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INTRODUCTION

Project elements

The proposal is for a multi  -day walk involving ca. 31 km of track construction, two hut sites near
Lake Huntley and near Lake Mary, as well as a number of day use shelters (Figures 1 -5). In
addition, a number of lookouts and interpretation sites/points of interest are proposed along the

track (Figures 2 -5), some of these will require little or no infrastructure while others may require
barriers or some other safety features.

The track will commence from the Lake Spicer Track (accessed off Anthony Road) and finish at the

Lake Margaret Power Station. The initial ca. 2.5 km of the Lake Spicer Track will be upgraded to
facilitate a 4WD shuttle bus service to transport walkers to t he start of the walking track. In the
southern section, the walking track links onto the Lake Margaret pipeline and will utilise an existing

track (to be upgraded as required) beside this pipeline for a distance of ca. 1.7 km.

Two service and construction depots will be established , one in the north (along the Lake Spicer
Track) and another in the south (east of Lake Margaret Road) of the project area to facilitate
construction and ongoing servicing of the track infrastructure.

Two micro-hydro schemes will be established to service the Lake Huntley and Lake Mary hut sites
consisting of pipeline, cable and turbine locations.

Project setting

The project area is within the Lake Beatrice Conservation Area, Tyndall Regional Reserve, Hydro
Electric Corporation -managed land and a small section of Crown Land (Figure 6).

The study area is characterised by the dominant north -south trending Tyndall Range. The eastern
side of the range is topographically complex characterised by an undulating plateau area dominated
by dramatic cliffs along the Tyndall Range and numerous glaci ally -formed lakes.

Elevation of the study area varies from ca. 320 m a.s.l in the Lake Margaret Power Station area to
ca. 950 m a.s.l. (Chin Lookout location near Solo Tarn), with most of the study area being between
ca. 700 -900 m a.s.l. There are numerous ephemeral drainage features draining the 6s
to the east.

Objective and scope of management plan

This biosecurity management plan aims to provide a detailed approach for mitigating and managing
impacts associated with the presence, emergence and spread of weeds and management of risks
associated with plant and animal pathogens within the project area.

The objectives of the biosecurity management plan are to:

A document the distribution of weeds declared under the Tasmanian Biosecurity Act 2019
(Biosecurity Regulations 2022  );

A document the distribution of weeds classified as Weeds of National Significance (WoNS);

A document the distribution of potential environmental weed species (i.e. those not formally
listed as declared species but considered to have potential for a localised environmental
impact);

Biosecurity Management Plan: Next Iconic Walk 1
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A provide control measures for identified weeds and minimise risk of new weeds from
establishing and spreading;

A minimise the risk of introducing (or spreading) soil -borne pathogens to the project area;

A minimise the risk of introducing (or spreading) other pathogens (e.g. myrtle wilt, myrtle rust,
chytrid fungus, etc.) to the project area;

A establish an ongoing monitoring and control program for weeds into the future for the project
area; and

A establish an ongoing monitoring program for hygiene issues into the future for the project
area .

The biosecurity management plan applies to the following phases of the project:
A construction phase (i.e. installation of the track and associated facilities);
A operation phase (i.e. walker use of the track and associated facilities); and

A maintenance phase (i.e. maintenance activities such as track repairs, hut maintenance, etc.
during the operation phase).

The biosecurity management plan applies to the following parts of the project area:
A track (start to finish, including features such as lookouts);
A overnight node locations (i.e. huts and surrounds); and

A construction/maintenance nodes (e.g. helicopter depots close to the track including the Lake
Spicer Track from its junction with Anthony Road and the start of the walking track).

Note that the plan does not apply to the following:

A existing State Growth - and/or council -managed public road network used to access the
various parts of the project area (e.g. Anthony Road, Lake Margaret Road);

A any fAcheoklocations within a recognised town such
is within an existing building with associated facilities such as car parks; and

A any notion of fAdecommissioningdo of t besausetha wak isan d
intended to be an intergenerational development with all infrastructure having a minimum
design life of 50 years with regular maintenance and servicing.

DEFINITION AND DESCRIPTION OF TERMS
Glossary of terms used in this plan
BSA Tasmanian Biosecurity Act 2019  (Biosecurity Regulations 2022 )

NRE Tas Department of Natural Resources and Environment Tasmania

DPIPWE  Department of Primary, Industries, Parks, Water & Environment

PWS Tasmania Parks & Wildlife Service
WCC West Coast Council

NVA NRE TMatu@l Values Atlas

PC Phytophthora cinnamomi

WONS Weed of National Significance.

Biosecurity Management Plan: Next Iconic Walk 2
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Figure 1.  General location of study area
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Figure 2.  Detail of study area showing general topographic features: northern section
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Description/definition of weed

For the purposes of this plan, fiweedso are defined as f
1 declared weed 1 refers to a plant species listed on the Tasmanian Biosecurity Act 2019
(Biosecurity Regulations 2022  );
1 Weed of National Significance T refers to a species listed at Weeds Australia
(https://weeds.org.au/) (note: no WoNS are present at this site); and
1 potential environmental weed i refers to a plant species with potential to cause
environmental damage but is not listed as a declared species of WONS ( Weeds of Southern
Tasmania: A Guide to Environmental and Agricultural Weeds of Southern Tasmania (NRM

South 2010) provides listings/descriptions of some species).

Refer to section on ASSESSMENT OF PROJECT AREA Weeds and CURRENT STATUS OF
PROJECT AREA Weeds for more details.

Description/definition of hygiene matters

Phytophthora cinnamomi

Phytophthora cinnamomi (PC) is widespread in lowland areas of Tasmania, across all land tenures.
However, disease tends not to develop when soils are too cold or too dry. For these reasons, PC is

not usually considered a threat to susceptible plant species that grow at elevations hi gher than
about 700 m or where annual rainfall is less than about 600 mm (e.g. Midlands and Derwent

Valley). That said, there are situations where PC appears to be expressed at higher elevations

(e.g. west coast region). Furthermore, disease is less likely to develop beneath a dense canopy of
vegetation because shading cools the soils to below the optimum temperature for the pathogen. A
continuous canopy of vegetation taller than about 2 m is usually sufficient to suppress disease.

Hence PC is not usually ¢ onsidered a threat to susceptible plant species growing in wet sclerophyll
forests, rainforests (except disturbed rainforests on infertile soils) and scrub e.g. teatree scrub
(Rudman 2005; FPA 2022).

PC is classified as a key threatening process under the Commonwealth Environment Protection and
Biodiversity Conservation Act 1999 and i s subject to a threat abatement plan (CofA 2018).
Phytophthora dieback is a key threatening process under the Act due to its actual and potential

impacts on threatened species and ecological communities, which are matters of national
environmental significance under the Act. It also has the potential to cause unliste d species or
ecological communities to become eligible for listing (CofA 2018).

Some of the native vegetation communities identified from the project area are recognised as
susceptible to PC to some degree, although it is acknowledged that much of the area is above the
oft -mentioned ca. 700 m elevation threshold. A number of indicator species are very common

throughout the study area (e.g. Agastachys odorata , Banksia marginata , Sprengelia propinqua
Cenarrhenes nitida ), particularly in the MBS and SSW vegetation communities. Two species listed
as threatened under the Tasmanian Threaten ed Species Protection Act 1995 (Orites milliganii

toothed orites &  Planocarpa sulcata , grooved cheeseberry) recorded from the project area have
unknown susceptibility to PC but are from families with reported moderate to high susceptibility.

Refer to section on  ASSESSMENT OF PROJECT AREA Hygiene issues and CURRENT STATUS
OF PROJECT AREA Phytophthora cinnamomi for more details.

Biosecurity Management Plan: Next Iconic Walk 9
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Myrtle wilt

Myrtle wilt, caused by a wind -borne fungus ( Davidsoniella syn. Chalara australis ), occurs naturally
in rainforest where myrtle beech ( Nothofagus cunninghamii ) is present. It is important to note that

the fungus does not affect Nothofagus gunnii  (deciduous beech). The fungus enters wounds in the
tree, usually caused by damage from wood -boring insects, wind damage and forest clearing. The

incidence of myrtle wilt often increases forest clearing events such as windthrow and wildfire.

There is a significant effect of rainforest type on both disease incidence and the level of physical

damage to myrtle beech trees (broken limbs and stem wounds), with callidendrous rainforests

having higher disease and damage levels than thamnic (shrubby) and implicate (complex) stands
(Packham et al. 2008). The incidence of myrtle wilt is also significantly lower at higher elevations
(Packham et al. 2008).

Nothofagus cunninghamii occurs at several locations within the study area and its vicinity, most
notably as a dominant canopy species in rainforest (mapped as RMT & RML).

Refer to section on  ASSESSMENT OF PROJECT AREA Hygiene issues and CURRENT STATUS
OF PROJECT AREA  Myrtle wilt for more details.

Myrtle rust

Myrtle rust is a fungal disease limited to plants in the Myrtaceae family. Myrtle rust has been listed

under the Commonwealth Environment Protection and Biodiversity Conservation Act 1999 (EPBCA)
as a part of the O6Novel biota and their impact on biodi
The fungus is a member of the guava rust complex caused by Austropuccinia psidii , a known

significant pathogen of Myrtaceae plants outside Australia. Infestations are currently limited to

NSW, Victoria, Queensland and Tasmania (Biosecurity Tasmania 2021). Importantly, Tasmanian

infestations appear to be limited to nursery plant hosts (predominately  Lophomyrtus species) in

residential gardens i.e. it has not been found in native vegetation (Biosecurity Tasmania 2021).

This places a very high priority on impl ementing effective management strategies for the project

to mi nimise the risk of the fungus being introduced to the relatively remote Tyndall Range area.

There are still some significant gaps in the scientific knowledge about myrtle rust T including

whet her it could establish and spr e dodecurity TaSnmamasiar2@2i) ads coo
this does not limit, however, the priority for management that aims to minimise the risk of its

introduction.

Refer to section on  ASSESSMENT OF PROJECT AREA Hygiene issues and CURRENT STATUS
OF PROJECT AREA  Myrtle rust for more details.

Freshwater pathogen issues

Native freshwater species and habitat are under threat from freshwater pests and pathogens

including Batrachochytrium dendrobatidis (chytrid frog disease), Mucor amphibiorum  (platypus
mucor disease) and the freshwater algal pest Didymosphenia geminata (didymo) (Allan &
Gartenstein 2010). Freshwater pests and pathogens are spread to new areas when contaminated

water, mud, gravel, soil and plant material or infected animals are moved between sites.
Contaminated materials and animals are commonly transpor ted o n boots, equipment, vehicles
tyres and during road construction and maintenance activities. Once a pest pathogen is present in

a water system it is usually impossible to eradicate.

Biosecurity Management Plan: Next Iconic Walk 10
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Legislation, strategies and plans

This biosecurity management plan is prepared under the legislative, policy and management
framework and  documents described below.

1 Tasmanian Biosecurity Act 2019

The Act introduces in Tasmania a legal obligation known as the General Biosecurity Duty

(GBD). The Act emphasises the importance of shared responsibilities and the need for
government, industry and the community to work together to maintain a strong biosecurity

system. The GBD operates as a statutory fAduty of
that a person (which includes all levels of Government, individuals, and pr ivate corporate
entities) has to take all reasonable and practical measures to pre vent, eliminate, or minimise
biosecurity risks.

1 Tasmanian Biosecurity Regulations 2022
These provide the list of declared weed species.

i Keeping it Clean: A Tasmanian Field Hygiene Manual to Prevent the Spread of Freshwater
Pests and Pathogens

This manual (Allan & Gartenstein 2010) provides guidance on hygiene management and to
reduce the risk of spreading environmental diseases.

1 Weed and Disease Planning and Hygiene Guidelines I Preventing the Spread of Weeds and
Diseases in Tasmania (DPIPWE 2015).

The present plan is structured , atleastin a general sense, on this set of guidelines

i Statutory Weed Management Plans (and supporting Control Guides and Herbicide documents)
for declared weed species found on site

Sourced from NRE Tasdweb site (accessed 21 August 2025) i form part of this plan when
appended as PDF files at Appendix D.

ASSESSMENT OF BIOSECURITY ISSUES

Overview of natural values assessments

The natural values of the project area were assessed by Environmental Consulting Options
Tasmania (ECO tas), described in:

ECOtas (2025). Natural Values Assessment of Next Iconic Walk I West Coast, Tasmania . Report
by Environmental Consulting Options Tasmania (ECO tas) for Tasmania Parks & Wildlife
Service, 31 July 2025.

Refer to ECO tas (2025) for general methods of assessment including preliminary database checks,
field methods, data collection and handling. The following general statements are relevant to the
present biosecurity management plan:

A all grid references/maps are presented in the GDA94 datum;

A all point location data collected using hand -held GPS devices (Garmin 62s, eTrex 20x, GPSMAP
66sr) precise to £ 5 m;

Biosecurity Management Plan: Next Iconic Walk 11
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A vascular species nomenclature follows de Salas & Baker (2025) for scientific names and
Wapstra et al. (2005+) for common names;

A fauna species scientific and common names follow the listings in the cited Natural Values Atlas
reports referenced on ECO tas (2025);

A vegetation classification follows the TASVEG mapping system , as described in  From Forest to
Fjaeldmar k: Descriptions o {Kitcheaes &ldarric 20833); alide get at i on

A all relevant point location data (e.g. locations of weeds, sample locations (positive and
negative) for PC, etc.) have been entered into NRE Te

The project area was assessed on the following dates:

A main track and overnight node/other track elements: 5 -8 Feb. 2024 (with preliminary
assessments in 2019, 2020 & 2023 T refer to ECOtas (2025) for details;
A service and construction depots : 17 Jul. 2024 ; and

A Lake Huntley and Lake Mary mi cro-hydro scheme locations : 7 Oct. 2024.

Weeds

The study area was assessed with respect to plant species classified as declared weeds under the
Tasmanian Biosecurity Act 2019 (Biosecurity Regulations 2022 ), Weeds of National Significance

(WoNS) or fAenvironmental weedso ( aut hAdGuidesto Emyiranméntaln and a
and Agricultural Weeds of Southern Tasmania , NRM South 2017).

Where weeds were detected, hand -held GPS and digital cameras were used to document their
location, extent and abundance. Previously reported locations of weeds (as determined by

reference to the NVA) were examined in the field to determine the current stat us of such
populations.

Phytophthora cinnamomi

The presence of PC was determined in the first instance by reference to field symptoms

(i.e. evidence of dead/dying species of plant with known susceptibility). Soil samples were collected

at various sites, the sites selected designed to capture the range of elevations, physical features

and vegetation types present in the project area, with the specific sites selected based largely on
expression of field symptoms. However, sampling of some non -symptomatic sites was also
undertaken, in recognition that PC i s not always expressed.

Field sampling included collection of ca. 300 -500 g of soil gathered from the upper soil horizon
around the bases of plants including some root material. Field tools (small trowel) were washed

between samples using methylated spirits and sun -drying. Soilw as stored in a ziplock bag, labelled
and a GPS waypoint taken, wit h notes made on habitat and symptoms/species with symptoms.
Soil samples were analysed by Biosecurity Tasmania (New Town Laboratories) using the following
protocol. Lupin seedlings were allowed to grow in solutions containing the testing samples, to allow
Phytophthora  species to infect if present. After five days of incubation, the seedlings were then
removed and incubated on PDA and P10ARP for culturing. Lupin seedlings were checked after five

days of incubation for presence of Phytophthora species.
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Myrtle wilt

The potential presence of myrtle wilt within the project area was assessed by reference to
observable symptoms (e.g. dead/dying individuals of Nothofagus cunninghamii ).

Myrtle rust

The potential presence of myrtle rust within the project area was assessed by reference to

observable symptoms in species in the Myrtaceae family, which included the following species

(ECOtas 2025): Baeckea gunniana (alpine heathmyrtle ), Baeckea leptocaulis (slender
heathmyrtle ), Eucalyptus nitida  (western peppermint ), Eucalyptus subcrenulata (alpine yellow
gum), Eucalyptus vernicosa (varnished gum ), Leptospermum [syn. Gaudium ] glaucescens (smoky
teatree ), Leptospermum lanigerum (woolly teatree ), Leptosperm um nitidum  (shiny teatree ),
Leptospermum scoparium (common teatree ), Melaleuca squamea (swamp honeymyrtle ) and
Melaleuca squarrosa (scented paperbark ).

Freshwater pathogen issues

No specific field sampling was applied in relation to the detection of freshwater pathogen issues on

the basis that any management strategy would be based on assumption of absence of any such
pathogens such that the management objective would be to minimis e the risk of introducing such
to the project area.

CURRENT WEED & PATHOGEN STATUS OF PROJECT AREA

Weeds

Limited naturalised species are present in the project area with only eleven such species recorded
(ECOtas 2025). These can be categorised as follows (see also Table 1): (1) non -declared species
that present with a low threat of environmental impact (e.g. short -lived pioneer herbs and grasses
that are easily dispersed and take advantage of bare ground but rare ly extend into less disturbed
vegetation T such species tend to occur throughout Tasmania in almost all habitats); (2) non -
declared species that present with a higher threat of environmental impact (e.g. woody species

that can fAtake over 0;amddld) devlaged specipe thah grasemtrwvith a high threat

of environmental impact.

Most species were recorded to parts of the project area where human disturbance is more
prevalent: start of the Lake Spicer Track and Lake Margaret Power Station and haulage site above

the power station (this is where introduced species are encountered when heading south on the

proposed track alignment). Of the recorded naturalised species, four are classified as declared
under the Tasmanian  Biosecurity Act 2019  (Biosecurity Regulations 2022 ) viz. Cytisus scoparius
(english broom), Digitalis purpurea  (foxgl ove), Rubus sp. (blackberry)and  Ulex europaeus (gorse) .
A further two are considered as environmental weeds with a higher risk of threatening native

vegetation. Refer to Table 1 for a listing of all naturalised species recorded from the project area

and Figure 7 (in several parts)  that shows the distribution of declared and environmental species.
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Table 1.

Details of all naturalised species recorded from project area as per Appendix B of ECO

ECOtaséprovi ding options in

tas

(2025) with notes on distribution, extent/abundance, degree of threat and management implications

envi

ronment

Species

Status

1

Comments

Non -declared species with low threat of environmental impact

Cirsium vulgare

spear thistle

Recorded as scattered plants in the southern section at the haulage site above
Lake Margaret Power Station.

This species has aerially -dispersed seed that easily colonises newly created
bare ground. The species tends to be short -lived. It is easily detected and
managed by fgrubbing outo and/or
prior to any flower/seed production) . A program of annual monitoring with
treatment for 1 -3 years after completion of all project elements is likely to
result in effective elimination (albeit short -term) of the species. Ongoing
vigilance and control will be needed to deal with any n
(e.g. by host rangers and/or staff working at sites such as helicopter depots).

| (west dohe s

ewly established plants

Hypochaeris radicata
rough catsear

As above.

Dactylis glomerata

cocksfoot

Localised to the Lake Margaret Power Station area (i.e. existing disturbed open
areas) where it is scattered but not establishing in native vegetation.

The species presents a very low risk of establishing on the track or around
associated project elements.

Holcus lanatus
yorkshire fog

As above.

Trifolium repens

white clover

As above.

Juncus squarrosus
heath rush

Recorded as an occasional species at lower elevations, mainly associated with
existing roads (e.g. Lake Margeret Road) and tracks (e.g. Lake Spicer Track).
This species is effectively restricted to the greater Queenstown
of Tasmania. It was n ot recorded from the proposed track route including
overnight node locations.

Works in the vicinity of where the species occurs has the potential to
exacerbate its abundance, although spread to other areas beyond a
di sturbance Afootprinto (e.g.
because it produces seeds that are heavily w ith low dispersal ability (i.e. not
wind -dispersed).

-Rosebery part

gravell ed

Non -declared species with higher threat of environmental impact

Cotoneaster franchetii
grey cotoneaster

This species was found at the southern end of the proposed track with a row
of 4+ plants ca. 6 m tall on the edge of the forest where the track will finish.
A young individual (<0.5 m tall) was also recorded on the edge of the power
station access road.

The species is mainly spread by birds. Disturbance at the end of the track
during construction is likely to stimulate this species given the seed source
from relatively advanced specimens. The limited extent at present should

facilitate relatively practica | elimination (cut and paste technique) as a one -off
weed treatment (with vigilance and control thereafter).

. Localised to scattered plants in the Lake Margaret Power Station area. This

Hypericum ) ; ) . . .
species is mainly spread by birds. At present, there is no evidence of
androsaemum - . .
establishment  beyond disturbed open areas.
tutsan
Management as per  Cotoneaster franchetii
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Species Status ! Comments

Declared species

A few plants have been previously mapped in 2022 at the start of the Lake
Spicer Track. This section was assessed on 17 Jul. 2024 with no evidence of
the species observed, suggesting that some control has been undertaken. It is
likely, however, that there will remain long -lived seed in the soil such that the
Cytisus scoparius B (wi) site should be trgated as still potentially present because the seed could easily

be flactivatedo by works that expose bare
english broom WONS A program of annual monitoring with treatment (if any are detected) for 1 -3
years after completion of all project elements is likely to result in effective
elimination of the species. Ongoing vigilance and control will be needed to due
to the longevity of seed held in the soil (unlik
disturbance event such as ground works or fire occurs).

This species was found scattered along the edges Lake Margaret Power Station
access road as well as in and around the old township area. No evidence of the
species from undisturbed vegetation was found.

Experience from other sites (e.g. St Helens mountain bike trail network)
indicates that the species can take advantage of track verges where there is
Digitalis purpurea soft soil but rarely establishes in firmer surfaces such as compacted gravel (M.

nja 3 Wapstra pers. obs.). Ita  ppears that foxgloves are currently being controlled

in some manner around the power station because the species is present as
scattered rosettes only. This project presents an opportunity for coordination
between the Parks & Wildlife Service and Hydro Ele ctric Corporation (HEC) to
cooperatively monitor and control foxglove in this area to limit seed production

(the species produces copious small seeds, easily dispersed by wind, so the

key is preventing the growth of the species to flower/fruit stage).

foxglove

Small trailing individuals were recorded at two locations at the haulage site

and another location on the edge of the Lake Margaret Power Station access

road. The species becomes locally dense amongst dense regrowth shrubbery
Rubus sp. 2 B (wi) at the south service and const ruction depot site. At present, occurrences of
WoONS the species are being naturally suppressed by over -topping dense vegetation

blackberr 7 ) i
y such that there was limited fertile material.

Control could be undertaken as part of a broader weed management program
to ensure the limited occurrences are eradicated (or contained).

This species occurs along Lake Margaret Road, where it occurs on the western

side of the road opposite the south service and construction depot site with

one plant just off the eastern verge of the road, where it co -occurs with  Rubus
sp. Gorse has long -lived soil -st or ed seed, whi ch can
disturbance (such as soil works or fire).

Ulex europaeus B (wi) Where project elements are established close to occurrences of gorse, it is

gorse WoNS recommended to pre -treat the individuals/clumps (i.e. a one -off preliminary
Aiknodd&wno) . Aupiprogramafvannual monitoring with treatment for

1-3 years after completion of all project elements is likely to result in effective
elimination of the species. Ongoing vigilance and control will be needed to due

to the Il ongevity of seed held in the s
disturbance event such as ground works or fire occurs).

! status on Tasmanian  Biosecurity Act 2019 (Biosecurity Regulations 2021 ) as per Statutory Weed Management Plans
available at www. nre .tas.gov.au; wi = widespread infestations reported from municipality; li = localised infestations; io =
isolated occurrences

2 the genus Rubus has recently undergone a review within Australia (Evans et al. 2007) : the Biosecurity Act 2019  lists all
species under the aggregate Rubus fruticosus L. agg .; Rubus leucostachys was probably the only species identified from
the study area (but fertile material was lacking from many sites to confirm this)

3 Digitalis purpurea  was only recorded from around the Lake Margaret Power Station, which is not within either the Class A
or B designated area as per the Foxglove (Digitalis) Biosecurity Program
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Figure 7a. Distribution of declared and environmental weed species within study area: overview
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Figure 7c. Distribution of declared and environmental weed species within study area: overview of Lake
Margaret Road section and south service and construction depot
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Figure 7d. Distribution of declared and environmental weed species within study area: detail of south
service and construction depot
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