and Statement of
Archaeological Potential

The survey assessment works undertaken to date have covered the majority of the
Project Area. There are only a few areas that have not been covered by a detailed
field inspection.

During the field survey investigations, one heritage feature associated with the Lake
Margaret Power Scheme THR listing was recorded. This is the Lake Mary Penstock
(weir), which is situated at the southern end of Lake Mary. The Penstock is a stone
wall structure which has been built across the narrowly incised water course that is
the outflow at the southern end of the lake. The proposed walking track alignment at
between Lake Mary and Lake Margaret runs immediately to the west of the Lake
Mary Penstock.

Table i provides the summary details for the Lake Mary Penstock. Besides the Lake
Mary Penstock, no other historic heritage features were identified during the field
survey inspection.
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Based on the current available information, it appears that the construction of the
proposed infrastructure associated with the Next Iconic Walk Project is unlikely to
have any direct significant impacts on any heritage features associated with the Lake
Margaret Power Scheme. However, as noted in section 5.1 of this report, the
sections of the proposed track alignment between the proposed ‘Island Lookout’
through to the proposed ‘Dam Lookout’, and on to the Lake Margaret Power station
and Village, are situated within the THR registered boundaries of Lake Margaret
Power Scheme and are yet to be surveyed. This means that it cannot be stated with
absolute certainty at this stage that the development footprint for the Next Iconic
Walk Project will have no impacts on the heritage values associated with the Lake
Margaret Power Scheme.

As outlined in section 3 of this report, there were some significant constraints in
surface visibility across parts of the study area, due to dense vegetation cover. This
limited the effective survey coverage of the field survey. Given the noted constraints
in surface visibility, together with the fact that not all parts of the Project Area have
been inspected, It can’t be stated with absolute certainty that there are no undetected
historic heritage features present with the Project Area.

Nonetheless, the overwhelming impression generated from the field survey
assessment is that the archaeological potential is low to very low. If undetected
features are present, they are most likely to be subtle features associated with either
early mining activity, forestry, or the development of the Lake Margaret Power
Scheme. These features would be most likely to occur within the THR listed
boundaries of the Lake Margaret Power Scheme.

The detailed survey results and discussions are presented in section 5 of this report.

Table i: Summary details for the Lake Mary Penstock associated with the Lake
Margaret Power Scheme

Lake Mary E383980 N5351857 | Stone wall feature (approx. 8m in length) with sluice

Penstock gate located at the southern end of Lake Mary.

Management Recommendations
The heritage management options and recommendations provided in this report are
made on the basis of the following criteria.
- The results of the heritage register searches and field investigation as
documented in sections 4 and 5 of this report.
- The legal and procedural requirements as summarised in section 6 of this
report.

Table ii provides a summary of the key recommendations that have been developed
for this project. The more detailed recommendations are presented in Section 11.
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Table ii: Summary Management Recommendations
Summary Requirements

Recommendation
Number

Recommendation 1 (Lake
Margaret Power Scheme
Requirements)

The Lake Margaret Power Scheme is a Permanent Registration on the
Tasmanian Heritage Register (THR ID 10863). The southern portion of
the Next Iconic Walk Project Area (From Lake Mary through to the Lake
Margaret Power Station and Village) is situated within the THR listed
boundaries of the Lake Margaret Power Scheme. Works to places
included in the THR require approval, either through a Certificate of
Exemption for works which will have no or negligible impact, or through
a Discretionary Permit for those works which may impact on the
significance of the place. At this point in the assessment process, it
appears likely that the proposed development of the infrastructure
associated with the Next Iconic Walk project will have a negligible
impact on the documented heritage values of the Lake Margaret Power
Scheme. However, this assessment may change pending the outcomes
of further investigation works for those sections of the proposed
development not already having been covered by the field survey
investigations.

Recommendation 2
(Adherence to the Lake
Margaret Conservation
Management Plan)

The PWS will ensure that the development of the Next Iconic Walk
Project is consistent with and adheres to the general policy objectives
laid out in the Lake Margaret Conservation Management Plan (2016),
for the conservation and management of heritage values associated
with the Lake Margaret Power Scheme.

Recommendation 3
(Interpretation Plan)

A Historic heritage interpretation plan should be developed for the
Project. A main focus of this interpretation plan will be the Lake
Margaret Power Scheme. The plan should be consistent with the
policies from the 2010 Lake Margaret Interpretation Plan.

Recommendation 4 (Areas
not covered by the Current
Survey Assessment)

Survey assessments will be undertaken for those areas that have not
been covered by the current survey assessment. The findings for these
areas should be presented in a separate addendum report.

Recommendation 5
(Change of Project
Footprint)

If the current proposed development footprint for the Next Iconic Walk
changes, then additional survey assessments will need to be
undertaken for areas not covered by the current assessment.

Recommendation 6
(Unanticipated Discoveries
of historic features)

Unanticipated Discovery Plan for the project is presented in Section 8 of
this report. This should be followed during the construction and
development stage of the project.

Page | 3



https://thr-public-datasheets.heritage.tas.gov.au/Report_Handler.ashx?heritagePlaceID=10587

Next Iconic Walk Project —West Coast Region
Historic Heritage Assessment Report CHMA 2025

Next Iconic Walk

4 RO pD LAKE SPICER HELI-DEPOT OPTION 1 |
g 0\\ LAKE SPICER|TRACK GATEWAY & TRACK START |
0
g / GATEWAY|SHELTER |
Vo o
GLACIAL|VALLEY ENTRY ROCK | —.
GLACIAL ERRATIC >
g . m
3 t Skyline
2 g
3 GLACIER VALLEY [ SADDLE LAKE |LOOKOUT | L d
SHELTER [™N egen
./ v /{LAKE ROLLESTON |LOOKOUT |
g GLACIALMORR AINE LOOKOUT = Road
E | LAKE[HUNTLEY LOOKOUT F A HUNTLEY CASCADE|LOOKOUT | Points of interest
=< Feb 2024
8 < | {HUNTLEY OUTFLOW CASCADES A FRENCHMANS CAP[LOOKOUT | ( )
e = Track alignment
8 / [LAKEJHUNTLEY AccESS P A WALFORD VALLEY|LOOKOUT | = Nov 2024)
| LAKE [HUNTLEY HUT NODE |- ~| VALENTINES PEAK|LOOKOUT |
L LAKE MALCOLM LOGKOUT |
|FARQUHAR RIDGE [SHELTER
8 - CASCADES :
g < - g
0 =) A
2 | LAKE MAGDALA LOOKOUT w2 _| LAKE MARK LOOKOUF L
o CASCADE LGOKOUT |
GEIKIE LOOKOUT ~ CooKO(T
|s0LO[TARN LOOKOUT \ Geilds {ILAKE MARY HUT NODE | =
g | LAKE[MARY LOOKOUT iz J ] LaKE maRY PENSTORK | 3
§ Jhin =
0 Hamilion | Mora 2 N
/ = o 1 2
- I: A Kilometres
CHIN LOOKOUT Coordinate System: GDA 1994 MGA Zone 55
DAM LOOK — o 1:75,000 When Printed at A4
[ PIPELINE LookouT e ISLAND LOOKOUT Section of the Project Area in TR
g [HISTORIC PIPELINE |\ A } A NI THR liste boundaries of the bl e
8 N Lgke Mmret Power Scheme map or its features are either spatially or temporally
3 "_\ accurate or fit for a particularvse. This map is
0 ({\ | HAULAGE|LOOKOUT LAWT LOOKOUT provided without any warranty of any kind
(\‘\ whatsoever, either express orimplied.
= | HAULAGE|CUTTING —
—% ELTER Mount Study area from CHMA
) Sedgwick Heritage datafrom AHT, CHMA ,
’S/' !l LAKE VA _ The LIST (€} State of Tasmania
S MARGARET
= ‘LAKE MARGARET VILLAGE & TRACK FINISH | CULTURAL
p7a > Sedawick MARBLE MANAGEMENT
i ! 5 .. Creative Commons BY 3.0AU © State of Tasmania 51 UFF AUSTRALIA
374000 376000 378000 380000 382000 384000 386000 388000 390000

Fle; 12463 MZ ReD

Figure i: Topographic map showing the section of the Project Area that is situated within the CPR listed boundaries of the Lake Margaret Power Scheme
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1.0 Project Outline

1.1 Project Description

The Tasmanian Liberal Government has committed $40 million to develop
Tasmania’s Next Iconic Walk (NIW). The spectacular landscape of the Tyndall
Range on the West Coast of Tasmania was identified as the preferred location,
having been selected from 50 possible locations, because of its extraordinary and
dramatic landscape and links to both hydro-power and geological exploration
heritage. The walk will be public owned and operated. The likely business structure
and type is a crown owned business enterprise managed by the PWS using
Tasmanian government and Department of Natural Resources Tasmania policies
and processes (similar to the Three Capes Track and Overland Track Business
Enterprises).

The walk is located east of the Tyndall Ranges on Tasmania’s West Coast. The
project area is 10 km north of Queenstown, between Mt Sedgwick (southern) and Mt
Murchison (north). The walk incorporates the Tyndall Regional Reserve, and the
Lake Beatrice Conservation Area, and sections of Hydro Tasmania Managed Crown
Land around Lake Margaret. The Tasmanian Wilderness World Heritage Area
(TWWHA) is approximately five kilometres east of the proposed walk. The general
locality identified for the proposed walk extends from north to south between Lake
Plimsoll and the Lake Margaret Power Station east of the Tyndall Range. (see Figure
1).

The Tasmania Parks and Wildlife Service (PWS) is managing the project to develop
a new walking experience east of the Tyndall Range. ERA have been engaged by
the PWS to assist in the planning and approvals process for the project.

Stage 1 of the project (which has now been completed) was to undertake a feasibility
study which is aimed at testing visitor, environmental, economic, community/social,
and operational attributes to determine if a new walk can be developed sustainably in
the Tyndall Range.

The feasibility study, released in September 2021, confirmed the economic,
environmental and social viability of this location and likely success of the walk.
Following further modelling, the walk has been designed to accommodate a
maximum capacity of around 9,000 visitors per year, with daily departures of 44
people per day (22 people in communal accommodation, 12 people in pods and 10
camping).

The project has now moved on to Stage 2 which is the detailed design and planning
Stage for the walk. The Proposal involves the following main infrastructure elements:
- Partial upgrade of the Lake Spicer Track from Anthony Road to the trailhead,
to facilitate the shuttle bus service for walkers once the walk is operating and
vehicle access during construction of the Proposal.
- Development of the Lake Spicer Gateway (trailhead), including a shelter,
toilet facilities, and turn-around area for the shuttle bus.
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- An approximately 31km walking track, commencing at the Lake Spicer Track
in the north and concluding at the Upper Lake Margaret Power Station in the
south.

- Two overnight hut nodes to accommodate walkers, and rangers located at
Lake Huntley and Lake Mary.

- Day shelters (around 6m?) located at Glacier Valley, Farquhar Ridge and
adjacent to the penstock pipeline.

- Two permanent helicopter depots (Helipad P1 and Helipad P2).

Figure 2 shows the current project design concept.

In addition to the above, offsite ancillary infrastructure is required to facilitate the
Proposal (which is subject to separate approval and excluded from this EIS),
including:
- Development of check in/out facilities in Queenstown, including briefing and
waiting area, toilets, storage, secure parking, and PWS operational facilities.
A shuttle bus will depart from the check in/out facilities to drop-off and pick-up
walkers from the trailhead and Lake Margaret Power Station.
- Upgrades to the Lake Margaret Power Station to facilitate use of the existing
building as a shelter. This includes upgrades to the existing toilet facilities.

As part of Stage 2 of the Project, CHMA Pty Ltd has been engaged by ERA Planning
(on behalf of the PWS) to undertake an historic heritage assessment for the
proposed design footprint of the Next Iconic Walk Project. This report presents the
findings of the assessment.

1.2 Aims of the Investigation
The principal aims of the present heritage assessment are as follows.

- Complete an Historic Heritage Assessment for the Project Area of the Next
Iconic Walk Project (the study area as shown in Figures 1-2). The
assessment is to be compliant with both State and Commonwealth legislative
regimes.

- To determine the extent of previously identified Historic heritage sites within
and in the immediate vicinity of the Project area.

- Tolocate and document historic heritage sites that may be present within the
identified bounds of the Project area.

- To assess the archaeological sensitivity values of the Project area.

- To assess the scientific and cultural values of identified Historic heritage
sites.

- To advise on the management of Historic heritage in line with best practice
archaeological guidelines.

- Prepare a report which documents the findings of the Historic heritage
assessment.
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1.3 Project Methodology
A three stage project methodology was implemented for this assessment.

Stage 1 (Pre-Fieldwork Background Work)
Prior to field work being undertaken, the following tasks were completed by CHMA.

The collation of relevant documentation for the project
As part of Stage 1 the following research was carried out and background
information was collated for this project.

e A review of the relevant heritage registers and the collation of information
pertaining to any registered heritage sites located within the general vicinity of
the study area.

¢ Maps of the study areas.

o Relevant reports documenting the outcomes of previous heritage studies in
the vicinity of the study area.

e Historical literature for the region.

o References to the land use history of the study area.

e GIS Information relating to landscape units present in the study area.

e Geotechnical information for the study area, including soil and geology data.

Stage 2 (Field Work)

Stage 2 entailed the field survey component of the assessment, which was
undertaken by Stuart Huys and Shay Hannah (CHMA Archaeologists) and Rocky
Sainty and Vernon Graham (AHOSs).

The field survey work was carried out over a period of eight days (8.2.2023, The field
survey work was carried out over a period of 11 days (8.2.2023, 15.3.2023,
25.3.2023, 22.6.2023, 13.2.2024, 14.2.2024, 15.2.2024, 17.4.2024, 21.7.2024,
22.7.2024, 16.10.2024) and has mainly focused on assessing sections of the
nominated track alignment, the proposed locations for the main accommodation
areas along the walk and the proposed lookout and shelter locations and vehicle
access tracks (see Figure 2). These were:

- The existing Lake Spicer Track from the boom gate to the Trail Head Depot;

- The Trail Head Depot and Gateway Shelter;

- Section of track from Gateway Shelter to Lake Huntley, including Glacier
Valley Shelter, Saddle Lake Lookout, Lake Rolleston Lookout, Glacial
Morraine Lookout, Lake Huntley Lookout;

- The Huntley Accommodation Node, and surrounding areas, including Lake
Huntley access, Huntley Cascade Lookout, Frenchmans Cap Lookout,
Walford Valley Lookout, Valentines Peak Lookout;

- The Lake Malcolm Lookout;

- Section of track including Lake Mark Lookout, Farquhar Ridge shelter,
Cascade Lookout, Lake Magdala Lookout;

- Section of track including the Geike Accommodation Node (now no longer the
selected camp location), Geike Lookout, Solo Tarn Lookout, Lake Mary
Lookout, Chin Lookout, Split Rock;

- Lake Mary Hut Node and Lake Mary Penstock;
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- Section of track from Lake Mary Hut Node to Island Lookout at Lake
Margaret;

- Lake Margaret Lookout, Dam Lookout, Pipeline Lookout.

- The proposed heli-pad options;

- The Lake Margaret Lookout to Lake Margaret Power station.

Section 3 provides further details as to the survey coverage achieved within the
study area.

Site Recordings
For any historic sites identified by the field team, the following details were recorded.
- The spatial extent of the site (polygon co-ordinates).
- The nature and extent of heritage deposits and features associated with the
site.
- The condition of the site, and any notable impacts to the site.
- Photos and site maps.
- Proposed management recommendations.

Stage 3

Stage three of the project involves the production of a Draft and Final Report that
includes an analysis of the data obtained from the field survey, an assessment of
archaeological sensitivity and management recommendations. The report has been
prepared by Stuart Huys from CHMA. A draft copy (one electronic copy) of the report
has been submitted to ERA and the PWS for review.

14 Project Limitations

Most archaeological investigations are subject to limitations that may affect the
reliability of the results. The following provides a brief overview of the main
constraints of the current assessment.

Conditions of Visibility

At the time of the field survey, surface visibility along the nominated track alignment
and associated infrastructure areas was restricted to an estimated average range of
between 10% to 50%. These constraints limited to some extent the effectiveness of
the survey assessment. This is discussed in more detail in section 3 of this report.

Areas not Surveyed

The survey assessment works undertaken to date have covered the majority of the
Project Area. There are only a few areas that have not been covered by a detailed
field inspection. These are as follows.

- The section of track alignment along Lake Margaret from Island Lookout
through to the Dam Lookout (approximately 4km in length). The vegetation
along this section of the track was too dense to penetrate and the Lake
Margaret water levels were too high to access the shoreline.

- The section of track alignment from the Dam Lookout to Lake Margaret
Power station and Village (approximately 3km in length). Please note this
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section has recently been completed and the findings will be presented in a
separate addendum report.
It is anticipated that the field survey works will be undertaken for these areas over the
coming months, and as soon as initial vegetation clearance along the section of Lake
Margaret track alignment has been completed. The findings for these areas will be
presented in a separate addendum report.
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Figure 1: Topographic map showing the general location of the Project Area in the West Coast Region of Tasmania
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Figure 2: Topographic map showing the location of the proposed infrastructure areas associated with the Next Iconic Walk
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2.0 Environmental Setting of the Study Area

The project area is located in the West Coast region of Tasmania, approximately
27km inland from the West Coast. The Tyndall Range forms part of the longer West
Coast Range and incorporates the Tyndall Regional Reserve, Lake Beatrice
Conservation Area, and Lukes Knob Regional Reserve.

The general locality identified for the proposed walk extends from north to south
between Lake Plimsoll and the Lake Margaret Power Station and to the east of Mt.
Geikie and Mount Tyndall. These are dominant mountain peaks along this part of the
range.

The terrain across this part of the Tyndall Range is characteristically a rugged, sub-
alpine, glaciated landscape. At the base of the ranges are a series of glacial lakes
and tarns (see Plates 1-4). These include Lake Huntley, Lake Mark, Lake Martha and
Lake Mary, all of which are located in the immediate vicinity of the proposed trail
alignment. Lake Plimsol and Lake Margaret are both man-made dams. Lake Plimsol
is part of the Hydro Tasmania Henty-Anthony scheme and is probably focused on an
original smaller natural lake. Lake Margaret impounds the Yolande River, which also
is the outflow from the dam. Further west the Yolande joins with the Langdon River,
another West Coast Range west flowing river, to join with the Henty River west of
the Zeehan Highway.

The West Coast Range largely owes its topographic prominence to an underlying
succession of resistant, non-marine conglomerate-sandstone-mudstone siliciclastics
- the Upper Cambrian Owen Conglomerate and its correlates. The rocks occupy a
north-trending belt deposited during the Middle to Late Cambrian Tyennan Orogeny
(part of the extensive Ross-Delamerian Orogeny of East Gondwana) in a series of
half-grabens adjacent to an emergent Proterozoic continental block that sourced
voluminous siliciclastic sediment mainly from the east (Corbett & Turner1989, Noll &
Hall 2005, 2006).

A review of the geological mapping for this area shows that the underlying geology
across the majority of the northern and southern parts of the study area (around Lake
Plimsol and Lake Margaret) comprises Cenozoic cover sequences of Pleistocene
glacial and glacigene deposits (see Plate 5). Within the central part of the study area
there are patches of shallow marine sandstone (typically pink, cross-bedded to thin-
bedded), with interbedded siltstone and minor conglomerate. This includes Upper
Owen Sandstone, Misery Hill Sandstone and Tim Shea Sandstone. There are also
patches of siliciclastic conglomerate sequences with sandstone interbeds, shallow
marine to non-marine, pebble to boulder grade, typically thick-bedded to massive.
This includes Middle Owen Conglomerate, Mt Zeehan Conglomerate, Roland
Conglomerate and Reeds Conglomerate (TheList 2024).

The vegetation structure across the area is dominated by Western buttongrass

moorland and buttongrass moorland, interspersed with patches of Nothofagus -
Leptospermum short rainforest and Nothofagus gunnii short rainforest (see Plates 6
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and 7). The vegetation structure appears to be largely intact, although there is
evidence of historic mining activities having occurred in the past, as well as vehicle
tracks that run through parts of the study area.

The West Coast region has a cool temperate climate. The coastal location and high
levels of rainfall mean that temperatures seldom freeze, although the maximum
summer temperatures is only 20 degrees Celsius. Mean annual rainfall is 1085mm,
with the highest rainfall occurring over winter, from May through to September (BOM
2024). The mean maximum temperature occurs in February, 20.9 degrees Celsius.
January, February and March tend to be the warmest months of the year. The

coolest month of the year is July, with a mean minimum temperature of 6.7 degrees
(BOM 2024).
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Plate 3: View west showing the steep ranges fringing Lke Huntley
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Plate 6: View north at the typical vegetation structure across the study area around
one of the smaller natural lakes

faislt WL x

Plate 7: A dense patch of Leptospermum short rainforest
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3.0 Survey Coverage of the Study Area

Survey Coverage and Surface Visibility

Survey coverage refers to the estimated portion of a study area that has actually
been visually inspected during a field survey. Surface Visibility refers to the extent to
which the actual soils of the ground surface are available for inspection. There are a
number of factors that can affect surface visibility, including vegetation cover, surface
water and the presence introduced gravels or materials. Figure 3 provides a useful
guide for estimating surface visibility within a study area.

The field survey work was carried out over a period of eight days (8.2.2023, The field
survey work was carried out over a period of 11 days (8.2.2023, 15.3.2023,
25.3.2023, 22.6.2023, 13.2.2024, 14.2.2024, 15.2.2024, 17.4.2024, 21.7.2024,
22.7.2024, 16.10.2024) by Stuart Huys and Shay Hannah (CHMA Archaeologists)
and Rocky Sainty and Vernon Graham (AHOs).

The field survey assessment has mainly focused on assessing sections of the
nominated track alignment, the proposed locations for the main accommodation
areas along the walk and the proposed lookout and shelter locations and vehicle
access tracks (see Figure 4). These were:

- The existing Lake Spicer Track from the boom gate to the Trail Head Depot;

- The Trail Head Depot and Gateway Shelter;

- Section of track from Gateway Shelter to Lake Huntley, including Glacier
Valley Shelter, Saddle Lake Lookout, Lake Rolleston Lookout, Glacial
Morraine Lookout, Lake Huntley Lookout;

- The Huntley Accommodation Node, and surrounding areas, including Lake
Huntley access, Huntley Cascade Lookout, Frenchmans Cap Lookout,
Walford Valley Lookout, Valentines Peak Lookout;

- The Lake Malcolm Campground (no longer a selected camp location),
including Lookout;

- Section of track including Lake Mark Lookout, Farquhar Ridge shelter,
Cascade Lookout, Lake Magdala Lookout;

- Section of track including the Geike Accommodation Node (now no longer the
selected camp location), Geike Lookout, Solo Tarn Lookout, Lake Mary
Lookout, Chin Lookout, Split Rock;

- Lake Mary Hut Node and Lake Mary Penstock;

- Section of track from Lake Mary Hut Node to Island Lookout at Lake
Margaret;

- Lake Margaret Lookout, Dam Lookout, Pipeline Lookout.

- The proposed heli-pad options;

At the time of the field survey, surface visibility along the nominated track alignment
and associated infrastructure areas was restricted to an estimated average range of
between 10% to 50%. This is in the low to medium range (see Figure 3). These
constraints limited to some extent the effectiveness of the survey assessment. The
main constraint to surface visibility was dense vegetation cover. The existing Lake
Spicer Track provided a transect of improved visibility, averaging 40-60%. There
were also numerous erosion scalds present across parts of the Project Area
(particularly the accommodation nodes), which provided locales of improved visibility.
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In an effort to offset surface visibility constraints, all locales of improved visibility
within the Project Area were targeted by the field team.

Areas not Surveyed

The survey assessment works undertaken to date have covered the majority of the
Project Area. There are only area that has not been covered by a detailed field
inspection is the section of track alignment along Lake Margaret from Island Lookout
through to the Dam Lookout (approximately 4km in length). The vegetation along this
section of the track was too dense to penetrate and the Lake Margaret water levels
were too high to access the shoreline (see Figure 4).

It is anticipated that the field survey works will be undertaken for this area over the
coming months, and as soon as initial vegetation clearance along the section of Lake
Margaret track alignment has been completed. The findings for these areas will be
presented in a separate addendum report.

The field survey assessment for the section of track alignment from the Dam Lookout
to Lake Margaret Power station and Village has recently been completed (since
submission of draft report) and the findings will be presented in a separate
addendum report.

Visibility

[ Full (100%) []High (75%) XIMedium (50%) XLow (24%) [XINone (0%)

Figure 3: Guidelines for the estimation of surface visibility

Effective coverage

Variations in both survey coverage and surface visibility have a direct bearing on the
ability of a field team to detect historic heritage sites and features. The combination
of survey coverage and surface visibility is referred to as effective survey coverage.
Table 1 presents the effective survey coverage achieved during the course of the
survey assessment of the Project Area. The overall effective survey coverage
achieved for the Project Area is 99 750m?, which is assessed as being sufficient to
generate a reasonable understanding as to the potential extent and nature of historic
heritage values that may be present.
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Table 1: Effective Survey Coverage achieved within the Project Area
Survey Coverage

Infrastructure Area

Estimated
Average Surface

Effective Survey
Coverage

Lake Spicer Track

2500m x 10m = 25 000m?2

Visibility
50%

12 500m?

Trail Head Depot
and Gateway Shelter

2950m x 10m = 29 500m?2

20%

5 900m?2

Section of track from Gateway
Shelter to Lake Huntley,
including Glacier Valley Shelter,
Saddle Lake Lookout, Lake
Rolleston Lookout, Glacial
Morraine Lookout, Lake Huntley
Lookout

9600m x 10m = 96 000m?2

10%

9 600m?

The Huntley Accommodation
Node

and surrounding areas, including
Lake Huntley access, Huntley
Cascade Lookout, Frenchmans
Cap Lookout, Walford Valley
Lookout, Valentines Peak
Lookout

3100m x 10m = 31 000m?2

40%

12 400m?

The Lake Malcolm Campground
(including Lookout)

980m x 10m = 9 800m?2

40%

5 900m?2

Section of track including Lake
Mark Lookout, Farquhar Ridge
shelter, Cascade Lookout, Lake
Magdala Lookout

4850m x 10m = 48 500m?2

20%

9 700m?2

Section of track including the
Geike Accommodation Node
(now no longer the selected
camp location), Geike Lookout,
Solo Tarn Lookout, Lake Mary
Lookout, Chin Lookout, Split
Rock

3850m x 10m = 38 500m?2

30%

11 550m?

Lake Mary Hut Node and Lake
Mary Penstock

760m x 10m = 7 600m?2

20%

1 520m?

Section of track from Lake Mary
Hut Node to Island Lookout at
Lake Margaret

4 200m x 10m = 42 000m?

50%

21 000m?

Lake Margaret Lookout, Dam
Lookout, Pipeline Lookout

470m x 10m = 4 700m?2

40%

1 880m?2

Dam Lookout to Lake Margaret
Power station and Village

3050m x 10m = 30 500m?

20%

6 100m?

Heli-pad options

850mx 10m = 8 500m?2

20%

1 700 m?

TOTAL

99 750m?
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4.0 Historic Heritage Background

4.1 Early European Exploration

Although timber getters and prospectors had moved into the west of Tasmania
during the 1830s and 40s and rumours of mineral wealth in the west had already
begun to spread (Hay 2019:195) it was only in 1862 that the first documented
European exploration of the area around Queenstown were made (Reeves 1957:29-
30). Charles Gould, government geologist, was exploring the local area from a base
at the foot of the Eldon Range, southeast of the study area, and gave the names that
the Europeans would come to use for the nearby mountains after public figures
embroiled in the controversy caused by the publication of Charles Darwin's the Origin
of the Species in 1859 (Reeves 1957:31). Following the King River and then crossing
the difficult terrain to the northwest, Gould was eventually to reach Macquarie
Harbour on the western coast (Reeves 1957:31).

4.2 The Discovery of Mineral Wealth, Timber Getting and the Development
of Queenstown
With the discovery of mineral reserves at Mount Bischoff and Mount Heemskirk to
the north, in the following decades there was an increasing number of European
miners and prospectors in the West of Tasmania (Reeves 1957:31). With this
increased activity it is unsurprising that in 1882 prospectors made their way up the
Queen River and discovered gold in the watercourses in the foot slopes of Mount
Lyell (Reeves 1957:31). Soon the size of the field and the large numbers of
prospectors that had come to work the alluvial gold in the rivers of the area had given
sufficient cause for the government to construct an overland track from Strahan on
the east coast to Howard's Plains immediately to the west of the study area (Reeves
1957:31). It is likely that the first sustained European presence in and around the
study area took place at this time. With large numbers of prospectors in the area it
reasonable to assume that the streams and alluvial flats of the study area were
picked over and investigated for gold deposits.

With the discovery of and development of a large copper deposit, with associated
gold and silver ores, at Mt Lyell and the formation of the Mt Lyell Mining Company in
1891, followed by the construction of a railway from Macquarie Harbour between
1893 and 1896, the area was on the verge of a rapid growth (Reeves 1957:33). The
focus of the area shifted from alluvial mining by small scale miners to capital-
intensive and large scale extractive industries (Hay 2019:196). By the end of the
nineteenth century the local population was in the thousands (at least 5,000 in
Queenstown alone) who inhabited large well laid out towns. Massive industrial
mining operations dominated the landscape and the world's first pyritic smelters
using the process invented by Robert Sticht of the Mount Lyell Mining Company,
where the iron and sulphur in the pyritic ores would fuel the furnaces, had the side
effect of poisoning large areas of vegetation surrounding the land around
Gormanston and Queenstown (Hay 2019:197). Widespread timber getting remained
the most significant form of impact to the landscape though, as Blainey (1977:2)
observes:
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On the west coast the wood-cutters were possibly the main devastators. More
than one thousand of them must have been working every day at the turn of the
century. While many gangs of men were sawing wood for bridges, houses,
public buildings, or the mining timbers used underground, most axemen cut
firewood for the steam engines at the mines, concentrating mills and smelters.
As coal and coke had to be imported from New South Wales at high expense,
firewood was as fuel. In photographs of Zeehan, Queenstown, Gormanston and
the new mining towns at the start of this century the foregroundand background
are almost invariably studded with the blackened stumps of felled trees. The
totem of the west was the black stump.

It is probable that the land within the study area was exploited for timber during this
time and parts of it may have been used as temporary camp or milling sites for
timber getting operations. It is probable that the land around Lake Margaret, as well
as the smaller lakes within the study area such as Lake Rolleston and Lake Huntley,
were visited at this time. Land use up to 1900 in the study area has been
summarised by Jackman (2016:9) as follows:
By 1900 the upper Yolande catchment had been partitioned into mining leases,
although these were unlikely to have been subject to any activity more intensive
than exploratory prospecting by individuals or small teams. The lower
catchment, south of the penstock, appears to have been subject to substantial
clearing with tracks and timber-getting camps established for the purpose of
obtaining fuel for the Mt Lyell mine. Evidence of the early tram tracks and
walking tracks remain.

However, scarcity and rising cost of firewood in the twentieth century for the mining
operations around Queenstown would lead to the lakes around the study area being
considered as a potential source of hydro-electric power.

4.3 The Lake Margaret Power Scheme
The Lake Margaret Power Scheme (LMPS) has had the most significant impact upon
the land around the study area and determines nearly all of its twentieth and twenty-
first century development. Jackman (2016) observed that Lake Margaret area was
first surveyed in 1893 by HM Chrisp, on behalf of the Mt Lyell Mining and Railway
Company (MLM&RCo), as a potential source of hydroelectric power. The
MLM&RCo's copper mining operations at Mount Lyell were consuming over 2,040
tonnes of timber each week, leading to deforestation in the local area. Hydro-electric
power was seen as a solution to this issue. In 1896, Huntley James Clarke
determined that the Yolande River could sustain a small power station. Blainey
(1954) neatly describes the reason for the scheme.
Soon after the outbreak of [the First World War] the company generated its first
hydro-electricity at Lake Margaret. The lake had originally been surveyed when
Dr Peters was camping in the battery house at the Blow, but year after year the
cheap cost of firewood and the mine’s short expectation of life had deferred the
building of a power station. In 1911, however, the cost of cutting wood to feed
boilers at the mine and smelters was so expensive that Sticht had estimated
that hydro-electricity would save the company £50,000 a year. If the price of
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copper did not slump, reserves of ore in the two large mines would last ten
years, repaying the cost of the works twice over. A. G. M. Michell, a Melbourne
engineer, reported favourably on Lake Margaret, and the directors, after long
hesitation, sanctioned the scheme.

Following Davies (2006), Jackman (2016:16-23) divides Lake Margaret Power
Station's history into five major stages of development: construction, early additions,
expansion, renewal and change, private ownership, and redevelopment.

e During the construction phase (1911/1912-1914), the MLM&RCo built
the dam, a woodstave pipeline, a tramway to the dam, headworks, two
steel penstocks, the power station (initial capacity: four horizontal Pelton
wheels), transmission lines, and a switch house in Queenstown. A
temporary worker accommodation was also erected. Access to the site
was via a two-foot steel tramway. The construction workers lived
incamps, with Maltese workers being the predominant force.

e The early addition phase (1914-1918) saw the expansion of the power
station's size and output with two additional generators and a third
penstock. The temporary structures were removed and a permanent
village was constructed to replace them. The dam wall was also raised
during this period.

e Between 1918 and 1933, the third era of development occurred, seeing
the installation of a seventh Pelton wheel and the construction of a
second power station. The latter utilised the water discharged from the
main station and river water, collected via a weir and transported
through a second woodstave pipeline.

e The fourth stage of development, labelled as a period of renewal and
change, lasted from 1933 to 1973. Key works during this period included
the replacement of the original woodstave pipeline, the penstocks, and
the surge tower, as well as the addition of new transmission lines and
the upgrading of the power house. The residential occupation of the
village declined from the 1960s onwards as people preferred to
commute from Queenstown. In 1964, the tramway connecting the village
and Queenstown was replaced by a road.

e The fifth phase of development, public ownership, began in 1985 when
the MLM&RCo sold the LMPS to the Hydro Electric Commission (HEC).
The Lower Power Station was closed in 1994, and the Upper Power
Station continued to operate until 2006. Public concern over the station's
closure led to its redevelopment between 2007 and 2010. This stage of
development involved the Upper and Lower Power Stations' restoration
and reintegration into the state grid. Works at the Upper Station included
refurbishing the dam, installing a new outlet valve, replacing the
woodstave pipeline, and upgrading the power station's infrastructure.
The Lower Station's redevelopment involved replacing the collapsed
pipeline, extending and altering the power station building, and adding a
new 3.2 MW Turgo mini-hydro generator. The Upper Power Station was
reopened in November 2009, and the Lower Station followed in July
2010. Following the closure of the Copper Mines of Tasmania in 2014,
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power from the stations was exported to the state grid, with both stations
being remotely operated.

The LMPS has led to substantial modification of the land around the study area,
along with the drowning of parts of the land around Lake Margaret there was also the
cutting of timber around the lake as raw material to be used during construction.
Numerous access tracks and transmission lines were excavated around the area in
addition to the penstocks and tramway. The detailed history of this scheme has been
covered in the original Lake Margaret Conservation Management Plan of Davies
(2006), the recent management plan produced by Jackman (2016) and it has also
been considered in a paper given by Waight (2009). All of these sources provide a
detailed background for this scheme and should be consulted for further information.

Although a number of formal railways and informal tracks were developed around the
study area throughout the early twentieth century it was only In the late 1930s, to the
southwest of the study area, the Zeehan to Queenstown Highway was constructed
(Advocate Thursday 11 November 1937). This highway required numerous cuttings
allowing the route access through the steep terrain. Anthony Road was added in the
later in the nineteenth century to connect the Murchison Highway at Tullah to the
Queenstown Zeehan Highway northwest of Queenstown and it forms the northern
boundary of the study area.

Figure 5: 'Photograph - Lake Margret' ¢.1913 taken during the construction of
the power-station and dam. A wooden causeway is visible extending into the
lake (Tasmanian Archives, Item Number: NS3245/1/26)
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4.4 The Results of the Heritage Registers Search
A search was carried out of a number of historic registers and databases in order to
determine the extent of historic sites and features in the vicinity of each of the Natone
Creek TSF study area. Agency databases searched included:

e Australian National Heritage List (NHL);

e The Australian Heritage Database (AHD);

e Tasmanian Heritage Register (THR);

o The Register of the National Estate (RNE);

e West Coast Interim Planning Scheme 2013 (WCIPS - 2013).

The search of the various historic heritage registers shows that there is one
registered historic heritage feature that is intersected by the Project Area. This is the
Lake Margaret Power Scheme, which is a Permanent Registration on the Tasmanian
Heritage Register (THR ID 10863). The southern portion of the Next Iconic Walk
Project Area (From Lake Mary through to the Lake Margaret Power Station and
Village) is situated within the THR listed boundaries of the Lake Margaret Power
Scheme. This is discussed in more detail in section 5 of this report.

Table 2 provides the summary details for the THR registration. The THR Datasheet
entry is presented in Appendix 1 of this report. The Datasheet entry provides a
detailed overview of the significance of the Lake Margaret Power Scheme as
assessed against the criteria from the Historic Cultural Heritage Act 1995.

Figure 6 shows the Central Plan Register (CPR) boundaries for the THR listing. The
Lake Margaret Power Scheme (LMPS) CPR entry comprises all the land previously
leased by the Mt Lyell Mining and Railway Co (MLM&RCo) from the Crown and since
vested in the Hydro, as specified below:

- the transmission line easement connecting to and including the Lake
Margaret Sub-Station at Queenstown (leased by Copper Mines of Tasmania);

- the tramway from the LMPS to the area known as the tram terminus at the
Strahan turnoff on the Lyell Highway (including part of the current access
road);

- Lake Mary, Lake Philip, Lake Paul, Lake Apollos, Lake Martha, Lake
Magdala, Lake Myra, Lake Monica, Lake Apollos, Lake Peter, Lake Polycarp
and Lake Barnabas and their interconnecting waterways;

- the Basin Lake and part of Leslie Creek which includes an old camp site at
the north western fork of the creek. The entry includes all the physical fabric
related to the LMPS.

Details of the key significant elements of the LMPS are arranged into five (5)
functional precincts, based on the Conservation Management Plan prepared by
Davies (2006) and additional features assessed by Heritage Tasmania (see Jackman
1016)). The whole of the LMPS constitutes a major industrial archaeological site.

- Dam & Pipeline Precinct (#1) This precinct encapsulates the major
engineering infrastructure for capturing and diverting water to the power
station, however it includes minor elements to facilitate staff access,
operation and maintenance along with archaeological evidence from
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construction and pipeline rebuilding phases (For itemised structure list see
datasheet in related documents).

Village Precinct (#2) A complex of residential buildings and recreational
elements constructed by the MLM &RCo to accommodate staff and their
families on-site (For itemised structure list see datasheet in related
documents).

Power Station Core Precinct (#3) This precinct encapsulates the major
engineering infrastructure for power generation, from the penstock and surge
pipes to the power station, along with archaeological evidence from the
construction phases (For itemised structure list see datasheet in related
documents).

Lower Power Station Precinct (#4) This precinct encapsulates the major
engineering infrastructure from the 1931 expansion of power generation in
the LMPS, from the Lower Weir to the Lower Power Station, along with
archaeological evidence from the construction and operational (1931-94)
phases (For itemised structure list see datasheet in related documents).
Broader Site Context (Precinct #5 + additional elements outside of the CMP
precincts) This precinct encapsulates the remainder of the place as defined
on the map, which forms the landscape setting of Precincts 1-4 and includes
a number of broadly distributed historical elements (For itemised structure list
see datasheet in related documents).

Table 2: Summary details for the THR Listed Lake Margaret Power Scheme

Tasmanian Heritage Register - Unique ID Number

10863

Tasmanian Heritage Register - Site Name

Lake Margaret Power Scheme

CPR Reference

CPR7604

Title Reference

30431/1
38445/1

Registration Status

Permanently Registered

Boundary Reference

CPR Plan

Boundary Confidence

Confirmed

Address

QUEENSTOWN, 7467

Municipality

West Coast Council



https://thr-public-datasheets.heritage.tas.gov.au/Report_Handler.ashx?heritagePlaceID=10863
https://thr-public-datasheets.heritage.tas.gov.au/Report_Handler.ashx?heritagePlaceID=10863
https://thr-public-datasheets.heritage.tas.gov.au/CprHandler.ashx?heritagePlaceID=10863
https://www.thelist.tas.gov.au/app/content/property/property-search?propertySearchCriteria.volume=30431&propertySearchCriteria.folio=1
https://www.thelist.tas.gov.au/app/content/property/property-search?propertySearchCriteria.volume=38445&propertySearchCriteria.folio=1
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Figure 6: The Central Plan Register boundaries for the Lake Margaret Power Scheme
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5.0 Survey Results, Statement of Heritage Impacts and
Statement of Archaeological Potential

5.1 Summary Overview of Survey Results

As detailed in section 4.4 of this report, the search of the various historic heritage
registers shows that there is one registered historic heritage feature that is
intersected by the Project Area. This is the Lake Margaret Power Scheme, which is a
Permanent Registration on the Tasmanian Heritage Register (THR ID 10863).

The southern portion of the Next Iconic Walk Project Area (from Lake Mary through
to the Lake Margaret Powerstation and Village) is situated within the THR listed
boundaries of the Lake Margaret Power Scheme (see Figure 7). This includes the
following proposed infrastructure.

- The section of the proposed walking track alignment between the southern

end of Lake Mary and the Lake Margaret Powerstation and Village:

- Island Lookout;

- Lake Margaret Lookout;

- Dam Lookout;

- Pipeline Lookout;

- Pipeline Shelter;

- Haulage Lookout.
It should be noted that the proposed location for the Lake Mary Hut Node appears to
be situated just outside (to the west) of the THR listed boundaries of the Lake
Margaret Power Scheme.

During the field survey investigations, one heritage feature associated with the Lake
Margaret Power Scheme THR listing was recorded. This is the Lake Mary Penstock,
which is situated at the southern end of Lake Mary (see Figure 7). The Penstock is a
stone wall structure which has been built across the narrowly incised water course
that drains the southern end of the lake. The wall is approximately 8m in length and
has a metal and wooden sluice gate (or slide gate) at around the central point of the
stone wall, which allows for the regulation of water flows downstream of the lake. The
features associated with the Lake Mary Penstock appear to be original and in a good
state of preservation (see Plate 8).

The proposed walking track alignment at between Lake Mary and Lake Margaret
runs immediately to the west of the Lake Mary Penstock.

Besides the Lake Mary Penstock, no other historic heritage features were identified
during the field survey inspection.

As noted in section 3 of this report, there is one section of the Project Area that has
not been covered by a detailed field inspection. This is the section of track alignment
along Lake Margaret from Island Lookout through to the Dam Lookout
(approximately 4km in length). As noted previously, the field survey assessment for
the section of track alignment from the Dam Lookout to Lake Margaret Power station
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and Village has recently been completed (since submission of draft report) and the
findings will be presented in a separate addendum report.

The section of the track alignment between Island Lookout through to the Dam
Lookout, and on to the Lake Margaret Power station and Village, are situated within
the THR registered boundaries of Lake Margaret Power Scheme. This has obvious
implications with respect to the Statement of Heritage Impacts and Statement of
Archaeological Potential prepared for the Project Area (see section 5.2 below). The
addendum report will present a revised Statement of Heritage Impacts and
Statement of Archaeological Potential for these areas.

It should be noted that some of the proposed infrastructure areas along the southern
side Lake Margaret have been inspected as part of the field program. This includes
the Island Lookout, Dam Lookout and Pipeline Lookout. No heritage features were
noted at these proposed infrastructure locations.

Table 3: Summary details for the Lake Mary Penstock associated with the Lake
Margaret Power Scheme

Site Name Grid Reference Site Description

(GDA 94)
Lake Mary E383980 N5351857 | Stone wall feature (approx. 8m in length) with sluice
Penstock gate located at the southern end of Lake Mary.
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Plate 8: View east at the location of the Lake Mary P
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52 Statement of Heritage Impacts and Statement of
Archaeological Potential

Statement of Heritage Impacts
The southern portion of the Next Iconic Walk Project Area (from Lake Mary through
to the Lake Margaret Power station and Village) is situated within the THR listed
boundaries of the Lake Margaret Power Scheme (see Figure 7). This includes the
following proposed infrastructure.

- The section of the proposed walking track alignment between the southern

end of Lake Mary and the Lake Margaret Power station and Village:

- Island Lookout;

- Lake Margaret Lookout;

- Dam Lookout;

- Pipeline Lookout;

- Pipeline Shelter;

- Haulage Lookout.

Based on the current available information, it appears that the construction of the
proposed infrastructure associated with the Next Iconic Walk Project is unlikely to
have any direct significant impacts on any heritage features associated with the Lake
Margaret Power Scheme.

However, as noted in section 5.1, the sections of the proposed track alignment
between Island Lookout through to the Dam Lookout, and on to the Lake Margaret
Power station and Village, are situated within the THR registered boundaries of Lake
Margaret Power Scheme and are yet to be surveyed. This means that it cannot be
stated with absolute certainty at this stage that the development footprint for the Next
Iconic Walk Project will have no impacts on the heritage values associated with the
Lake Margaret Power Scheme.

With this acknowledged, any impacts are likely to be minor, given that the
development footprint within the registered boundaries of the Lake Margaret Power
Scheme, is comparatively minor and will involve low levels of vegetation clearing and
soil disturbances.

It is anticipated that the field survey works will be undertaken for these unsurveyed
areas over the coming months, and as soon as initial vegetation clearance along the
section of Lake Margaret track alignment has been completed. The findings for these
areas will be presented in a separate addendum report. This will include an updated
Statement of Heritage Impacts.

Statement of Archaeological Potential

The survey assessment works undertaken to date have covered the majority of the
Project Area. There are only a few areas that have not been covered by a detailed
field inspection. As outlined in section 3 of this report, there were some significant
constraints in surface visibility across parts of the study area, due to dense
vegetation cover. This limited the effective survey coverage of the field survey. Given
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the noted constraints in surface visibility, together with the fact that not all parts of the
Project Area have been inspected, It can’t be stated with absolute certainty that there
are no undetected historic heritage features present with the Project Area.

Nonetheless, the overwhelming impression generated from the field survey
assessment is that the archaeological potential is low to very low. If undetected
features are present, they are most likely to be subtle features associated with either
early mining activity, forestry, or the development of the Lake Margaret Power
Scheme. These features would be most likely to occur within the THR listed
boundaries of the Lake Margaret Power Scheme. As noted previously in section 4 of
this report, two detailed Conservation Management Plans have already been
prepared for the Lake Margaret Power Scheme (Davies 2006 and Jackman 2016).
Through this process, the major features of the scheme have already been recorded
and assessed.
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Figure 7: Topographic map showing the section of the Project Area that is situated within the CPR listed boundaries of the Lake Margaret Power Scheme
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6.0 Statutory Controls and Legislative Requirements

The following provides a summary overview of the various legislative instruments
and statutory requirements relating to historic heritage in Tasmania. The review is
presented in order to provide the proponent with a basic understanding of the
statutory frameworks and procedures relating to heritage in Tasmania.

6.1 National Conventions

Council of Australian Governments Agreement 1997

In 1997, COAG reached an agreement on Commonwealth, State and local
government roles and responsibilities for heritage management. Local government,
through the Australian Local Government Assaociation, and the Tasmanian
Government were both signatories to this Agreement. The Agreement resulted in the
following outcomes:

- Acceptance of a tiered model of heritage management, with the definition of
places as being of either, world, national, state or of local heritage
significance;

- Nominations of Australian places for the World Heritage List and
management of Australia’s obligations under the World Heritage Convention
would be carried out by the Commonwealth Government;

- A new National Heritage System on one was created in January 2004,
comprising the Australian Heritage Council (AHC), National Heritage List
(NHL) and Commonwealth Heritage List (CHL);

- The Commonwealth Government, through the Australian Heritage Council
would be responsible for listing, protecting and managing heritage places of
national significance;

- State and Territory Governments would be responsible for listing, protecting
and managing heritage places of state significance; and

- Local government would be responsible for listing, protecting and managing
heritage places of local significance.

Environment Protection and Heritage Council of the Australian and State/Territory
Governments 1998

In 1998, the National Heritage Convention proposed a set of common criteria to be
used in order to better assess, understand and manage the heritage values of
places.

The Environment Protection and Heritage Council of the Australian and
State/Territory Governments adopted this as a national set of desirable common
criteria (known as the HERCON criteria). The adoption of these criteria by Heritage
Tasmania has not yet been formalised. These criteria are also based upon the Burra
Charter values. The Common Criteria (HERCON Criteria) adopted in April 2008 are
summarised below:

a) Importance to the course or pattern of our cultural or natural history.

b) Possession of uncommon, rare or endangered aspects of our cultural or

natural history.
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c) Potential to yield information that will contribute to an understanding of our
cultural or natural history.

d) Importance in demonstrating the principal characteristics of a class of cultural
or natural places or environments.

e) Importance in exhibiting particular aesthetic characteristics

f) Importance in demonstrating a high degree of creative or technical
achievement at a particular period.

g) Strong or special association with a particular community or cultural group for
social, cultural or spiritual reasons. This includes the significance of a place to
Indigenous peoples as part of their continuing and developing cultural
traditions.

h) Special association with the life or works of a person, or group of persons, of
importance in our history.

These criteria have been endorsed by the Heritage Chairs and Officials of Australia
and New Zealand (HCOANZ) in the Supporting Local Government Project document,
“Protecting Local Heritage Places: A National Guide for Local Government and
Communities” (March 2009).

Burra Charter 1999

Australia ICOMOS (International Council on Monuments and Sites) is the peak body
of professionals working in heritage conservation in Australia. The Burra Charter was
adopted by Australia ICOMOS in 1979 in Burra, South Australia based on other
international conventions. Further revisions were adopted in 1981, 1988 and 1999 to
ensure the Charter continues to reflect best practice in heritage and conservation
management. The current version of the Australia ICOMOS Burra Charter 1999 is
the only version that should be used.

The Burra Charter provides guidance for the conservation and management of
places of cultural significance (cultural heritage places), and is based on the
knowledge and experience of Australian ICOMOS members. The Charter sets a
standard of practice for those who provide advice, make decisions about, or
undertake works to places of cultural significance, including owners, managers and
custodians.

The Charter recognises the need to involve people in the decision-making process,
particularly those that have strong associations with a place. It also advocates a
cautious approach to changing heritage places: do as much as necessary to care for
the place and to make it useable, but otherwise change it as little as possible so that
its cultural significance is retained.

7.2 Commonwealth Legislation

Environment Protection and Biodiversity Conservation Act 1999

The Environment Protection and Biodiversity Conservation Act 1999 (EPBC Act)
provides for the listing of natural, historic or indigenous places that are of outstanding
national heritage value to the Australian nation as well as heritage places on
Commonwealth lands and waters under Australian Government control.
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Once a heritage place is listed under the EPBC Act, special requirements come into
force to ensure that the values of the place will be protected and conserved for future
generations. The following heritage lists are established through the EPBC Act:
- National Heritage List - a list of places of natural, historic and indigenous
places that are of outstanding national heritage value to the Australian nation
- Commonwealth Heritage List - a list of natural, historic and indigenous places
of significance owned or controlled by the Australian Government.
- List of Overseas Places of Historic Significance to Australia — this list
recognises symbolically sites of outstanding historic significance to Australia
but not under Australian jurisdiction.

Australian Heritage Council Act 2003

The Australian Heritage Council is a body of heritage experts that has replaced the
Australian Heritage Commission as the Australian Government's independent expert
advisory body on heritage matters when the new Commonwealth Heritage System
was introduced in 2004 under amendments to the Environment Protection and
Biodiversity and Conservation Act 1999.

The Council plays a key role in assessment, advice and policy formulation and
support of major heritage programs. Its main responsibilities are to assess and
nominate places for the National Heritage List and the Commonwealth Heritage List,
promote the identification, assessment, conservation and monitoring of heritage; and
advise the Minister on various heritage matters.

Protection of Movable Cultural Heritage Act 1986

The PMCH Act regulates the export of cultural heritage objects from Australia. The
purpose of the Act is to protect, for the benefit of the nation, objects which if exported
would significantly diminish Australia's cultural heritage. Some Australian protected
objects of Aboriginal, military heritage and historical significance cannot be granted a
permit for export. Other Australian protected objects may be exported provided a
permit or certificate has been obtained.

6.3 State Legislation

Land Use Planning and Approvals Act 1993

This Act (LUPA) is the cornerstone of the State Resource Management and Planning
System (RMPS). It establishes the legitimacy of local planning schemes and
regulates land use planning and development across Tasmania. With regard to
historic heritage, LUPAA requires that planning authorities will work to conserve
those buildings, areas or other places which are of scientific, aesthetic, architectural
or historical interest, or otherwise of special cultural value" [Schedule 1 Part 2(g)].

Resource Planning and Development Commission Act 1997

The Resource Planning and Development Commission (now referred to as the
Tasmanian Planning Commission) is responsible for overseeing Tasmania’s planning
system, approving planning schemes and amendments to schemes and assessing
Projects of State Significance. In terms of heritage management, the TPC will
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consider the establishment of heritage overlays, precincts or areas as part of the
creation of planning schemes.

Resource Management and Planning Appeal Tribunal Act 1993

The Resource Management and Planning Appeal Tribunal determine planning
appeals and enforce the Acts within the RMPS. The Tribunal plays an important role
in the management of heritage places through its determinations on proposed
development on, or near to, places of heritage significance.

Historic Cultural Heritage Act 1995
The Historic Cultural Heritage Act 1995 (HCH Act) is the key piece of Tasmanian
legislation for the identification, assessment and management of historic cultural
heritage places. The stated purpose of the HCH Act is to promote the identification,
assessment, protection and conservation of places having historic cultural heritage
significance and to establish the Tasmanian Heritage Council®. The HCH Act also
includes the requirements to:

- establish and maintain the Tasmanian Heritage Register (THR);

- provide for a system for a system of approvals for work on places on the

Register;

- provide for Heritage Agreements and assistance to property owners;

- provide for protection of shipwrecks;

- provide for control mechanisms and penalties for breaches of the Act.

Under the HCH Act, “conservation® in relation to a place is defined as
- the retention of the historic cultural heritage significance of the place; and
- any maintenance, preservation, restoration, reconstruction and adaption of
the place.

The definition of “place” under the HCH Act includes:

- asite, precinct or parcel of land;

- any building or part of a building;

- any shipwreck;

- any itemin or on, or historically or physically associated or connected with, a
site precinct or parcel of land where the primary importance of the item
derives in part from its association with that site, precinct or parcel of land;
and

- any equipment, furniture, fittings, and articles in or on, or historically or
physically associated or connected with any building or item.

The Act created the Tasmanian Heritage Council (THC), which came into existence
in 1997 and operates within the State RMPS. The THC is a statutory body, separate
from government, which is responsible for the administration of the HCH Act and the
establishment of the Tasmanian Heritage Register (THR), which lists all places
assessed as having heritage values of state significance. The THC also assesses
works that may affect the heritage significance of places and provides advice to state
and local government on heritage matters. The primary task of the THC is as a
resource management and planning body, which is focused on heritage conservation
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issues. Any development on heritage-listed places requires the approval of the THC
before works can commence.

Heritage Tasmania (HT), which is part of the Department of Primary Industry, Parks,
Water and the Environment, also plays a key role in fulfilling statutory responsibilities
under the HCH Act.

HT has three core roles:
- coordinating historic heritage strategy and activity for the State Government;
- supporting the Tasmanian Heritage Council to implement the HCH Act; and
- facilitating the development of the historic heritage register.

In 2013, Historic Cultural Heritage Act 1995 was amended, with the primary goal of
streamlining the approvals process and better align the Heritage Act with the
Planning Act. Under the Amendment applicants need only lodge a single
Development Application (DA) (as opposed to both a Works Application and DA),
which will be referred to the Heritage Council by the local planning authority.
Heritage Council then has the opportunity to advise the planning authority whether or
not it has an interest in the DA and may request further information under s57 of the
LUPAA. If the Heritage Council does not have an interest in the DA, it reverts to the
status it has under the Scheme or Planning Act. Where Heritage Council does have
an interest in the DA, the Council decision must be incorporated into the final permit
(or refusal) issued by the local planning authority.

Also included in the amendments is the incorporation of the HERCON significance
criteria for assessing the significance of heritage sites. The Heritage Council may
enter a place in the Heritage Register if it satisfied that the place has historic cultural
heritage significance by meeting threshold values for one or more of eight individual
criteria. Aesthetic characteristics of a place now forms the eighth criterion against
which heritage significance may be assessed.

Works to places included in the THR require approval, either through a Certificate of
Exemption for works which will have no or negligible impact, or through a
discretionary permit for those works which may impact on the significance of the
place.

Discretionary permit applications are lodged with the relevant local planning authority.
On receipt, the application is sent to the Heritage Council, which will firstly decide
whether they have an interest in determining the application. If the Heritage Council
has no interest in the matter, the local planning authority will determine the
application.

If the Heritage Council has an interest in determining the application, a number of
matters may be relevant to its decision. This includes the likely impact of the works
on the significance of the place; any representations; and any regulations and works
guidelines issued under the HCH Act. The Heritage Council may also consult with
the planning authority when making a decision.
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In making a decision, the Heritage Council will exercise one of three options: consent
to the discretionary permit being granted; consent to the discretionary permit being
granted subject to certain conditions; or advise the planning authority that the
discretionary permit should be refused. The Heritage Council’s decision is then
forwarded to the planning authority, which will incorporate the decision into any
planning permit

Works Guidelines for Historic Heritage Places

The Tasmanian Heritage Council and Heritage Tasmania have issued Works
Guidelines for Historic Heritage Places. The guidelines provide a general reference
for the types of works, which may be exempt, or those where a permit will be
required. They also define appropriate outcomes for a range of different works and
development scenarios. Although specifically designed for places included in the
THR, the guidelines provide useful advice for the management of heritage places
generally.

6.4 Local Planning Schemes

The Tasmanian Planning Scheme came into effect on 22 July 2020 and replaced the
former Local Interim Planning Schemes. he West Coast Council transitioned from the
West Coast Interim Planning Scheme 2013 to the Tasmanian Planning Scheme -
West Coast on 19 May 2021.

The Tasmanian Planning Scheme provides a single planning scheme and a
consistent set of rules and requirements in relation to the manner in which all land in
Tasmania may be used, developed, protected and conserved. It consists of two
parts:

1. State Planning Provisions contain the mandatory common rules that are to
apply in all municipal areas. For consistency in permit and compliance
requirements that must be met by a proposed use or development.

2. Local Provision Schedule for each municipal area setting out how the State
Planning Provisions are to apply.

The planning scheme supports strategic land use planning for residential, business,
agriculture, utilities, environmental and recreational zones. The scheme includes
considerations such as natural hazards, local heritage values, natural assets, parking
requirements and the protection of road, railway and electricity infrastructure.

Section C6 of the Tasmanian Planning Scheme deals specifically with the Local
Heritage Code. The stated purpose of the code is to recognise and protect the local
historic heritage significance of local places, precincts, landscapes and areas of
archaeological potential and significant trees by regulating development that may
impact on their values, features and characteristics. This code applies to:
(a) development on land within any of the following, as defined in this code:

(i) a local heritage place;

(i) a local heritage precinct;

(iif) a local historic landscape precinct; and

(iv) for excavation only, a place or precinct of archaeological potential;

Page | 38




Next Iconic Walk — Tyndall Range West Coast Region
Historic Heritage Assessment Report CHMA 2024

and
(b) the lopping, pruning, removal or destruction of a significant tree as defined in
this code.

If a site is listed as a local heritage place and also within a local heritage precinct
or local historic landscape precinct, it is only necessary to demonstrate
compliance with the standards for the local heritage place unless demolition,
buildings and works are proposed for an area of the site outside the identified
specific extent of the local heritage place.

This code does not apply to a registered place entered on the Tasmanian
Heritage Register. This is directly relevant to the Next Iconic Walk Project area,
which intersects with the THR registered boundaries of the Lake Margaret Power
Scheme.

West Coast Council Local Provisions Schedule
The study area falls within the West Coast Council municipal area and is therefore

subject to the West Coast Local Provisions Schedule (the Schedule). No precincts or
places of local heritage significance included in the West Coast Local Provisions
Schedule are within the Project area.
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7.0 Heritage Management Plan

7.1 Summary Recommendations
The heritage management options and recommendations provided in this report are
made on the basis of the following criteria.
- The results of the heritage register searches and field investigation as
documented in sections 4 and 5 of this report.
- The legal and procedural requirements as summarised in section 6 of this
report.

Table 4 provides a summary of the key recommendations that have been developed
for this project. The more detailed recommendations are presented in Section 11.2.

Table 4: Summary Management Recommendations

Recommendation Summary Requirements

Number

Recommendation 1 (Lake The Lake Margaret Power Scheme is a Permanent Registration on the

Margaret Power Scheme Tasmanian Heritage Register (THR ID 10863). The southern portion of

Requirements) the Next Iconic Walk Project Area (From Lake Mary through to the Lake

Margaret Power Station and Village) is situated within the THR listed
boundaries of the Lake Margaret Power Scheme. Works to places
included in the THR require approval, either through a Certificate of
Exemption for works which will have no or negligible impact, or through
a Discretionary Permit for those works which may impact on the
significance of the place. At this point in the assessment process, it
appears likely that the proposed development of the infrastructure
associated with the Next Iconic Walk project will have a negligible
impact on the documented heritage values of the Lake Margaret Power
Scheme. However, this assessment may change pending the outcomes
of further investigation works for those sections of the proposed
development not already having been covered by the field survey

investigations.
Recommendation 2 The PWS will ensure that the development of the Next Iconic Walk
(Adherence to the Lake Project is consistent with and adheres to the general policy objectives
Margaret Conservation laid out in the Lake Margaret Conservation Management Plan (2016),
Management Plan) for the conservation and management of heritage values associated
with the Lake Margaret Power Scheme.
Recommendation 3 A Historic heritage interpretation plan should be developed for the
(Interpretation Plan) Project. A main focus of this interpretation plan will be the Lake

Margaret Power Scheme. The plan should be consistent with the
policies from the 2010 Lake Margaret Interpretation Plan.

Recommendation 4 (Areas Survey assessments will be undertaken for those areas that have not
not covered by the Current | been covered by the current survey assessment. The findings for these

Survey Assessment) areas should be presented in a separate addendum report.
Recommendation 5 If the current proposed development footprint for the Next Iconic Walk
(Change of Project changes, then additional survey assessments will need to be

Footprint) undertaken for areas not covered by the current assessment.
Recommendation 6 Unanticipated Discovery Plan for the project is presented in Section 8 of
(Unanticipated Discoveries | this report. This should be followed during the construction and

of historic features) development stage of the project.
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7.2 Detailed Management Recommendations

Recommendation 1 (Lake Margaret Power Scheme Requirements)
The Lake Margaret Power Scheme is a Permanent Registration on the Tasmanian
Heritage Register (THR ID 10863). The southern portion of the Next Iconic Walk
Project Area (From Lake Mary through to the Lake Margaret Power Station and
Village) is situated within the THR listed boundaries of the Lake Margaret Power
Scheme (see Figure 8). This includes the following proposed infrastructure.

- The section of the proposed walking track alignment between the southern

end of Lake Mary and the Lake Margaret Powerstation and Village:

- Island Lookout;

- Lake Margaret Lookout;

- Dam Lookout;

- Pipeline Lookout;

- Pipeline Shelter;

- Haulage Lookout.

Works to places included in the THR require approval, either through a Certificate of
Exemption for works which will have no or negligible impact, or through a
Discretionary Permit for those works which may impact on the significance of the
place.

At this point in the assessment process, it appears likely that the proposed
development of the infrastructure associated with the Next Iconic Walk project will
have a negligible impact on the documented heritage values of the Lake Margaret
Power Scheme. However, it is acknowledge that this assessment may change
pending the outcomes of further assessment works for those sections of the
proposed development not already having been covered by the field survey
investigations.

Recommendation 2 (Adherence to the Lake Margaret Conservation
Management Plan)

The Lake Margaret Conservation Management Plan (CMP) 2016 sets out a detailed
inventory of static and moveable heritage features associated with the five Precincts
associated with the Lake Margaret Power Scheme. It is also outlines a detailed set of
polices for managing these heritage values. The CMP notes that the development of
policy to guide the future of the Lake Margaret Power Scheme is predicated on a
number of factors including:

- The overall very high heritage value of the whole place in terms of Hydro
Tasmania’s and THR criteria;

- The relative heritage significance of the various elements of the place; e The
requirements of Hydro Tasmania as it seeks to operate a compliant power
generation system into the future;

- The potential for the site to support new and complimentary uses;

The general policies reflect the key requirement to conserve and manage the
heritage values of the place within the context of it being a power generation asset
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managed by Hydro Tasmania. They establish broad parameters for its ongoing
industrial use, conservation of its heritage values and appropriate facilitation of
complimentary uses.

- Policy 6.3.1: The Lake Margaret Power Scheme, with all its aspects and
significant components, will be conserved as a place of high cultural heritage
significance.

- Policy 6.3.2: The facility will be retained in use as an operating power scheme
with appropriate allowances for compatible uses.

- Policy 6.3.3: The heritage values of the place should be conserved and
managed in accordance with the guidelines and philosophy of the ICOMOS
Burra Charter.

The PWS should ensure that the development of the Next Iconic Walk Project is
consistent with and adheres to these general policy objectives.

Recommendation 3 (Interpretation Plan)

A Historic heritage interpretation plan should be developed for the Project. The main
focus of this interpretation plan will be the Lake Margaret Power Scheme. As
Jackman (2016:87) points out in the Lake Margaret Conservation Plan, Lake
Margaret is a place that presents excellent opportunities for interpretation. The place
can be interpreted for a range of themes that touch upon its natural values, its history
of power generation, its role in the development of the West Coast or in relation to
Hydro Tasmania power development of the Tasmania developments, as well as
more intimate areas such as the life of early staff and workers.

An interpretation plan was prepared for Lake Margaret in 2006 within the context of
an uncertain future for the site. The plan was revised in 2010 to account for the
refurbishment of the Upper and Lower power stations, and to bring it into alignment
with the overarching Hydro Tasmania Cultural Heritage Interpretation Strategy. The
revised Lake Margaret Interpretation Plan identified potential audiences and
proposed a raft of interpretive themes designed to integrate with the HTCHIS
framework (Tiddy 2010). An implementation guideline document, the Lake Margaret
Power station Visitor Experience Manual (Tiddy 2013), was subsequently prepared
to structure the development of guided tours within the village, dam/pipeline and
upper station precincts, with tours commencing in November 2013. The following
general policies are reproduced from the 2010 Lake Margaret Interpretation Plan.
The policies aim to ensure that future visitor and operational uses respect the
interpretive and historical values of the site.

- Policy 6.12.1: Interpretation of the Lake Margaret site will utilise the themes
identified in the Lake Margaret Interpretation Plan within the context of the
Hydro Tasmania Cultural Heritage Interpretation Strategy.

- Policy 6.12.2: Interpretation of the site will be based on best practice and
contemporary research and design.

- Policy 6.12.3: The installation of interpretive media will be consistent and
where appropriate will adhere to signage guidelines established in the Hydro
Tasmania Cultural Heritage Interpretation Strategy.

- Policy 6.12.4: The Lake Margaret Oral History Project will provide a resource
for using memories, stories and original voices in the interpretation.
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- Policy 6.12.5: The identified audiences will experience the site through a
range of communication methods recognising the differing audience
backgrounds, needs and interests.

The interpretation plan developed for the Next Iconic Walk Project should ensure that
is consistent with the Policies outlined above. Hydro Tasmania should be closely
consulted as part of the development of the interpretation plan.

Recommendation 4 (Areas not covered by the Current Survey Assessment)
The following areas have not been covered by the current survey assessment.

- The section of track alignment along Lake Margaret from Island Lookout
through to the Dam Lookout (approximately 4km in length). The vegetation
along this section of the track was too dense to penetrate and the Lake
Margaret water levels were too high to access the shoreline.

It is anticipated that the field survey works will be undertaken for these areas over the
coming months, and as soon as initial vegetation clearance along the section of Lake
Margaret track alignment has been completed. It is recommended that the findings
for these areas should be presented in a separate addendum report.

Recommendation 5 (Change of Project Footprint)

If the current proposed development footprint for the Next Iconic Walk project
changes, then additional survey assessments will need to be undertaken for areas
not covered by the current assessment.

Recommendation 6 (Unanticipated Discoveries of historic features)

No other historic sites or suspected features were identified during the field survey
assessment of the Next Iconic Walk Project Area and it is assessed that there is a
low to very low potential for undetected Historic heritage sites to occur within the
study area. However, as per the Practice Note No 2 by the Tasmanian Heritage
Council, processes must be followed should any unexpected archaeological features
and/or deposits be revealed during works. An Unanticipated Discovery Plan for the
project is presented in Section 8 of this report.
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Next Iconic Walk
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Figure 8: Topographic map showing the section of the Project Area that is situated within the CPR listed boundaries of the Lake Margaret Power Scheme
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8.0 Unanticipated Discovery Plan

The following text describes the proposed method for dealing with unanticipated
discoveries of heritage features or objects during the proposed construction and
development stage of the Next Iconic Walk Project. The plan provides guidance to
project personnel so that they may meet their obligations with respect to heritage
legislation. Please Note: There are two different processes presented for the
mitigation of these unanticipated discoveries. The first process applies for the
discovery of all cultural heritage objects or features, with the exception of skeletal
remains (burials). The second process applies exclusively to the discovery of skeletal
remains (burials).

Discovery of Heritage Objects or Features

Step 1

If any person believes that they have discovered or uncovered a heritage object or
feature, the individual should notify any machinery operators that are working in the
general vicinity of the area that earth disturbance works should stop immediately.

Step 2

A buffer protection zone of 5m x 5m should be established around the suspected
heritage find. No unauthorised entry or earth disturbance will be allowed within this
‘archaeological zone’ until such time as the suspected heritage find has been
assessed, and appropriate mitigation measures have been carried out.

Step 3

A qualified heritage consultant should be engaged to assess the suspected heritage
find. As a first step in the process, the heritage consultant should contact Heritage
Tasmania, the Heritage Council and the Local Council and notify them of the find.
The heritage consultant will ensure that Heritage Tasmania, the Heritage Council and
the Local Council are consulted throughout the assessment process.

Step 4

If the heritage find is a movable object, then the find should be recorded,
photographed and a decision should be made as to whether the object should be re-
located to a designated Keeping Place. If the find is an unmovable heritage object or
feature, then the find should be recorded and photographed and a HIA and HMP
developed for the feature. This should be then submitted to Heritage Tasmania, the
Heritage Council and the Local Council for review and advice.

Possible outcomes may necessitate:

a. An amendment to the design of the development

b. Carrying out of archaeological excavations prior to the re-commencement of works
c. Archaeological monitoring and recording during works

d. Preparation (and implementation) of a strategy to ensure communication of the
new information to the community.

e. A combination of the above.
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Discovery of Skeletal Material

Step 1:

Call the Police immediately. Under no circumstances should the suspected skeletal
material be touched or disturbed. The area should be managed as a crime scene. It
is a criminal offence to interfere with a crime scene.

Step 2:

Any person who believes they have uncovered skeletal material should notify all
employees or contractors working in the immediate area that all earth disturbance
works cease immediately.

Step 3:

A temporary ‘no-go’ or buffer zone of at least 50m x 50m should be implemented to
protect the suspected skeletal material, where practicable. No unauthorised entry or
works will be allowed within this ‘no-go’ zone until the suspected skeletal remains
have been assessed by the Police and/or Coroner.

Step 4:
If it is suspected that the skeletal material is Aboriginal, Aboriginal Heritage
Tasmania should be notified.

Step 5:

Should the skeletal material be determined to be Aboriginal, the Coroner will contact
the Aboriginal organisation approved by the Attorney-General, as per the Coroners
Act 1995.
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Appendix 1

Datasheet Entry and Central Plan Register for the
Lake Margaret Power Scheme
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