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Glossary 

Abbreviation Definition 

AADT annual average daily traffic  

AS Australian Standard 

ASS acid sulfate soils 

BAL bushfire attack level 

CEMP Construction Environmental Management Plan 

CHMA Cultural Heritage Management Australia (consultancy) 

dBA A-weighted decibel. A-weighting is an adjustment made to the sound pressure level 
measurement to reflect the frequency range of the human ear. 

DCCEEW Department of Climate Change, Energy, the Environment and Water 

ECOtas Environmental Consulting Options Tasmania (consultancy) 

EIS Environmental Impact Statement 

EMPC Act Environmental Management and Pollution Control Act 1994 (Tas) 

EPBC Act Environmental Protection and Biodiversity Conservation Act 1999 (Cth) 

4WD four-wheel drive 

FPP Forest Practices Plan 

FRP fibre-reinforced plastic 

GES Geo-Environmental Solutions (consultancy) 

HMA hazard management area 

LGA local government area 

LUPA Act Land Use Planning and Approvals Act 1993 (Tas) 

LVIA Landscape Visual Impact Assessment 

NCA Act Nature Conservation Act 2002 (Tas) 

NEPMs National Environment Protection Measures 

NPRM Act National Parks and Reserves Management Act 2002 (Tas) 

NRE Tas Department of Natural Resources and Environment Tasmania 



 

ii Next Iconic Walk | Environmental Impact Statement era-advisory.com.au 

Abbreviation Definition 

OEMP Operational Environmental Management Plan 

PEVs protected environmental values 

Proposal Site The area within which all the Proposal elements are located. The Proposal Site includes areas 
containing permanent infrastructure, as well as temporarily impacted areas during 
construction.   

PV photovoltaic 

PWS Tasmania Parks and Wildlife Service 

RAA Reserve Activity Assessment 

SPZ Strategic Prospectivity Zone 

TasGRN Tasmanian Government Radio Network 

TFS Tasmania Fire Service 

TSP Act Threatened Species Protection Act 1995 (Tas) 

the planning 
scheme 

Tasmanian Planning Scheme – West Coast 

the Proposal / NIW Next Iconic Walk 

TWWHA Tasmanian Wilderness World Heritage Area 

UDP Unanticipated Discovery Plan 
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Executive summary 

Tasmania Parks and Wildlife Service (PWS) proposes to develop the Next Iconic Walk (NIW/the Proposal) 
to create a new multi-day walking experience near the Tyndall Range in the west coast region of 
Tasmania. The Proposal aims to attract visitors to Tasmania and the west coast region and enhance 
Tasmania’s reputation as a leading travel destination for nature-based walking experiences. The Proposal 
will build on the success of the Overland Track and the Three Capes Track and allow Tasmania to 
capitalise on the demand for similar walking experiences. A key objective of the Proposal is to generate 
socio-economic benefits for the west coast region and Tasmania.  

The Proposal includes an approximately 31 km walking track, to be completed over three days and two 
nights. The walking track will commence from the Lake Spicer Gateway (trailhead) and conclude at the 
Lake Margaret Power Station. The route of the walking track has been developed to optimise the visitor 
experience while minimising impacts on environmental, visual, cultural heritage and historic heritage 
values. The daily distances and duration of the walk have been designed with consideration of the relative 
remoteness and climate of the west coast region. Three shelters will be provided along the walking track 
(one for each day of the walk) to provide for rest and emergency shelter.  

Accommodation nodes will be provided, one each near Lake Huntley and Lake Mary. To cater to a range 
of preferences, the accommodation nodes include options to stay in communal huts, private pods, or 
tents on dedicated camping platforms. Visitor numbers are capped at 44 at each node to ensure the 
sustainable operation of the Proposal and to allow visitors to experience a sense of solitude. The 
accommodation has been designed to provide comfort and safety in all weather conditions.  

Power will be provided to the accommodation nodes through a hybrid renewable energy system of solar 
photovoltaic (PV) systems, micro-hydro and battery storage. Water for the micro-hydro systems will be 
extracted from Lake Huntley and Lake Mary outflows, with no discernible impact on the aquatic 
environment expected. The development of the accommodation nodes will include hazard management 
areas (HMAs) and additional mitigation measures for potential bushfire risk.  

Helicopter operations will be essential for the construction and ongoing operation of the Proposal. Two 
service and construction depots are proposed, the first along the Lake Spicer Track near the trailhead 
(north service and construction depot), and a second along Lake Margaret Road (south service and 
construction depot). The proposed helicopter flight paths will minimise disturbance to the Tasmanian 
Wilderness World Heritage Area (TWWHA), and helicopter operations will be undertaken in accordance 
with the relevant fly neighbourly advice. Walkers will check in to the NIW at a visitor facility at Queenstown 
and reach the trailhead by shuttle bus. The existing Lake Spicer Track will be upgraded to facilitate vehicle 
access to the trailhead and the north service and construction depot.  

The Proposal is primarily located within reserved land owned by the Crown and managed by PWS under 
the National Parks and Reserves Management Act 2002 (Tas) (NPRM Act). The components of the 
Proposal located on reserved land are subject to the Reserve Activity Assessment (RAA) process, 
undertaken by PWS. This Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) provides an assessment of those elements 
of the Proposal located within reserved land to ensure they are consistent with the conservation of the 
natural and cultural values of the reserves. The remaining elements of the Proposal that are not located 
within reserved land are included for completeness but are not subject to assessment by PWS via the 
RAA process. Hydro Tasmania will consider separately the aspects of the Proposal within its responsibility 
as manager of the land.  
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In addition to the RAA process, the Proposal will require assessment and approval under a range of other 
processes. PWS has elected to refer the Proposal to the federal Department of Climate Change, Energy, 
the Environment and Water (DCCEEW) for assessment under the Environment Protection and Biodiversity 
Conservation Act 1999 due to proximity to the TWWHA. The Proposal also requires assessment against 
the Tasmanian Planning Scheme – West Coast pursuant to the Land Use Planning and Approvals Act 1993. 
The West Coast Council is the relevant planning authority for assessment of a planning permit application.  

Several other approvals, such as building and plumbing permits, will be required as the Proposal 
progresses. 

In 2018 the Tasmanian Government committed to the development of a new multi-day walking experience. 
The working title of the project was named the Next Iconic Walk. The identification of the location near 
the Tyndall Range followed a public submission process. The resultant Proposal is the outcome of 
extensive consultation, engagement and technical investigations undertaken over approximately six years. 
The Proposal has gone through a number of changes to minimise potential impacts, enhance visitor 
experience, and facilitate efficient and sustainable construction and operation. Key changes to the 
Proposal that have been implemented as a result of community and stakeholder input include (but are not 
limited to): 

Altering the route of the walking track to avoid/minimise potential impacts to alpine vegetation 
communities located on the Tyndall Plateau, Aboriginal heritage sites, threatened flora species, existing 
mineral licence exploration areas, Hydro Tasmania infrastructure, and historic heritage. The route of the 
walking track has also been changed to improve visitor experience, safety and emergency management.  

Altering the number and locations of the accommodation nodes to minimise the footprint of the Proposal, 
facilitate construction and operation, minimise visual impacts (particularly from the TWWHA), enhance 
visitor experience and improve safety and emergency management.  

As outlined above, the Proposal has been developed to minimise potential impacts to environmental, 
cultural, and heritage values. The Proposal Site predominantly comprises native vegetation communities in 
very good condition. The only modified areas are associated with the management of the Hydro Tasmania 
infrastructure. Two state threatened native vegetation communities are located near Lake Huntley where 
the micro-hydro infrastructure will be located for the accommodation node. However, the construction 
techniques for its installation will avoid significant impacts to that community. Two state threatened flora 
species are located within the Proposal Site but are potentially avoided by micro-siting during 
construction. Appropriate permits will be sought for any residual impact on threatened flora species, if 
impact cannot be avoided.  

No significant habitat for threatened fauna species will be impacted.  

Declared and environmental weeds are located within the more disturbed areas of the Proposal Site (e.g. 
Lake Spicer Track, Lake Margaret Road, Lake Margaret Power Station) and Phytophthora has been 
recorded throughout the Proposal Site (generally associated with previously disturbed areas). A 
Biosecurity Plan has been prepared to manage the potential introduction or spread of weeds and disease.  

While the Proposal avoids known Aboriginal heritage sites, it will impact on the Aboriginal landscape and 
intangible cultural heritage values. Aboriginal cultural values will be recognised throughout the Proposal. 
An Aboriginal Interpretation Framework establishes guiding principles and themes, and details will be 
further developed through engagement with Aboriginal knowledge holders and the Tasmanian Aboriginal 
community. 

The Lake Margaret Power Scheme (including the Lake Margaret village) is the sole listed historic heritage 
site intersected by the Proposal. The site is located on land managed by Hydro Tasmania and does not 
form part of the RAA. An historic heritage interpretation plan will be prepared for the operation of the 
Proposal.  
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Potential operational impacts have largely been managed through the design of the Proposal. A 
framework Construction Environmental Management Plan has been developed to manage residual 
impacts during the construction phase. Disturbance will be minimised by offsite prefabrication of building 
components, and containing the construction footprint to the building footprints and HMAs. Residual 
potential impacts, such as off-track walking, noise and waste will be managed through visitor education 
and the presence of rangers within the Proposal Site. Visitors will attend mandatory pre-departure 
briefings that will include the ‘leave no trace’ principles. Operational management measures have been 
captured in the framework Operational Environmental Management Plan.  

Overall, the Proposal is compatible with the conservation of the natural and cultural values of the reserves, 
including conserving and preserving natural biological diversity, geological diversity, surface water quality, 
and sites and areas of cultural significance. As outlined above, the Proposal has been developed in 
consultation with a range of stakeholders, including current users of the reserves. The Proposal will not 
prevent any existing recreational use. Rather, by providing a new walking experience, the Proposal will 
increase tourism to the region, and enhance recreational use and enjoyment of the reserves. The Proposal 
is therefore considered to meet and further the objectives of the NPRM Act.  
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1 Introduction 

1.1 Purpose and structure of the report 

This Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) has been prepared for the Next Iconic Walk (NIW/the Proposal) 
to satisfy the requirements of a Level 3 Reserve Activity Assessment (RAA). The purpose of the EIS is to 
assess if the Proposal is an acceptable development.  

The EIS has been developed according to the Terms of Reference issued by Tasmania Parks and Wildlife 
Service (PWS) for the Proposal in April 2024. A summary table demonstrating compliance with the Terms 
of Reference is provided in Appendix A. 

The structure of the EIS is as follows:  

1. Introduction – provides an overview of the Proposal, the approval process, and its current status.  

2. Proposal description – outlines the Proposal need, objectives and location, along with detailed 
descriptions of the proposed infrastructure, construction and timing.  

3. Proposal alternatives – describes other options considered in planning the Proposal.  

4. Engagement – provides an overview of stakeholder engagement and public consultation undertaken 
to date and planned.  

5. Planning assessment – provides an assessment of the Proposal against the Tasmanian Planning 
Scheme – West Coast (the planning scheme) and Schedule 1 of the National Parks and Reserves 
Management Act 2002 (Tas). 

6. Potential impacts and their management – provides an assessment of the potential impacts of the 
Proposal and how they will be managed.  

7. Monitoring and review – summarises the measures required to monitor the performance and impacts 
of the Proposal during construction and operation.  

8. Management measures and commitments – summarises the commitments that are to be 
implemented to mitigate and manage the potential impacts of the Proposal during construction and 
operation.  

9. Conclusion – presents key findings and recommendations from the EIS. 

The EIS also contains a reference list and supporting technical plans and reports in the appendices.  

1.2 Proponent and contact details 

The proponent is the Tasmania Parks and Wildlife Service (PWS), a division of the Department of Natural 
Resources and Environment Tasmania (NRE Tas).  

PWS is the authority responsible for managing state-owned reserved land in Tasmania identified under the 
National Parks and Reserves Management Act 2002 and the National Parks and Reserved Land 
Regulations 2019. These reserves include the State's 19 national parks, three World Heritage Areas (WHAs), 
and over 800 other reserves including state reserves, nature reserves, game reserves, nature recreation 
areas, regional reserves, historic sites and conservation areas.  
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PWS has a variety of roles and responsibilities in managing state-owned reserved land. These include the 
protection of biophysical and cultural values, managing fire risk and response to bushfires, and providing 
infrastructure, information, interpretation and programs to encourage and facilitate the safe use and 
enjoyment of these reserves by visitors. PWS is also responsible for assessing whether proposed uses 
and development of reserved land are appropriate, including the consideration of environmental impacts. 

As the proponent, PWS will be responsible for the construction and ongoing operation of the Proposal, 
including the maintenance of facilities and built infrastructure (e.g. track, huts, shelters, signage) to ensure 
it remains safe, fit for purpose and minimises environmental impacts. PWS will also manage a business 
enterprise that will coordinate marketing, pricing, bookings and ticketing. The business enterprise will 
manage the overall budget to ensure staffing and other resources are sufficient to maintain the quality of 
the visitor experience and service standards, and for the ongoing monitoring of environmental impacts. 

This EIS has been prepared by Era Advisory on behalf of PWS.  

Contact details for the Proponent are as follows: 

Contact person  Project Director (Next Iconic Walk) 
Postal address  GPO Box 1751 Hobart Tasmania 
Email   niw@parks.tas.gov.au 
Phone   1300 827 727 

1.3 Proposal overview 

Tasmania has developed a strong tourism economy, with a high demand for multi-day walk experiences 
(SGS Economics & Planning, 2021). Tasmania has a number of ‘iconic’ walks, including the multi-day 
Overland Track and Three Capes Track, both of which experience significant demand during peak 
seasons1. These walks are serviced by rangers and are managed through a booking system. During the 
peak seasons they book out quickly, with the demand for multi-day walking experiences in Tasmania 
currently outweighing the supply. The Proposal will allow Tasmania to better meet the market demand for 
serviced and supported walking experiences. 

PWS proposes to develop the Next Iconic Walk near the Tyndall Range on the west coast of Tasmania 
(Figure 1-1). The Proposal is situated between the townships of Rosebery and Queenstown. The proposed 
route for the walking track is approximately 31 km, with the trailhead located at the Lake Spicer Track in 
the north and the walk concluding at the Lake Margaret Power Station in the south (Figure 1-1). The route 
has been developed to optimise visitor experience while minimising potential impacts on environmental, 
visual, cultural heritage and historic heritage values. 

The Tyndall Range region was selected from 35 locations across Tasmania as the location for the Next 
Iconic Walk. The selection process was based on visitor, environmental, community and operational 
considerations (see Section 3 for further details) (PWS, 2019).  

At the closest point, the NIW track is approximately 6 km to the west of the Tasmanian Wilderness World 
Heritage Area (TWWHA), with the Proposal hut sites further than this.  

The proximity to the Tyndall Range provides a unique walking experience while being near to significant 
existing infrastructure including Lake Margaret Power Station (the oldest operating power station in 
Australia), Henty Gold Mine, the Lyell Highway and the Zeehan Highway2, and electricity transmission lines.  

 

1 From November 2023 to April 2024 (inclusive) the number of walkers on the Three Capes Track was 87% of the total capacity. From December 2023 
to March 2024 the number of walkers on the Overland Track was 97% capacity. 

2 The Lyell Highway (between Hobart and Queenstown) and the Zeehan Highway (between Queenstown and Zeehan) are part of Route A10. Both 
intersect the Proposal as key travel and transport routes. 
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The location allows for the walk to be operated out of Queenstown (located 11.5 km south of the Proposal). 
The location presents socio-economic opportunities for the west coast region, which experiences 
significantly less visitation from tourists than southern Tasmania (SGS Economics & Planning, 2021). 

The Proposal is a three-day, two-night walk, with accommodation nodes near Lake Huntley and near Lake 
Mary (Figure 1-2), each accommodating up to 44 visitors. The accommodation options at each site are: a 
communal hut to accommodate up to 22 people; six private pods up to 12 people; and camping platforms 
(four at Lake Huntley and three at Lake Mary) for up to 10 people. Ranger huts with capacity for up to 
three people will be located at both nodes. Power will be provided to the communal huts, private pods 
and ranger huts by small-scale hydro-electricity (micro-hydro) and solar systems.  

In addition to the infrastructure at the accommodation nodes, the Proposal includes the following: 

• the Lake Spicer Gateway (the NIW trailhead) 

• upgrades to the Lake Spicer Track (for construction vehicles, and the shuttle bus during 
operation) 

• approximately 31 km of walking track 

• three day shelters and several lookouts along the walk 

• a service and construction depot at each end  

• helipads/landing areas located at the Lake Spicer Gateway and at the Lake Huntley and Lake Mary 
accommodation nodes.  

The Proposal is designed to operate year-round, with a peak walking season of nine months and an off-
peak season during winter.  

Some parts of the Proposal are not located within reserved land. These include the southern section of 
the walking track (on Hydro Tasmania managed land), the Pipeline Shelter (on Hydro Tasmania managed 
land), one of the service and construction depots (located on Lake Margaret Road, unallocated Crown 
land), and development at the Lake Margaret Power Station for the end of walk facilities (managed by 
Hydro Tasmania). While these elements have been included in the description of the Proposal for 
completeness, they are not within the authority of PWS. 

A detailed description of the Proposal and the proposed infrastructure is provided in Section 2. 

The Proposal will require a facility in Queenstown to provide visitor information and check in/out facilities, 
a briefing/waiting area, toilets, storage and parking, and PWS operational facilities. A shuttle bus will depart 
from the facility to drop off and pick up walkers from the trailhead and Lake Margaret Power Station 
respectively. These elements are excluded from the Proposal as they are not located on reserved land. 

The Proposal is consistent with the objectives of the T21 Tasmania Visitor Economy Strategy, within which 
the Three Year Action Plan (2023-24 to 2025-26) includes investment in the Next Iconic Walk (Tasmanian 
Government, 2022). The Tasmanian Government has committed the $40 million required. 





 

5 Next Iconic Walk | Environmental Impact Statement era-advisory.com.au 

 Figure 1-2 Overview of proposed visitor walk experience 

1.4 Proposal objectives 

A key objective of the Proposal is to generate socio-economic benefits to the west coast region, and 
Tasmania more broadly, through increasing visitation and the length of time visitors spend in Tasmania. 
The Next Iconic Walk aims to complement and expand the existing offering of multi-day walking 
experiences, enhancing Tasmania’s national and international reputation as a walking destination. The 
Proposal will provide an additional opportunity for local, interstate and international visitors to experience 
Tasmania’s reserves. The intention is for the walk to be an intergenerational development with a positive 
economic legacy for the west coast and Tasmania.  

1.5 Visitor experience 

In terms of track class and distance, the Proposal intends to provide visitors with a challenging but 
comfortable walking experience. It is anticipated that visitors will have a reasonable level of fitness and 
some experience in day hikes, but some may have limited experience in multi-day (overnight) hikes.  

The daily walking distances and the design and location of the shelters cater for the climate of the west 
coast, limiting the time walkers might be exposed to poor weather. Walking distances and approximate 
walk times3, as well as track elevation and shelters, are shown in Figure 1-2. 

The accommodation nodes are situated to be discrete in the landscape while ensuring access to direct 
sunlight throughout the year, which allows for passive solar gains and solar power generation, as well as 
visitor comfort. Accommodation in the communal hut and private pods has been designed to be 
comfortable in all weather conditions. Heating, along with other measures to reduce condensation and 
mould, have been incorporated into building design. Cooking facilities are supplied for all visitors. 

The use of renewable energy at the accommodation nodes and the low carbon footprint of the Proposal 
are expected to add to the user experience. 

Information on the services at the accommodation nodes is provided in Section 2.2.8.  

Visitor experience will be further enhanced through interpretation elements throughout the walking track, 
accommodation, lookouts and shelters. Information on interpretation for visitors is provided in Section 
2.2.7.  

 

3 Walk times have been calculated based on Naismith’s Rule. Naismith’s Rule allows 15 minutes for every kilometre of horizontal distance, with 
corrections for ascents and descents (Bushwalking Victoria, ND) 
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The walk will be managed to provide a high standard of service, comfort and safety for visitors. Daily 
departures from the trailhead will be capped at 44 registered walkers. The proposed number of walkers 
and timing of daily departures will ensure the sustainable operation of the Proposal and allow visitors to 
experience the natural environment and a sense of isolation. Information on walker management is 
provided in Section 2.5.2 

There will be a tiered pricing structure for the three accommodation offerings, with the private pods 
being the most expensive, the communal huts offering a mid-range price point, and the camping option 
being the cheapest. The final costs for each option are to be determined. There may also be an 
opportunity for third-party providers to book and sell tickets for the Proposal as part of a package (see 
Section 2.5.1 for further information).   

1.6 Adjacent activities 

The Proposal is partially located within the Tyndall Regional Reserve and the Lake Beatrice Conservation 
Area (Figure 5-2). Other reserves surrounding the Proposal Site include Lukes Knob Regional Reserve and 
Mount Murchison Regional Reserve to the north of the Proposal, and Mount Dundas Regional Reserve to 
the west (separated by permanent timber production zone land and future potential production forest 
land). At the closest point, the Proposal is located approximately 6 km west of the TWWHA. 

Existing activities within the Tyndall Range include hiking and rock climbing. The Tyndall Range has shown 
an increase in visitation by approximately 78% from 2020 to 2024 (PWS, 2024). Visitation in the Tyndall 
Range for the 12-month period from June 2023 to June 2024 was approximately 1,420 (30% increase from 
2022-2023 visitation). Visitation is consistently highest in January, accounting for a third of annual 
visitation (PWS, 2024). PWS provides for four-wheel drive (4WD) access through a boom gate on the Lake 
Spicer Track to reach Lake Rolleston, Lake Plimsoll and other lakes for fishing. Further information on 
current recreational uses is provided in Section 5.8.  

Other surrounding land uses include mining, mine exploration, the Hydro Tasmania King and Yolande 
power schemes including the Lake Margaret Power Station and associated transmission lines, and timber 
harvesting and production. 

1.7 Approvals process 

The Proposal was deemed by PWS to require a Level 3 RAA in the form of an EIS for the following reasons 
(PWS, 2024):  

· The Proposal represents significant change of use and scale of development within the Tyndall 
Regional Reserve and Lake Beatrice Conservation Area. 

· Significant environmental values are present. 

· The Proposal has the potential to impact on environmental values. 

The Level 3 RAA process involves a high level of consultation and will ensure there are opportunities for 
incorporating community and stakeholder views (PWS, 2024). 

If the RAA is approved by PWS, the Proposal will then proceed to assessment by the West Coast Council 
against the planning scheme. The Council assessment process will involve an additional public exhibition 
period of 14-days.  

The RAA process is a non-statutory process with assessment and approval also required under several 
statutory processes, including planning approval. An overview of the approvals under the relevant 
legislation is provided in Table 1-1. 
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1.7.1 Land outside of the reserve estate 

As the Proposal is partially located on Hydro Tasmania owned and managed land, Hydro Tasmania will be a 
critical partner for the ongoing management and maintenance of the walk. In June 2025, the Hydro 
Tasmania board approved the concept designs for infrastructure and proposed walk operations on Hydro 
managed land. Additionally, prior to commencing construction, the PWS and Hydro Tasmania will enter 
into a long-term license/lease arrangement to provide access for PWS staff, construction contractors and 
visitors across Hydro Tasmania managed land and identify responsibilities for ongoing management and 
maintenance of shared infrastructure. It is noted that should the facilities on Hydro Tasmania land, form 
part of the broader planning application to Council, notification pursuant to section 52 (1) of the LUPA Act 
will be required.  

For buildings and works on the unallocated Crown Land, landowner consent pursuant to section 52(1B) of 
the LUPA Act will be required for the making of the planning application to West Coast Council; this 
includes both the Minister or their delegates signature on the application form and written permission in 
the form of a letter. Following planning approval, a separate authority will be required for works on the 
unallocated Crown Land under the Crown Land Act 1976. 

Table 1-1 List of relevant legislation 

Legislation* Relevance 

Aboriginal Heritage Act 1975 Applies – see EIS Section 1.7.6.1 

Building Act 2016 Applies – see EIS Section 1.7.6.1 

Crown Lands Act 1976 Applies – see EIS Section 1.7.3 

Environment Protection and Biodiversity 
Conservation Act 1999 (Cth) 

Applies – see EIS Section 1.7.5 

Environmental Management and Pollution Control 
Act 1994 

No approval requirements apply to the Proposal. There is a 
statutory obligation to prevent or mitigate environmental harm. 

Fire Service Act 1979 Applies – see EIS Section 1.7.6.3 

Forest Practices Act 1985 Applies – see EIS Section 1.7.6.4 

Historic Cultural Heritage Act 1995 Applies – see EIS Section 1.7.6.5 

Land Use Planning and Approvals Act 1993 Applies – see EIS Section 1.7.4 

Living Marine Resources Management Act 1995 No approval requirements apply to the Proposal. 

Mineral Resources Development Act 1995 Applies – see EIS Section 1.7.6.7 

Mining (Strategic Prospectivity Zones) Act 1993 Applies – see EIS Section 1.7.6.8 

National Parks and Reserves Management Act 
2002 

Applies – see EIS Section 1.7.2 

Nature Conservation Act 2002 Applies – see EIS Section 1.7.6.3 

State Policies and Projects Act 1993 This Act establishes the relevant State Policies and National 
Environmental Protection Measures – see Section 1.7.6.9. 
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Legislation* Relevance 

Threatened Species Protection Act 1995 Applies – see EIS Section 1.7.6.9 

Urban Drainage Act 2013 Applies – see EIS Section 1.7.6.1 

Water Management Act 1999 Applies – see EIS Section 1.7.6.10 

*All Acts are State legislation except as noted. 

1.7.2 National Parks and Reserves Management Act 2002 

The Proposal is located on reserved and Crown land (Figure 5-1, Figure 5-2), managed by PWS under the 
NPRM Act and Crown Lands Act 1976, respectively. The reserved land is subject to the RAA process.  

The RAA process is the environmental impact assessment system used by PWS. The RAA includes 
consideration of legislative requirements, statutory management plans and the management objectives of 
the class of reserve, PWS policies and procedures, and the potential impacts on the values associated 
with a reserve (PWS, 2022). On completion of the RAA, the Director of National Parks and Wildlife will 
make a decision under s.30 of the NPRM Act4 whether to commence the Proposal (with conditions if 
necessary). The Level 3 RAA process requires the preparation of a draft EIS, which will be subject to a 
minimum 4-week public consultation period. Submissions will be considered and addressed in the final EIS 
and Submission Report for assessment by PWS. Should the Director of National Parks and Wildlife 
approve the Proposal, the EIS will be published with a decision and statement of reasons. Any conditions 
imposed on the Proposal will be incorporated into a final Environmental Management Plan (EMP).  

As there are no statutory management plans applicable to the Proposal Site, the Proposal must 
demonstrate that it can proceed in a manner consistent with the purposes for which the land was 
reserved, having regard to the management objectives for that class of reserved land, pursuant to s.30 of 
the NPRM Act. The Proposal will be assessed against the objectives for the management of the relevant 
classes of reserved land provided in Schedule 1 of the NPRM Act (Table 1-2). An assessment of the 
Proposal against the objectives for the management of reserved land is provided in Section 5.2.1. 

Table 1-2 Objectives for management of reserved land under Schedule 1 of the NPRM Act 

Class of 
reserved land 

Management objectives 

Conservation 
area 

The following objectives: 

(a) to conserve natural biological diversity; 

(b) to conserve geological diversity; 

(c) to preserve the quality of water and protect catchments; 

(d) to conserve sites or areas of cultural significance; 

(e) to provide for the controlled use of natural resources including special species timber 
harvesting, and including as an adjunct to utilisation of marine resources; 

(f) to provide for exploration activities and utilisation of mineral resources; 

 

4 Note that given PWS are the Proponent, the management functions under s.30 of the NPRM Act are relied upon, unlike for a private proponent when 
an authority would be issued pursuant to regulation 28 of the National Parks and Reserves Management Regulations 2019. PWS have advised that 
the final EIS with the decision and statement of reasons will constitute an authority for this Proposal. The Tasmanian Planning Scheme – West Coast 
requires an authority granted by the Managing Authority under the National Parks and Reserve Management Regulations 2019 for the assessment 
against the Environmental Management zone, therefore it will be required prior to submission of the planning permit application to West Coast 
Council.  
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Class of 
reserved land 

Management objectives 

(g) to provide for the taking, on an ecologically sustainable basis, of designated game species for 
commercial or private purposes, or both; 

(h) to provide for other commercial or industrial uses of coastal areas; 

(i) to encourage education based on the purposes of reservation and the natural or cultural 
values of the conservation area, or both; 

(j) to encourage research, particularly that which furthers the purposes of reservation; 

(k) to protect the conservation area against, and rehabilitate the conservation area following, 
adverse impacts such as those of fire, introduced species, diseases and soil erosion on the 
conservation area’s natural and cultural values and on assets within and adjacent to the 
conservation area; 

(l) to encourage appropriate tourism, recreational use and enjoyment (including private uses) 
consistent with the conservation of the conservation area’s natural and cultural values; 

(m) to encourage cooperative management programs with Aboriginal people in areas of 
significance to them in a manner consistent with the purposes of reservation and the other 
management objectives. 

Regional  
reserve 

The following objectives: 

(a) to provide for mineral exploration activities and utilisation of mineral resources; 

(b) to provide for the controlled use of other natural resources including special species timber 
harvesting; 

(c) to conserve natural biological diversity; 

(d) to conserve geological diversity; 

(e) to preserve the quality of water and protect catchments; 

(f) to conserve sites or areas of cultural significance; 

(g) to encourage education based on the purposes of reservation and the natural or cultural 
values of the regional reserve, or both; 

(h) to encourage research, particularly that which furthers the purposes of reservation; 

(i) to protect the regional reserve against, and rehabilitate the regional reserve following, 
adverse impacts such as those of fire, introduced species, diseases and soil erosion on the 
regional reserve’s natural and cultural values and on assets within and adjacent to the regional 
reserve; 

(j) to encourage tourism, recreational use and enjoyment consistent with the conservation of 
the regional reserve’s natural and cultural values; 

(k) to encourage cooperative management programs with Aboriginal people in areas of 
significance to them in a manner consistent with the purposes of reservation and the other 
management objectives; 

(l) to provide for the taking, on an ecologically sustainable basis and where appropriate, of 
designated game species for commercial or private purposes, or both. 

1.7.3 Crown Lands Act 1976 

The Proposal is located on PWS managed reserved land, Hydro Tasmania managed land, and unallocated 
Crown land (southern service and construction depot) (Figure 5-1). The planning permit application will 
require consent from, or declaration of notification to, all landowners. 

1.7.4 Land Use Planning and Approvals Act 1993 

The Proposal requires assessment against the planning scheme pursuant to the LUPA Act. The West 
Coast Council is the relevant planning authority for assessment of the planning permit application. The 
planning permit application will be lodged following assessment and determination of the final EIS by PWS. 
Section 5.1 describes the assessment against the planning scheme. 
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1.7.5 Environment Protection and Biodiversity Conservation Act 1999 

The Environment Protection and Biodiversity Conservation Act 1999 (Cth) (EPBC Act) provides a 
framework for the protection of nationally and internationally important ecological and heritage values. 
The EPBC Act establishes and protects nine such matters of national environmental significance.  

World heritage areas such as the TWWHA are protected under the EPBC Act. The landscape and visual 
impact assessment undertaken for the Proposal identified that the NIW will not be visible from the 
TWWHA (Orbit Solutions, 2025).  

Other matters of national environmental significance relevant to the Proposal include listed threatened 
species, ecological communities and migratory species. The natural values assessment undertaken for the 
Proposal concluded that threatened species, ecological communities and migratory species will not be 
significantly impacted by the Proposal (ECOtas, 2025). 

Actions that may have a significant impact on a matter of national environmental significance must be 
referred to the Department of Climate Change, Energy, the Environment and Water for assessment. Due 
to the proximity of the TWWHA, PWS have elected to refer the Proposal to DCCEEW to determine if it is a 
controlled action. The referral will be submitted at the conclusion of the draft EIS public consultation 
period. 

1.7.6 Additional statutory approvals and permits 

In addition to the approval processes under the legislative instruments described above, the following 
approvals may be required as the Proposal progresses.  

1.7.6.1 Aboriginal Heritage Act 1975 

The Aboriginal Heritage Act 1975 provides for the protection of Aboriginal cultural heritage which is of 
significance to the Aboriginal people of Tasmania. A detailed Aboriginal heritage assessment has been 
prepared for the Proposal by Cultural Heritage Management Australia (CHMA) (Appendix D). The 
assessment determined that the Proposal will not impact known Aboriginal heritage sites and that there is 
a low to very low potential for undetected Aboriginal heritage sites to be present. There are no approval 
requirements under the Aboriginal Heritage Act 1975, noting that any unanticipated discoveries must be 
managed in accordance with the Act (CHMA, 2025). Further information on Aboriginal cultural heritage is 
provided in Section 6.1.  

1.7.6.2 Building Act 2016 and Urban Drainage Act 2013 

Building and plumbing approval from the West Coast Council may be required. This process may require 
satisfying any conditions that other government authorities have placed on their respective approvals.  

1.7.6.3 Fire Services Act 1979 

The Proposal must comply with the fire safety obligations established under the Fire Services Act 1979 
and General Fire Regulations 2021. 

1.7.6.4 Forest Practices Act 1985 

A Forest Practices Plan (FPP) is required to clear a threatened native vegetation community, or more than 
one hectare of vegetation, except under certain circumstances. Section 4 of the Forest Practices 
Regulations 2017 provides the following circumstances in which an FPP is not required.  

4 (j) the harvesting of timber or the clearing of trees on any land, or the clearance and conversion of a 
threatened native vegetation community on any land, for the purpose of enabling – 
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(i) the construction of a building within the meaning of the Land Use Planning and Approvals Act 
1993 or of a group of such buildings; or 

(ii) the carrying out of any associated development – 

if the construction of the buildings or carrying out of the associated development is authorised by a 
permit issued under that Act. 

The total vegetation clearance will be more than one hectare; however, no threatened native vegetation 
communities will be subject to clearance or conversion. As a planning permit under the LUPA Act will be 
sought for the Proposal, an FPP is not required (ECOtas, 2025). 

1.7.6.5 Historic Cultural Heritage Act 1995 

Under Part 6 of the Historic Cultural Heritage Act 1995, approval is required for works to a place entered 
on the Tasmanian Heritage Register. CHMA carried out a search of several historic registers and 
databases to determine the extent of historic sites and features in the vicinity of the Proposal Site. The 
sole registered historic heritage feature intersected by the Proposal is the Lake Margaret Power Scheme, 
which is a permanent registration on the Tasmanian Heritage Register (THR ID 10863). The southern 
portion of the Proposal, from Lake Mary through to the Lake Margaret Power Station and Village, is 
situated within the Tasmanian Heritage Register listed boundaries.  

Approval may be in the form of a certificate of exemption or a discretionary permit, depending on the 
works and the potential impact on heritage values. An historic cultural heritage assessment has been 
prepared for the Proposal by CHMA (Appendix D). The Proposal that is part of the RAA is likely to obtain a 
certificate of exemption.   

Approval for any works within the Lake Margaret Power Scheme area listed on the Tasmanian Heritage 
Register (THR ID 10863) will require approval from the Tasmanian Heritage Council, either through a 
certificate of exemption for works that will have no or negligible impact, or through a discretionary permit 
for works that may impact on the significance of the place. CHMA noted that it was likely that the 
proposed works would have negligible impact (CHMA, 2025).  

1.7.6.6 Nature Conservation Act 2002 

Schedule 3A of the Nature Conservation Act 2002 lists Tasmanian threatened native vegetation 
communities. A natural values assessment has been prepared for the Proposal by Environmental 
Consulting Options Tasmania (ECOtas) (Appendix G). The natural values assessment identified two 
threatened native vegetation communities within the Proposal Site: Athrotaxis selaginoides – Nothofagus 
gunnii short rainforest (RKF) and Athrotaxis selaginoides rainforest (RKP) (ECOtas, 2025). These 
communities are found in the vicinity of the Lake Huntley micro-hydro site and its cable path.  

The Nature Conservation (Wildlife) Regulations 2021 provide for the protection of wildlife and the 
products of wildlife. The natural values assessment did not identify any potential impacts. ECOtas 
concludes that unanticipated discovery of the products of wildlife (e.g. den, nest) during construction is 
unlikely based on the availability of suitable habitat within the Proposal Site (ECOtas, 2025) (Section 6.2 
contains further details). Based on advice from ECOtas, a permit under the Nature Conservation Act 2002 
and regulations is unlikely to be required for the Proposal. 

1.7.6.7 Mineral Resources Development Act 1995 

The Proposal will not inhibit the issuing of mineral exploration licences or leases under the Mineral 
Resources Development Act 1995. Information on mineral exploration licences and mining leases is 
provided in Section 5.6. 
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1.7.6.8 Mining (Strategic Prospectivity Zones) Act 1993 

The Proposal falls within the Mt Read Strategic Prospectivity Zone (SPZ). The Mining (Strategic 
Prospectivity Zones) Act 1993 was enacted to provide security for mining access. The Proposal creates a 
potential management conflict for future mining exploration within, or near, the Proposal Site. Any 
conflicts would need to be considered and managed on a case-by-case basis to ensure the Proposal 
remains consistent with the reserve management objectives, including to provide for exploration activities 
and utilisation of mineral resources. Further information on the SPZ is provided in Section 5.6.  

1.7.6.9 Threatened Species Protection Act 1995 

The Threatened Species Protection Act 1995 (TSP Act) provides for the protection of listed flora and 
fauna species. The natural values assessment identified impacts to threatened flora species can largely be 
avoided through micro-siting of the Proposal elements. No direct impacts to threatened fauna species 
were identified by the natural values assessment (ECOtas, 2025). The requirement for a Permit to Take 
under the TSP Act will be continually reviewed and subject to micro-siting within the Proposal.  

1.7.6.10  Water Management Act 1999 

The Proposal involves taking water from Lake Huntley and Lake Mary to generate hydro-electric power. 
Hydropower developments in Tasmania with potential aquatic impacts are subject to an application for a 
water licence under the Water Management Act 1999 (Entura, 2024). A water licence will be obtained for 
the Proposal to allow the diversion of water from Lake Huntley and Lake Mary for micro-hydro generation.  

1.7.7 State Policies 

State Policies are made under the State Policies and Projects Act 1993 (SPP Act) to articulate the 
Tasmanian Government's strategic policy direction on matters of State significance related to the 
sustainable development of natural and physical resources, land use planning, land management, 
environmental management and environment protection.  

The State Policy relevant to the Proposal is the State Policy on Water Quality Management 1997 (SPWQM). 
The SPWQM establishes environmental values for aquatic areas that must be protected (PEVs). It must be 
demonstrated that any discharge to receiving waters caused by the Proposal (e.g. surface run-off during 
construction and operation) does not prejudice the PEVs. 

State Policies that do not apply to the Proposal are the State Coastal Policy 1996 and the State Policy on 
the Protection of Agricultural Land 2009. The State Coastal Policy 1996 is not applicable as the Proposal is 
not located within the coastal zone (defined as one kilometre inland from the high-water mark). The State 
Policy on the Protection of Agricultural Land 2009 is not applicable because the Proposal does not involve 
the development of agricultural land.  

National Environment Protection Measures (NEPMs), developed under the National Environment 
Protection Council (Tasmania) Act 1995, while not State Policies per se, are afforded the same status 
through section 12A of the SPP Act. No NEPMs are expected to apply to the Proposal.  

1.7.8 Parks and Wildlife Service policies 

The key PWS policies relevant to the Proposal are: 

· The design, construction and maintenance of the walking track is consistent with PWS Walking Track 
Classification System P-036.  

· The Tasmanian Reserve Management Code of Practice 2003 specifies standards for the assessment 
of activities in the reserve system that must be followed (PWS, 2003).  
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2 Proposal description 

2.1 Proposal location 

The Proposal is located within the west coast region of Tasmania and is relatively remote from the State’s 
main population centres. The Proposal location is shown in Figure 1-1, with the footprint of the 
accommodation nodes shown in Figure 2-1 and Figure 2-2. The trailhead of the Proposal will be accessed 
from the Lake Spicer Track, via Anthony Road and the Zeehan Highway. The closest townships to the 
Proposal are Queenstown (located 8 km south of the Proposal), and Rosebery (located approximately 
15 km north of the Proposal). 

The Proposal is partially located within the Tyndall Regional Reserve and the Lake Beatrice Conservation 
Area (Figure 5-2). Other reserves surrounding the Proposal Site include Lukes Knob Regional Reserve and 
Mount Murchison Regional Reserve located to the north of the Proposal, and Mount Dundas Regional 
Reserve, located to the west (separated by permanent timber production zone land and future potential 
production forest land). The TWWHA is located approximately 6 km east of the Proposal and comprises a 
significant area of the west coast region.  

Other surrounding land uses include mining, recreational 4WD tracks, the Hydro Tasmania King and 
Yolande schemes (including the Lake Margaret Power Station and associated transmission lines), and 
timber production/harvesting. The land tenure within the Proposal Site is a combination of PWS and Hydro 
Tasmania (Figure 5-1). Areas of the Proposal that are not on land managed by PWS – including the 
southern section of the walking track, Pipeline Shelter, south service and construction depot, and the Lake 
Margaret Power Station – fall outside the RAA process and are not subject to assessment through this 
EIS. Further information on the land tenure and reserves within and surrounding the Proposal Site is 
provided in Section 5.1.  

Popular tourist attractions within the west coast region include the Gordon River Cruise (Strahan), West 
Coast Wilderness Railway (Queenstown), King River Rafting (Queenstown), and some of Tasmania’s 60 
Great Short Walks and longer hikes (including some of the Abel Mountains5). The Proposal will not impact 
any existing walks or reduce opportunities for free hiking in the region. Further information on existing 
recreational uses within and surrounding the Proposal Site is provided in Section 5.8. 

2.1.1 Site analysis 

An analysis of the Proposal Site is provided in Appendix I and is summarised below. The site analysis 
considers the Proposal Site at a landscape scale as well as local-scale conditions for the siting of various 
components, principally the walking track and accommodation nodes. Further information on the values 
and issues considered in the site analysis is provided throughout the EIS. 

The site analysis considers the following:  

· Recreational use – Recreational activities in the Tyndall Range include four-wheel driving, fishing, 
hiking and rock climbing (see Section 5.8). 

 

5 Abels in the surrounding area include Mount Tyndall, Mount Geikie, Mount Sedgwick and Mount Murchison. 



 

14 Next Iconic Walk | Environmental Impact Statement era-advisory.com.au 

· Aboriginal cultural heritage – CHMA determined that, based on the available ethnographic information, 
the Proposal Site is situated within the traditional lands of the Peternidic clan of the North West 
Nation. No Aboriginal heritage sites or cultural heritage features have been identified within the 
disturbance area of the Proposal, and there is a low to very low potential for undetected Aboriginal 
heritage sites to be present (CHMA, 2025). 

· Historic heritage – The Lake Margaret Power Scheme, which has permanent registration on the 
Tasmanian Heritage Register (THR ID 10863), is intersected by the southern portion of the Proposal 
Site (see Section 6.6.4).  

· TWWHA – The TWWHA is located approximately 6 km east of the Proposal Site at the nearest point. 
The Proposal will not be visible from the TWWHA (see Section 5.9).  

· Landscape and visual conditions and values – The Proposal Site is located within a high-mountain 
landscape, characterised by steep slopes, rugged terrain and diverse vegetation.  

· Biodiversity and natural values – The native vegetation communities on the Proposal Site are in very 
good condition. Two communities listed as threatened under the NC Act occur within the Site: 
Athrotaxis selaginoides – Nothofagus gunnii short rainforest (RKF) and Athrotaxis selaginoides 
rainforest (RKP). No threatened ecological communities protected under the EPBC Act have been 
recorded within the Proposal Site (ECOtas, 2025). Two state threatened flora species and several 
endemic flora species have been recorded within the Proposal Site (ECOtas, 2025). The Proposal Site 
contains potential habitat for threatened fauna species (see Section 6.2).  

· Geology and soil types – The geology of the Proposal Site generally consists of Cambrian-age 
conglomerate, quartzites, bedded sandstone and siltstone. The area has been shaped by glaciers, with 
glacial lakes and glacial deposits located throughout the Tyndall Range. The soils at the Lake Huntley 
and Lake Mary accommodation nodes consist of peat overlaying clayey silt subsoils and are suitable 
for construction (GES, 2024a) (GES, 2024). Two geoconservation sites occur in the Proposal Site (see 
Section 6.2). 

· Topography (slopes) – The topography of the Proposal Site is undulating, and ranges between ~350 m 
and 900 m elevation. The gradient of the walking track will generally be less than 20 degrees but may 
be steeper in places due to site constraints. The accommodation nodes are on sloping sites, ranging 
from gentle to moderately steep. 

· Environmental hazards – Potential environmental hazards include bushfire, landslip and extreme 
weather (snow, ice, rain). There is extremely low probability of acid sulfate soils (ASS) mapped in 
locations throughout the Proposal Site (see Section 6.4).  

· Operational requirements – The Proposal Site will be accessible by helicopter (via the north and south 
service and construction depots) and road vehicles (via the Lake Spicer Track and Anthony Road in 
the north, and Lake Margaret Road in the south). There is no vehicular access within the Proposal Site, 
with operational requirements to be met by helicopter or on foot. The Proposal will be managed from 
Queenstown. 

· Interpretation features – The west coast region features in the identity and interpretation themes for 
the Proposal include the elements, natural splendour, isolation/solitude, west coast spirit and 
ingenuity. Interpretation provided at the accommodation nodes, shelters and track marker references 
will be based on the features present. Interpretation for Aboriginal cultural heritage features will be 
developed by Tasmanian Aboriginal heritage consultants (see Section 2.2.7). 

The siting and design of the Proposal have been developed through various investigations and 
consultation activities. Information on the other options considered is provided in Section 3.2. Information 
on the consultation undertaken to support site selection and design is provided in Section 4.  

2.2 Proposal components 

The Proposal involves the following main infrastructure components: 
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· Partial upgrade of the Lake Spicer Track from Anthony Road to the walk trailhead (approximately 
2.5 km) – to facilitate vehicle access during construction and the shuttle bus service during operation. 

· Development of the Lake Spicer Gateway (the trailhead) – including a shelter, toilet facilities and a 
turnaround area for the shuttle bus.  

· An approximately 31 km walking track – commencing at the Lake Spicer Gateway in the north and 
concluding at the Lake Margaret Power Station in the south (Figure 1-1). The southernmost section of 
the walking track will generally follow the existing alignment adjacent to the wood stave pipeline, with 
sections passing through native vegetation. This section is not on reserved land and does not form 
part of the RAA. 

· Two accommodation nodes for visitors and rangers – located near Lake Huntley and Lake Mary 
(Figure 2-1 and Figure 2-2).  

· Three day-shelters – at Glacier Valley, Farquhar Ridge and adjacent to the wood stave pipeline (the 
Pipeline Shelter) (Figure 1-1). The Pipeline Shelter is not on reserved land and does not form part of the 
RAA. 

· Two service and construction depots to be used during construction and operation – located at the 
Lake Spicer Gateway in the north (north service and construction depot), and on Lake Margaret Road 
in the south (south service and construction depot). The south service and construction depot is not 
on reserved land and does not form part of the RAA. 

· Helipads – at the Lake Spicer Gateway, and the Lake Huntley and Lake Mary accommodation nodes.  

The Proposal also includes works near the Lake Margaret Power Station. This aspect (in addition to the 
southern section of the walking track, Pipeline Shelter, and the south service and construction depot) is 
not on reserved land and is outside the RAA process.  

Offsite ancillary infrastructure includes the proposed facility in Queenstown to provide visitor information 
and check in/out, a briefing/waiting area, toilets, storage and parking. A shuttle bus will depart here to 
drop off and pick up walkers from the trailhead and Lake Margaret Power Station respectively. These 
elements are excluded from the Proposal as they are not located on reserved land. This aspect is 
excluded from the scope of works assessed in the EIS.  

The key infrastructure elements of the Proposal are outlined below. The footprint of each of the 
components is provided in Section 2.2.9. Aspects of the Proposal that are not on reserved land, and 
offsite ancillary infrastructure not included in the Proposal, are described in Section 2.7. Architectural 
drawings and building renders are provided in Appendix J.  

2.2.1 Lake Spicer Track upgrade 

Approximately 2.5 km of the existing Lake Spicer Track will be upgraded to service construction vehicles 
(during construction) and the shuttle bus (during operation). The upgrades will be located between 
Anthony Road and the Lake Spicer Gateway. Upgrades will involve resurfacing the track with a suitable 
base material and a compacted gravel wearing surface, and improved drainage, including culverts at 
various locations. The track will need to be widened in parts and passing bays constructed. The boom 
gate on Anthony Road will be relocated to the east of the Lake Spicer Gateway to allow continued access 
to the Lake Spicer 4WD track for recreational uses (by permit/keys issued by PWS). A new, larger boom 
gate will be installed in the same location on Anthony Road to allow access for larger vehicles during 
construction, the shuttle buses during operation, and private users accessing the Lake Spicer 4WD track.  

2.2.2 Lake Spicer Gateway (the NIW trailhead) 

The Lake Spicer Gateway will consist of a bus drop-off and turnaround area, shelter and toilets, signage, 
seating and a boot wash station. The Lake Spicer service and construction depot will be located near the 
gateway (see Section 2.2.6), with an additional helicopter landing area at the gateway itself. The helicopter 
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landing area will primarily be used during construction and should multiple aircraft be required during 
operation.  

2.2.3 Walking track and lookouts 

The approximately 31 km walking track will start at the Lake Spicer Gateway (trailhead) (see Section 2.2.2) 
and end at the Lake Margaret Power Station (see Section 2.7). The walking track has been sited to 
minimise the potential impacts of the Proposal and in consideration of the construction approach and 
visitor experience. An assessment corridor of 25 m either side of the proposed alignment has been 
allowed for on-ground micro-siting and flexibility during construction. This is to ensure avoidance of items 
or areas of significance, including natural and cultural heritage values, and physical barriers such as large 
boulders.  

The track will be constructed to a T2 track standard under the PWS track classification system (PWS P-
036). The track will generally be 750 mm wide, with a minimum width of 500 mm where there are site 
constraints, and a maximum width of 1,200 mm where passing may be required. The walking track will 
undulate between 600 m and 900 m elevation for most of the walk, with a descent to approximately 
350 m elevation at the end of the walk at Lake Margaret Power Station (Figure 1-2). The gradient will 
generally be less than 20 degrees but may be steeper in places due to site constraints. Steps will be 
constructed in steep sections of the walking track. The T2 track standard provides for bridges over major 
creeks and crossings that are too deep to cross by foot. The walking track will include elevated 
boardwalks/duckboards to pass poorly drained areas and other sensitive values.  

Lookouts will be located at various vantage points along the walk (Figure 1-1). The T2 standard provides for 
safety barriers for fall heights above 1.5 m. The location of safety barriers at the lookouts will be 
determined through a detailed risk assessment during the construction phase. The risk assessment will 
consider a variety of factors, including the anticipated level of walking experience of visitors. Where 
possible, natural barriers, such as rock walls, will be used to enhance visitor experience.  

Construction of the track is described in Section 2.4. 

2.2.4 Accommodation nodes 

The proposed locations for the two accommodation nodes are Lake Huntley (night one) and Lake Mary 
(night two). The locations have been selected to minimise the potential impacts of the Proposal, including 
consideration of Aboriginal cultural heritage values, natural values and landscape values. The locations also 
consider the visitor experience (e.g. walking distances, views), construction aspects (buildability), and 
operation and servicing aspects (e.g. emergency management access, water source proximity, solar gain, 
and power from renewable sources).  

Each accommodation node is designed for a maximum of 44 visitors and three staff. Each node will 
comprise a communal hut to accommodate up to 22 people, six private pods for up to 12 people, tent 
platforms for up to 10 people, and a ranger hut.  

The visitor capacities are similar to or less than the permitted daily departures on the Three Capes Track 
and the Overland Track. The Proposal visitor limits are based on feedback from walkers on those tracks 
and other market research that shows a preference for smaller numbers at the accommodation nodes. 
The location of the private pods and camping platforms away from the communal building will help reduce 
perceptions of crowding. The spacing of buildings also considers the environmental and visual impacts of 
the cleared Bushfire Hazard Management Areas (HMAs) around the habitable structures.  

Each accommodation node will comprise the following: 

· Ranger hut 

· Two single bedrooms 
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· Radio room (with flexible use as a third bedroom) 

· Bathroom with toilet and bucket-style shower 

· Kitchen and dining 

· Rainwater collection tank (10,000 L) 

· Ranger service hut 

· Workshop/storage area 

· Battery store 

· Pump store 

· Rooftop solar array  

· Communal hut  

· Covered entry deck, including boot wash 

· Lounge/library 

· Indoor kitchen and dining area 

· Outdoor kitchen 

· Viewing deck 

· Four 4-person bunk rooms 

· One 6-person bunk room 

· Drying cupboards/storage 

· Rooftop solar array  

· Rainwater collection tanks (16,000 L) 

· Six 2-person sleeping pods  

· Tent platforms for up to 10 people at each node 

· Four platforms at Lake Huntley – three small (one tent each) and one large (two tents)  

· Three platforms at Lake Mary – one small (one tent) and two large (two tents each)  

· Toilets  

· Micro-hydro system.  

The inclusion of private pods and camping facilities provides visitors with alternatives to the traditional 
shared bunkroom model. Market research, including surveys of Overland Track and Three Capes Track 
walkers, consistently shows a large proportion of walkers prefer more private accommodation. Many 
prefer a tent to a shared bunkroom for privacy and comfort reasons. The inclusion of private pods on this 
walk provides a unique point of difference, catering for both privacy and added comfort. The pods may 
suit people less experienced in overnight walks or those wanting privacy but preferring not to carry and 
set up a tent. Market research shows a willingness to pay for private pods over shared bunkrooms. 
Income generated through the pods will help support the viability of the business enterprise and keep 
down the price of the tent-based accommodation.    

The accommodation nodes will be powered through a hybrid system of solar PV, micro-hydro (see 
Section 2.2.8) and battery. The lounge and sleeping areas will be heated. The kitchen and dining facilities, 
toilets and other spaces will be unheated – with the exception of the seating which will have inbuilt 
heating. No showering facilities will be provided for visitors, but rangers will be provided with ‘bucket-
style’ showers. 

Other services at the accommodation nodes include: 
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· Data and communication through satellite internet and the Tasmanian Government Radio Network 
(TasGRN) (ranger huts only) 

· Rainwater and firefighting water supply 

· Fire detection and external sprinklers 

· Full capture toilet pods (to be flown out by helicopter) 

· Onsite greywater treatment and disposal. 

Further detail on servicing arrangements is provided in Section 2.2.8. As well as complying with all relevant 
codes and standards (including bushfire standards), design considerations for the huts include acoustic 
and thermal performance, and management of ventilation, moisture and condensation.  

There is no vehicular access proposed for the accommodation nodes. Each site will have a nearby helipad 
for servicing, maintenance and emergency management (see Section 2.2.6).  

Site plans for the Lake Huntley and Lake Mary accommodation nodes are shown in Figure 2-1 and Figure 
2-2. Building plans are provided in Appendix J. 
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2.2.5 Shelters 

Three shelters will be constructed along the track, one for each day of the walk, to provide for rest and 
emergency shelter (Figure 1-1): 

· Glacier Valley Shelter (Day 1) 

· Farquhar Ridge Shelter (Day 2) 

· Pipeline Shelter (Day 3). The Pipeline Shelter is not located on reserved land and does not form part of 
the assessment (see Section 2.7).  

The shelters will range from 11.7 m2 (Glacier Valley Shelter) to 28.1 m2 (Pipeline Shelter) and will be enclosed 
to protect against wind and rain. The height and footprint of the shelters will be limited to minimise visual 
and environmental impacts. Each shelter will have a unique design and will feature interpretation material 
specific to the location and chosen interpretive theme.  

2.2.6 Service and construction depots and helipads 

Two service and construction depots are proposed for use during both construction and operation of the 
Proposal. The depots will be located near the Lake Spicer Gateway (north service and construction depot) 
and Lake Margaret Power Station (south service and construction depot) (Figure 1-1). The south service 
and construction depot is not on reserved land and does not form part of the assessment (see Section 
2.7).   

The north service and construction depot will be a compound off the Lake Spicer Track and will be 
secured to prevent unauthorised access. The depot will contain a helipad, carparking for PWS staff, an 
area for toilet pod storage, covered storage, enclosed storage (in shipping containers), material laydown 
areas, staff amenities (including a full capture pump-out toilet), office space, water storage tanks, and 
room for vehicle movements.  

It is not envisaged that helicopters (or helicopter fuels or fire pumps) will be stored at the depots for 
extended periods of time. Helicopters will generally be stationed at locations provided by their operators. 
Any fuels at the helicopter depots will be fully bunded and with appropriate spill kits and plans in place. 
Fuel trucks may refuel helicopters at the depots during intensive helicopter operations, but otherwise 
refuelling will occur offsite. Smaller quantities of fuel or chemicals temporarily stored on site prior to 
transport to site (e.g. diesel fuel for fire pumps, cleaning products) will be appropriately stored and 
secured to prevent spill. Spill kits will be present, and refuelling procedures will ensure that, if a spill 
occurs, contaminants are unlikely to reach the surrounding environment. 

Helipads will also be located at the Lake Huntley and Lake Mary accommodation nodes (Figure 1-1). The 
helipads will be constructed using fibre-reinforced plastic (FRP) material and timber according to 
specifications approved by emergency services. During operation of the Proposal, flights in and out of the 
nodes will mainly be to replace the toilet pods (see Section 2.2.8). Flight requirements associated with 
delivering supplies (e.g. toilet paper and cleaning supplies) will be timed to coincide with the replacement 
of toilet pods. Prior to the start of the bushfire season, temporary fire sprinkler systems and pumps will be 
flown in for pre-positioning and testing, and extracted at the end of the fire season for servicing and 
storage offsite. The expected flight frequency during normal operation is approximately 14 days of flying 
per year, with most of the flying days expected to occur during the peak season. Additional ad hoc flights 
will be required for inspections, maintenance and servicing, and for emergency responses. The number of 
flying days may change because of weather and light conditions.  

The helicopter flight paths between the service and construction depots to the accommodation nodes is 
shown in Figure 2-3. The flight paths during construction are the same as those proposed for operation, 
with the addition of flights from the depots to the walking track alignment and shelter locations, as shown 
in Figure 2-3. Flight paths from Hobart (Cambridge), Launceston (Riverside and Inveresk), and Latrobe to 
the Proposal Site are shown in Figure 2-4. Flight paths have been selected to avoid impacts on the 



 

22 Next Iconic Walk | Environmental Impact Statement era-advisory.com.au 

TWWHA and wilderness quality. The Hobart route follows the Lyell Highway as it has a lower wilderness 
quality rating due to the presence of the highway. The fly neighbourly advice developed for the TWWHA 
and Mount Field National Park will be adhered to where overflight is unavoidable. See the environmental 
commitment for the Proposal in Section 6 and Table 6-1 Various MM4. This includes adherence to the 
4,000 ft minimum overfly altitude. Flights from Launceston or Latrobe do not cross over the TWWHA 
boundary but should nonetheless follow the fly neighbourly advice guidelines.   

Flight frequencies during construction are outlined in Section 2.4.4. 
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2.2.7 Interpretation for visitors 

Visitors will be encouraged to seek out the information that interests them through interpretation tools, 
which will likely include a guidebook, a podcast, and printed and other material available in the hut libraries. 
Interpretation will be largely a self-directed exploration, rather than the NIW prescribing what visitors 
should know. Interpretation infrastructure will primarily be in the shelters and hut accommodation. Codes 
on track markers will prompt visitors to the relevant information in their guidebook (Charlie Bravo Design, 
2024).  

An interpretation strategy will be prepared prior to operation of the Proposal, in consultation with the 
PWS Community Programs Section. 

The Proposal will be renamed from the current working name (Next Iconic Walk) to align with the 
interpretation strategy. 

2.2.7.1 Aboriginal cultural interpretation 

The Aboriginal Interpretation Framework prepared for the Proposal will form the basis of a comprehensive 
Aboriginal Interpretation Strategy, to be developed as the Proposal progresses (milangkani projects, 2024) 
(Appendix L). The framework identifies three overarching themes for Aboriginal cultural interpretation, 
each with a subset of potential stories and/or educational content (milangkani projects, 2024): 

· Deep time to present: Ice Age life, Darwin glass, petroglyphs and cultural life, dome-shaped huts and 
Aboriginal villages, colonisation and Robinson’s journey; and now: Aboriginal protection of heritage, 
TWWHA listing, land rights and caring for Country.  

· Dark skies: Creation stories – ‘lala the ant’, dark sky connections – ‘stingray in the sky’, and protecting 
intangible heritage – a dark sky sanctuary for lutruwita.  

· A managed landscape: ‘wilderness or cultural landscape?’, trade routes, controlled burns and the 
creation of buttongrass plains, bush food and medicines, and connecting with Country today.  

Key messaging in the Aboriginal cultural interpretation materials will include (milangkani projects, 2024): 

· Connection to Country: The land, sea and sky are seen as integral to the identity and spirituality of 
Aboriginal people, encompassing ancestry, culture, language and law. 

· Cultural heritage: The NIW is recognised as part of a cultural landscape that carries cultural heritage 
that is both tangible (e.g. archaeological sites, ceremonial places) and intangible (e.g. stories, customs). 

· Sovereignty and self-determination: Aboriginal people assert their sovereignty over the land, which 
was never ceded, and emphasise the importance of self-determination in managing and interpreting 
their cultural heritage. 

· Cultural practices: There is a focus on revitalising and maintaining cultural practices, including 
language, storytelling and traditional land management techniques, which are essential for passing 
knowledge to future generations. 

· Caring for Country: This involves ongoing activities that promote ecological health, reflecting the 
belief that caring for the land is intertwined with cultural and community wellbeing. 

The interpretation themes, storylines and modes of delivery will be further explored with Aboriginal 
knowledge holders and developed and refined through Aboriginal community workshops. 

2.2.7.2 NIW identity themes  

Interpretation concepts for the Proposal prepared by Charlie Bravo Design (2024) (Appendix K) centre on 
the following identity themes: 

· The elements 
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· Natural splendour 

· Solitude/isolation 

· West coast spirit 

· Ingenuity. 

Interpretation will include locally produced (historical and contemporary) stories of place, geomorphology 
and rock features, local flora and fauna, settler heritage, industrial heritage (including mining and hydro-
electric heritage), and contemporary culture (Charlie Bravo Design, 2024).  

2.2.8 Servicing 

2.2.8.1 Energy system 

Electricity will be provided to the Lake Huntley and Lake Mary accommodation nodes. No power supply to 
other components of the Proposal is proposed.  

Electrical load estimates for the accommodation nodes are between 43 kWh/day (summer) and 
74 kWh/day (winter) (COVA, 2025). The main power requirements are: 

· Heating – the lounge/library areas and bedrooms will have floor heating. Heating mats will be installed 
in the seating of the lounge, kitchen and dining areas.  

· Lighting – LED lighting in the communal huts, pods and ranger huts.  

· Drying facilities – the drying cupboards/storage will have heated towel rails. The towel rails will be 
controlled by a building management system based on ambient temperature and humidity, power 
level and battery generation. 

· Cooking facilities – small induction cooktops will be provided in the communal and ranger hut 
kitchens. 

· Ventilation – ventilation systems will be installed in bunkrooms, kitchens, lounges/libraries, toilets, and 
rangers’ bedrooms and bathrooms.  

· Communications – satellite communications (e.g. Starlink) and TasGRN (in the ranger huts only). 

In addition, there will be minor energy requirements associated with mobile device USB charging points, 
smoke detection alarms and emergency lighting.  

These electricity requirements will be met through a hybrid renewable energy system of solar PV, micro-
hydro and battery storage at each accommodation node. The supply analysis that led to the adoption of 
this approach is available in Appendix X (Island Renewables, 2025).  

Solar arrays will be located on the roofs of the communal and ranger huts. The solar PV system will have 
sufficient capacity to meet energy requirements during summer. The use of renewable energy generation 
avoids the need for fuels such as gas to be brought in.  

Given the relatively high heating load and poor solar gain in winter, micro-hydro systems are proposed at 
each accommodation node (Island Renewables, 2025). The locations of the micro-hydro systems are 
shown in Figure 2-1 and Figure 2-2. The micro-hydro systems can be switched off when there is sufficient 
solar generation and the battery is full (Island Renewables, 2025).  

At the Lake Huntley accommodation node, the micro-hydro system will draw water from Lake Huntley via 
a submerged inlet screen located near the north-east outflow to the Anthony River. An approximately 
370 m pipeline (<200 mm diameter) will be installed from the inlet screen to the turbine site. The turbine 
will be located below a series of waterfalls in the Anthony River (approximately 60 m elevation below Lake 
Huntley) and will discharge directly back into the watercourse. An approximately 350 m cable (<40 mm 
diameter) will be installed from the turbine to the accommodation node (Island Renewables, 2025).  
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At the Lake Mary node, the inlet screen will be located at the existing Lake Mary outflow structure to the 
Yolande River. Minor modifications to the existing outflow structure will be undertaken in consultation with 
Hydro Tasmania. If the historic timber weir cannot be used, a separate submerged siphon intake will be 
installed in one of the deep bays nearby on Lake Mary (Island Renewables, 2025). An approximately 570 m 
pipeline from the inlet screen to the turbine site will be installed to the west of the Yolande River. The 
turbine will be located near Lake Margaret and will discharge directly into the lake. An approximately 
480 m cable will be installed from the turbine to the accommodation node (Island Renewables, 2025).  

The pipelines and cables for the micro-hydro systems will generally be laid directly on the ground where 
they are not visible from any infrastructure. Near the accommodation nodes or walking trail, the cables 
and pipelines will be shallow buried, strapped below boardwalks or covered with natural materials. In 
watercourses, the pipeline will be anchored to the riverbed as required. 

Battery storage is proposed for both accommodation nodes. The battery will have sufficient capacity to 
run essential services for at least three days without solar or hydro input (COVA, 2025). In the event of an 
emergency or system failure, this period could be extended by restricting energy consumption to 
essential uses.  

2.2.8.2 Water supply 

Water will be supplied from rainwater tanks at each of the accommodation nodes, the Lake Spicer 
Gateway and the service and construction depots.  

Preliminary water usage modelling for each accommodation node identified an average use of 
approximately 17.3 L per person, per day (total water usage of approximately 762 L per day based on a 
maximum capacity of 44 people) (COVA, 2025).  

Water supply to the accommodation nodes is proposed to be via rainwater capture from all roof areas. 
‘First flush’ systems are to be installed to the tanks to minimise the debris entering the system. Water 
usage will generally be for cooking/drinking, personal hygiene/use (with notices to boil), and cleaning. 
Filtered drinking water will be provided at the kitchen sinks and rangers sink. The toilets will be waterless 
(non-flush) and there will be unfiltered and untreated water for handwashing at the toilets. A bucket-style 
shower will be provided in the ranger huts. 

In addition to the above, redundant water supplies will be provided at the communal hut (20,000 L) and 
ranger hut (10,000 L) at each accommodation node.  

Water for handwashing will be provided at the Lake Spicer Gateway from rainwater collected from roofed 
areas. It will be untreated, and this will be appropriately signed (COVA, 2025).  

Rainwater tanks will also be provided at the service and construction depots for general use (drinking 
water, machinery supply, hand washing, etc.). No greywater processing will occur at these sites. 

2.2.8.3 Toilet facilities 

Toilet facilities will be located at the Lake Spicer Gateway and the accommodation nodes. There will also 
be toilets at the two service and construction depots, and at the Lake Margaret Power Station (outside of 
the scope of assessment). 

The toilets will use a waterless pod system, with four pods per toilet stored at each accommodation node, 
and replacement pods stored at the service and construction depots. When all the pods are near 
capacity, they will be removed by helicopter to a service and construction depot where they will be 
emptied by vacuum truck. Sewage will be removed from site and disposed of at an appropriately licensed 
facility. Helicopters will use long lines to fly toilet pods to and from the back decks of the toilet facilities.  

This approach to management of toilet waste is based on PWS walk management experience. Storing 
replacement pods at the north and south depots avoids the need to have helicopters and vacuum trucks 
available on the same day. It also maximises the efficiency of helicopter flight days, with removal and 
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replacement occurring in the same exercise. Storing a number of full pods at the depots also ensures 
economical use of the vacuum trucks.  

Each pod will have a capacity of 700 L. A wastewater assessment has been undertaken for the Proposal 
(Appendix M) which estimated that all pods will need to be replaced approximately every two months 
during the peak season and every six months during the low season. 

2.2.8.4 Wastewater (greywater) management  

Wastewater (greywater) management systems will be installed at the Lake Huntley and Lake Mary 
accommodation nodes.  

An Onsite Wastewater Management System Report has been prepared for each node, based on design 
load capacity of 47 people (44 visitors and three staff) per day (Appendix M).  

Greywater can be treated on site through raised absorption beds covered with native alpine vegetation. 
Separate absorption beds are proposed for the communal huts (44 m2), for handwashing water at the 
toilet facilities (22 m2), and for the ranger huts (10 m2). The absorption beds will be raised approximately 
0.6 m. Prior to discharging to the absorption bed, greywater from kitchen sinks will pass through a grease 
trap for primary treatment. Greywater from hand basins and the rangers’ showers will flow through a 
silt/lint trap prior to discharge to the absorption beds. The greywater management system at each site is 
included in the architectural drawings (Appendix J).  

Field surveys were undertaken for the development of the wastewater management system to determine 
the suitability of soils for onsite waste management at the accommodation nodes. The soils at the 
wastewater disposal areas at both nodes are classified as Category 2 (sandy loam) (under AS/NZ S1547-
2012) and are likely to be highly permeable with capacity to accept the wastewater flows.  

2.2.8.5 Stormwater management system 

Stormwater at the accommodation nodes will be managed by a conventional underground drainage 
system, which includes grated sumps and PVC pipes with end wall outlets. Rainwater will be captured in 
the rainwater tanks in the first instance. Once the rainwater tanks have reached capacity, run-off will be 
directed via the end wall outlet into dense vegetation or the nearest waterway; this will include rock 
pitching to prevent scouring and erosion. Due to the extensive natural ground cover6 on the sites and 
their proximity to natural watercourses and lakes, no stormwater detention tanks have been provided for. 
The proposed stormwater management system will ensure compliance with stormwater management 
best practice (Flussig Engineers, 2024). Stormwater management is detailed in Appendix N. 

2.2.8.6 Communications 

Mobile phone reception is limited across the track alignment, with some coverage on high points on the 
track. Internet connectivity will be provided at the ranger huts via a satellite internet provider (for example, 
Starlink). TasGRN repeaters will be in the radio room of the Ranger hut at both accommodation nodes.  

2.2.9 Proposal footprint 

The operational (permanent) footprint of the Proposal is shown in Figure 1-1, Figure 2-1 and Figure 2-2 and 
summarised in Table 2-1. It includes the required hazard management areas (HMAs) around the 
accommodation nodes to mitigate bushfire risk (see Section 6.5). Additional areas will be temporarily 
impacted during construction (see Section 2.4.3). The micro-hydro systems will have a negligible 
permanent footprint.  

 

6 The Hazard Management Areas (HMA) at the nodes are comprised of buttongrass which will be trimmed to <100 mm; this is not expected to represent 
conversion to a degree that would lead to flooding and erosion. Stormwater runoff would be directed through underground pipes to hardened 
outlets located beyond the edge of the HMAs to minimise potential for erosion and ensure they are not visible to visitors.  
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Table 2-1 Estimated operational (permanent) footprint of the Proposal 

Proposal component Estimated operational footprint (m2) 

Lake Spicer Track (upgrade area) 12,500 (inclusive of existing ~8,000 footprint) 

Lake Spicer Gateway 1,833 (inclusive of existing ~700 footprint) 

Walking track (section within reserved land)1 17,250 

Lake Huntley accommodation node 1,308 (plus HMA of 5,534 m2) 

Lake Mary accommodation node 1,550 (plus HMA of 5,580 m2) 

Glacier Valley Shelter 12 

Farquhar Ridge Shelter 21 

North service and construction depot 6,113 

TOTAL (including HMAs) 51,701 

Offsite infrastructure2  

Pipeline Shelter 28 

South service and construction depot 8,238 

Walking track (section outside of reserved land) 1 6,000 

TOTAL (including offsite infrastructure) 65,967 

1     Walking track footprint is based on an average track width of 750 mm. 

2     Excluding end of trip facilities on Hydro Tasmania managed land or private land. 

2.3 Costs and staging 

In response to strong local and visitor demand for multi-day walking experiences in the state, the 
Tasmanian Government committed to developing the Next Iconic Walk. A feasibility study was completed 
for the Proposal in 2021 which included demand analysis and market testing. The feasibility study outlined 
cost estimates for the development and operation of the Proposal. Economic justification for the Proposal 
is provided through increased visitation and the associated economic benefits for the west coast region 
and Tasmania more broadly (further details are provided in Section 3.2.1 and Appendix O).  

The Tasmanian Government has committed $40 million, the total funding required, for the Proposal. The 
Proposal will be publicly owned and operated. The feasibility study provided a capital cost estimate for a 
three-day, two-night walk, identifying a range of cost estimates: a low-range estimate of approximately 
$25 million to provide basic-standard accommodation, to a high-range estimate of approximately 
$45 million to provide high-standard accommodation (SGS Economics & Planning, 2021). The estimated 
Proposal cost (slightly under $40 million) most closely aligns with the medium-range estimate to provide 
high-standard accommodation. 

Once operational, expenses will include direct costs of PWS staff and indirect costs for contracted 
servicing and maintenance, and operations (e.g. reception/ticketing and shuttle services). The direct costs 
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will include host rangers, rangers, field officers and staff working directly in the business enterprise. There 
will also be direct costs for PWS staff outside the business enterprise including staff involved in fire 
management, engineering and asset inspections, and biosecurity.  

The feasibility study suggested potential walker registration fees of $288 for camping and $576 for 
roofed bunk style accommodation7. Different operating models are being explored, including options for 
low-cost access and seasonal pricing models. The operation of the Proposal will be fully funded using 
revenue generated from walking fees. The fee structure is yet to be determined. 

The Proposal comprises four stages of development as outlined in Table 2-2. The Proposal is currently in 
the second stage of development (design and approvals). Staging of construction is subject to the 
detailed construction program of the successful contractor(s). The commissioning (delivery) of the 
Proposal will follow. 

Table 2-2 Costs and staging of the Proposal 

Stage Overview 

Stage 1 – Feasibility study This stage involved assessing potential Tasmanian locations and experiences and 
developing a detailed feasibility study (Appendix O). This stage is now complete.  

Stage 2 – Design and 
approvals 

This is the current stage. It includes design development, obtaining statutory 
approvals, selecting partner organisations, procurement of construction capability, 
and design of the business and operational model (SGS Economics & Planning, 2021).  

Stage 3 – Construction This stage will involve construction of the Proposal infrastructure, establishing the 
business enterprise and operations, and marketing.  

Stage 4 – Commissioning This stage will see the completion of delivery contracts and will refine business and 
operational processes.  

The construction and commissioning stages are described at Section 2.4 and Section 2.5 below. 

2.4 Construction 

2.4.1 Approach 

An overview of the construction approach and indicative timing is provided in Table 2-3. The detailed 
construction methodology and schedule will be developed by the successful contractor(s).  

The following principles underpin the Proposal design and construction approach: 

· Opportunities for offsite prefabrication (located outside the reserve estate) of the huts and shelters is 
maximised through the design process. 

· Coordinated building elements are delivered by helicopter for onsite assembly.  

· Construction works (including site facilities and laydown areas) are contained within the proposed 
building footprint and HMAs.  

· Vegetation in HMAs is managed manually, retaining roots and ground cover (generally less than 
100 mm in height).  

 

7 The walk costs are based on achieving sufficient cost recovery to achieve operational viability in 2028. The costs are based on a 3-day, 2-night walk at 
100% capacity (50 departures per day). A positive cost benefit ratio is achieved with 5,450 visitors per year (which translates to 29 departures per 
day).  
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· Deep beam arrangements are preferenced to minimise the number of footings /ground connections.  

· Where possible, site services are positioned on the underside of walkways or within the path system 
to avoid trenching, where possible. 

· Materials are selected to maintain durability/integrity from weathering during construction. 

· Materials are selected to minimise degradation that would become problematic in a sensitive 
environment. 

· Design life of 50 years, with minimal maintenance and building repairs done with ‘plug-in’ components 
for repairs. 

Opportunity for onsite works will be limited by the west coast climate and prevailing weather conditions. 
Most onsite works will be scheduled during summer and the shoulder periods (October–April) when there 
is a lower likelihood of inclement weather impacting construction activities and helicopter operations. 
Nonetheless, temporary onsite shutdowns are anticipated to occur at times. Given these limitations, 
construction of the Proposal is anticipated to take approximately 3.5 years.  

A key aspect of the construction approach for buildings is to maximise offsite prefabrication of materials 
and infrastructure during winter when conditions are unlikely to allow onsite works. Based on helicopter 
weight restrictions8, prefabricated infrastructure will then either be flown in complete (for smaller 
infrastructure) or flown in as components (for larger infrastructure) to be assembled on site. Building 
elements will be delivered from the offsite staging site in construction sequence.  

This approach will minimise the duration of onsite construction to fit within the seasonal window. It will 
also reduce the construction footprint and potential impacts associated with construction (see Section 
2.4.3). It is expected that this approach will also reduce the number of construction personnel required on 
site and therefore minimise travel requirements (helicopter flights).  

Construction at the accommodation nodes will commence with manual site clearing for the HMAs, 
establishing the building footprints (with a 2 m buffer surrounding buildings with no HMA requirement), 
and constructing the tracks between the buildings. Construction workers will be required to remain within 
the construction footprint.  

Building footings will be constructed by drilling directly into rock on the surface or by micro-piling to 
minimise ground disturbance. Limited ground excavation will be required (e.g. for dispersion beds), with 
approximately 113 m3 and 33 m3 of cut required for the Lake Huntley and Lake Mary accommodation 
nodes respectively. The amount of fill required is 132.5 m3 at Lake Huntley and 200.5 m3 at Lake Mary. 
Where appropriate (and with consideration of weeds and disease), excavated soil will be re-used as fill.  

 

 

8 Generally around 800 kg, noting some helicopters used for remote building works on PWS managed land in Tasmania have load capacities of 2,000-
4,000 kg.  
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Table 2-3 Indicative construction approach and timing 
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Offsite prefabrication of materials / onsite works (where possible)                             

Lake Spicer Track upgrade works 

Construction of service and construction depots 
                            

Construction of shelters 

Construction of helipads 

Construction of lookouts 

Construction of micro-hydro and ancillary infrastructure 

                            

Construction of Lake Huntley and Lake Mary accommodation nodes                             

Trackwork                             

Installation of interpretation/signage                             

Testing and commissioning                             
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2.4.2 Materials 

Construction materials for the accommodation nodes will include metal cladding, metal roof sheeting, 
metal mesh, fibre-reinforced plastic, timber and conglomerate stone. Windows will be constructed from a 
combination of regular and bird strike sensitive glazing. The finishes will be designed to integrate the 
Proposal into the surrounding landscape as much as possible. Construction materials will generally be 
lightweight prefabricated frames that can be replaced if required during operation.  

The walking track will include gravel, rock, timber, stone and FRP. Quantities are to be established during 
detailed design. Construction materials will be sourced locally where possible to minimise the transport of 
materials to site and reduce the risk of introducing weeds and pathogens. The walking track will be 
constructed by specialised track construction companies in accordance with relevant standards.  

2.4.3 Footprint 

As outlined in Section 2.4.1, the construction footprint is minimised through offsite prefabrication of 
infrastructure components. The estimated construction footprint (disturbance area) for the Proposal is 
summarised in Table 2-4.  

The estimated construction footprint for buildings includes a 2 m buffer around buildings with no HMA 
requirement. Appendix J contains the architectural drawings.  

The pipelines and cables required for the micro-hydro systems are not expected to require vegetation 
clearance. They will generally be laid directly on the ground where they are not visible from any 
infrastructure. Near the accommodation nodes and walking track, cables and pipelines will be shallow 
buried, strapped below boardwalks or covered with natural materials. In watercourses, the pipeline will be 
anchored to the riverbed as required.  

Table 2-4 Estimated construction (including temporary disturbance) footprint of the Proposal 

Proposal component Estimated construction footprint (m2) 

Lake Spicer Track upgrade 30,000 

Lake Spicer Gateway 2,197.6 

Walking track (section within reserved land) 1 23,000 

Lake Huntley accommodation node 2,722.7 

Lake Mary accommodation node 2,898.7 

Glacier Valley Shelter 55 

Farquhar Ridge Shelter 77 

North service and construction depot 6,924.4 

TOTAL (including HMAs) 67,875 

Offsite infrastructure2   

Pipeline Shelter 91 
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Proposal component Estimated construction footprint (m2) 

South service and construction depot 8,991 

Walking track (section outside of reserved land) 1 8,000 

TOTAL (including offsite infrastructure) 84,957 

1 Walking track footprint is based on an average construction width of 1000 mm. 

2 Excluding end of trip facilities on Hydro Tasmania managed land or private land. 

2.4.4 Access and traffic 

Due to the remoteness of the Proposal Site, access during construction will be mostly by helicopter.  

Existing road access from Anthony Road and the Lake Spicer Track will be used to construct the Lake 
Spicer Gateway, north service and construction depot, and the Lake Spicer Track upgrades. The Lake 
Margaret Road will be used for the construction of the south service and construction depot (outside the 
scope of the Proposal). Constructed segments of the walking track will be used for access on foot, as 
appropriate.  

Road traffic during construction is expected to be a mix of heavy and light vehicles. The volume of traffic 
will be determined by the construction methodology and schedule to be developed by the successful 
contractor(s). 

The service and construction depots will be used for helicopter access to the Proposal Site during 
construction. Temporary helicopter landing areas may be established at each shelter location to allow for 
construction access, if required. At the accommodation nodes, the construction phase helicopter landing 
areas will become permanent helipads to be used during operation. 

The helicopter flight paths proposed for construction are the same as those proposed for operation, with 
the addition of flights from the service and construction depots to the walking track alignment and 
shelters (Figure 2-3 and Figure 2-4).  

The flight paths from Hobart, Launceston or Latrobe may be used to mobilise and demobilise helicopters 
to the Proposal Site for a construction shift (anticipated to be seven to 10 days). The origin location(s) of 
mobilisation flights will be determined by the successful contractor(s). Approximately 30 flights may be 
needed each year for the estimated 3.5-year construction period. Flights will occur between October and 
April. Helicopters will use set flight paths, avoid the TWWHA where possible and operate in accordance 
with the fly neighbourly advice for the TWWHA and Mount Field National Park. The flight paths will avoid 
the Tyndall Plateau and known or formalised walking tracks. 

During a construction shift, helicopters could potentially use established bases in Queenstown, Tullah, 
Strahan or Zeehan (where existing operators have fuel stores and secure storage) to access the Proposal 
site. This would reduce or avoid the need for mobilisation flights from further away. It is possible that a 
helicopter operator may set up a (temporary or permanent) base on the west coast during construction, 
and potentially for ongoing operations, which would minimise the need for extended mobilisation flights. 

The frequency of helicopter flights during construction will depend on the construction methodology and 
schedule developed by the successful contractor(s). They will be required to minimise the number of 
flying days. It is estimated that there will be approximately two to three flying days from bases in 
Queenstown, Tullah, Strahan or Zeehan to the Proposal Site per week (subject to weather). This is 
approximately 60–90 days between October and April each year.  
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2.4.5 Construction Environmental Management Plan 

A Construction Environmental Management Plan (CEMP) will be prepared for the Proposal incorporating 
the management and mitigation measures set out in this EIS. Sections 6.1 to 6.13 document the potential 
impacts (including construction phase impacts) and proposed management, mitigation and monitoring 
measures for the Proposal. Monitoring, management and mitigation measures are documented separately 
in each section and collated into summary tables in Section 7 and Section 8. A framework CEMP and 
Operational Environmental Management Plan (OEMP) that combine the different elements of sections 6–8 
have been included in Appendix B and Appendix C, respectively. These will be used to guide the 
development and content of the final Environmental Management Plan and any conditions of approval. 

2.5 Commissioning and operation 

The following provides an overview of the Proposal business structure and walk management.  

2.5.1 Business structure 

As outlined in Section 2.3, the Proposal will be publicly owned and operated. Like the Three Capes Track 
and Overland Track enterprises, the business structure and type for the NIW is a Crown-owned business 
enterprise managed by PWS in accordance with State government policies. Similarly, too, commercial 
business partners, such as a shuttle bus operator, will be required during operation. 

Unlike the Three Capes Track and Overland Track enterprises, the Proposal does not provide for privately 
owned and run huts within the Proposal Site. Operators guiding private tours on the walk will have access 
to the same accommodation as the general public, with the same booking procedures and conditions. 
Depending on demand over the winter (off-peak) period, if PWS shut the walk to the public and the host 
rangers are not on site, PWS may consider opening parts of the accommodation nodes (e.g. toilets, tent 
platforms and kitchen facilities) for restricted or specific uses such as school/outdoor adventure or 
survival training camps. This may be implemented through a lease or licence arrangement. Before entering 
into any such agreements, PWS would consider security, maintenance and servicing, and the need for 
facilities and services to be maintained and operational ready for the next peak visitor season.  

2.5.2 Walk management 

The Proposal is designed to operate year-round (with possible winter shutdowns, depending on 
circumstances including demand). With 44 departures each day, some 16,000 walkers could potentially 
access the walk per year. The peak walking season of nine months would see capacity reached at 12,000, 
and the three-month off-peak season over winter would have a maximum capacity of 4,000. The number is 
likely to be lower, with an expected range of 6,500–8,000 visitors per year, corresponding to 40–50% of 
capacity year-round or 50–67% over the peak 9 months. The feasibility of the Proposal was based on a 
more conservative estimate of 5,450 walkers over a (shorter) 6-month walking season at approximately 
60% capacity. No closure periods (beyond those needed for maintenance) are proposed; however, as 
noted above, there might be options for reduced winter rates, scaled back operations (e.g. sections of the 
accommodation nodes temporarily closed), and/or specialist group bookings during the off-peak season. 
Such options will be explored once the walk is operational.  

Access to the walk is intended only for registered walkers. Access to the start and from the end of the 
walk will only be by designated shuttle bus. The access roads will have locked boom gates.  

Registration will be through a PWS online booking system, requiring selection of one of the three 
accommodation types – shared bunkroom, private pod or tent platform – for the duration of the walk. 
Subject to availability, it might be possible for visitors to select and pay for an upgrade in their 
accommodation (for one or both nights) before or after departure on the walk.  
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There may also be an opportunity for third-party providers to book and sell walk passes as part of a 
package – for example, one including transport and accommodation before and/or after the walk, and/or 
other activities in the region. 

The Proposal will be serviced and maintained throughout the year. Asset maintenance will be undertaken 
in accordance with the PWS asset management system, which details inspection and maintenance 
requirements for different assets. An Operations and Maintenance Plan will be developed prior to 
commissioning of the Proposal.  

It is proposed that three PWS host rangers will work within the Proposal Site, with one located at each 
accommodation node and one (‘floating’) ranger alternating between the two nodes across a single shift. 
Rangers will typically work a roster of seven days on, six days off. This roster gives rangers time to 
communicate with each other during the crossover period. At the start of their shifts, rangers will walk 
between the nearest vehicle-accessible point and an accommodation node and return the same way at 
the end of shift. Maintenance staff, engineers, fire management, external contractors and other staff will 
be required to be on site periodically throughout the operation of the Proposal. In addition to rangers and 
staff working within the Proposal Site, staff (either PWS or contractors) will also service the Proposal from 
the check in/out facilities and the PWS West Coast Field Centre and Operations Base.   

Host rangers will be responsible for the day-to-day management of the hut sites including cleaning of the 
bunkrooms and pods, communal spaces and toilets. The host rangers will provide information and 
interpretation to walkers including directing them to their accommodation and undertaking nightly 
briefings. They will ensure toilet pods are rotated efficiently to maximise the time between helicopter 
servicing flights. They will also ensure all other services (i.e. water, power and greywater systems) are 
operating as designed and identify when they need to be inspected or serviced. The host rangers will 
have access to radio and satellite communications that will allow them to provide daily weather updates to 
walkers. Host rangers will play a key role in the emergency management plans for the walk. In the event of 
fire or severe weather event, in consultation with the PWS management team, they may direct walkers to 
remain at an accommodation node or move on (as required under the plan). They will provide first aid to 
walkers and facilitate extraction in the event of a medical emergency (as specified in an Emergency 
Management Plan). 

It is expected that the Proposal will require a total of nine to 11 full-time equivalent positions across a 
range of roles (including the three onsite rangers) to manage, service and maintain the Proposal during 
operation.  

The Proposal is designed to accommodate daily departures of up to 44 people. Departure times can be 
staggered across a number of shuttle services to provide flexibility to visitors, reduce perceptions of 
crowding and maintain a sense of isolation on the track. Staggering the shuttle bus services will also allow 
smaller vehicles to be used.  

2.6 Decommissioning and rehabilitation 

As the walk is intended to be an intergenerational development with a positive economic legacy for the 
west coast and the State, it is not proposed that the Proposal be decommissioned.  

With regular maintenance and servicing the Proposal infrastructure has a minimum design life of 50 years. 
At the end of the design life (or when the infrastructure is no longer fit for purpose), infrastructure will be 
replaced. As hut infrastructure will be largely prefabricated, this will involve dismantling and removing the 
components from site. Any cleared areas that will not be used for the placement of new infrastructure will 
be rehabilitated using locally sourced species.  

As outlined in Section 2.4.3, the construction footprint will be minimised by maximising offsite 
prefabrication of infrastructure and materials. Every effort will be made to minimise the removal or 
disturbance of vegetation outside the building footprint. Any areas of bare ground that are not part of the 
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operational footprint will be revegetated with locally sourced species as outlined in the framework 
Construction Environmental Management Plan (CEMP) in Appendix B. 

2.7 Ancillary infrastructure 

Ancillary infrastructure required to support the Proposal is included in the scope of works described in 
Section 2.2.8. In addition, minor visitor facilities such as barriers, seats, directional signage and 
interpretation signage will be detailed during the detailed design phase and installed as required. 

2.8 Offsite 

The following lists offsite infrastructure and ancillary facilities included in the Proposal but not located on 
reserved land. These components are not subject to the RAA process. 

· The southern section of the walking track.  

· Pipeline Shelter, in the location of a now demolished pipeline shed. The Pipeline Shelter will provide a 
rest location and emergency shelter on the final day of the walk.  

· Upgrades to the Lake Margaret Power Station including upgrades to the existing toilet facilities, 
provision of a shelter, and use of the carpark to service the shuttle bus. The Lake Margaret Power 
Station is the oldest operating power station in Australia and is listed on the Tasmanian Heritage 
Register (ID 10863). The power station is owned and operated by Hydro Tasmania. 

· The south service and construction depot will be a fenced compound behind a locked boom gate. The 
depot will contain a helicopter landing area, carparking for PWS staff, an area for toilet pod storage, 
covered storage, enclosed storage (in shipping containers), material laydown areas, staff amenities 
and site office, water storage tanks, and space for heavy vehicle movements. 

· Development of check in/out facilities in Queenstown, including briefing and waiting area, toilets, 
storage, parking (sized for 40-50 vehicles) and PWS operational facilities. This may be new or 
redeveloped from existing infrastructure. 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.  

· PWS West Coast Field Centre and Operations Base will be upgraded in Queenstown to facilitate 
additional needs to service the Proposal.  

· PWS staff housing in Queenstown will be upgraded to facilitate services within the Proposal.  
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3 Proposal alternatives 

3.1 Rationale  

The Proposal will fulfil an election commitment from the Tasmanian Government and respond to a clear 
need for another iconic, multi-day, hut-based walking experience in Tasmania.  

3.2 Proposal development  

A range of alternatives were considered in the development of the Proposal through various consultation 
activities, market research, environmental and heritage investigations, and economic modelling. The 
Tyndall Range region was selected as the location for the Next Iconic Walk following an assessment of 
public proposals and previous investigations into Tasmania’s potential walk offerings (PWS, 2019). Further 
information on location selection is provided in Section 3.2.1. Fifty (50) potential walk options within the 
Tyndall Range region were then developed and investigated by PWS. Two options proceeded to the 
feasibility study and were subject to a cost-benefit analysis, which identified the Proposal as the 
recommended option (SGS Economics & Planning, 2021) (Appendix O). 

An overview of the development of the Proposal is provided in Table 3-1, followed by further information 
on the location selection, feasibility study and design selection. 

Table 3-1 Overview of Proposal development 

Date Activity 

2018 Election commitment made to deliver the Next Iconic Walk. 

September 
2018 

Call for public submissions on potential walk locations: 35 locations (including those in 24 public 
submissions) were progressed for assessment.  

July 2019 Location assessment:  Tyndall Range region was identified as the preferred location. 

2019-2021 Walk options considered: 50 options were developed and investigated, with two progressed to 
feasibility study.  

2021 Feasibility study: preferred option of a three-day, two-night through walk identified.  

Information on the site analysis to determine the locations of the Proposal components is provided in 
Section 2.1.1. 

3.2.1 Location selection 

A total of 35 possible locations were considered for the Next Iconic Walk, 24 of which were proposed in 
public submissions, and 11 through previous investigations. The locations were assessed for the 
experience they offered visitors, potential environmental impacts, economic benefits, level of community 
support, and constructability/servicing considerations (PWS, 2019).  
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The Tyndall Range region was selected based on the following (PWS, 2019): 

· The Tyndall Range is located outside the TWWHA. Locations that would require a change to the 
Tasmanian Wilderness World Heritage Area Management Plan 2016 were deemed to be non-compliant 
with the public submissions process. 

· The Tyndall Range is located on land managed by PWS.  

· The development of the Proposal in the Tyndall Range region could be authorised under the 
management objectives for a regional reserve and a conservation area (subject to necessary 
assessments and approvals).  

· The Proposal is located within the Mt Read SPZ, which covers an area of 7,185 km2. This was not 
considered to be a significant constraint in selecting a site location due to the extensive coverage of 
SPZs across the State, including towns.  

· The Tyndall Range is near Queenstown (approximately 8 km south of the Proposal) and Rosebery 
(approximately 15 km north), with good road access also to Strahan, Zeehan and Tullah.  

· The Tyndall Range is near Queenstown and Strahan airports, with connecting services to Hobart and 
Launceston from Strahan airport.  

· Opportunities exist to link the Proposal with historical heritage aspects of the region, including the 
Lake Margaret Power Station and mining history.  

· There are opportunities to complement existing tourism products in the region.  

The Location Assessment Report is provided in Appendix P. Additional issues considered in selecting the 
location, including potential impacts and their management are described in Section 6.  

3.2.2 Feasibility study 

A feasibility study was prepared by SGS Economics and Planning (Appendix O) which compared several 
development options for the Next Iconic Walk, including: 

· An overnight walk (the Proposal) consisting of a three-day, two-night through walk between Lake 
Plimsoll and the Lake Margaret Power Station. Option 1 included hut accommodation near Lake 
Huntley and Mount Geikie, with consideration of camping facilities.  

· An overnight walk, consisting of a two-day, one-night return walk, beginning and ending near Lake 
Plimsoll with hut accommodation and camping facilities near Lake Huntley.  

· A day walk option that involved staying overnight in Queenstown and undertaking day walks. 

Following a socio-economic analysis of the above options and sub-options within the above, Option 1 (the 
Proposal) was identified as having the highest potential to attract visitors to Tasmania and the west coast 
region. The Proposal was also identified as having a positive cost-benefit ratio for both the west coast 
region (benefit-cost ratio of 12.71) and Tasmania more broadly (benefit-cost ratio of 1.13) (SGS Economics & 
Planning, 2021). 

3.2.3 Route selection 

The route selection process for the walking track and locations of the accommodation nodes and shelters 
considered a range of factors, including natural and cultural values, constructability and servicing 
requirements, geology, topography, slope and aspect, and visitor risk (including exposure to adverse 
weather).  

Some alternative routes considered during the development of the Proposal are summarised in Table 3-2. 
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Table 3-2 Alternative routes considered 

Alternative route Description 

Philosopher’s Tale – 
Tyndall Chapter 2019 

· Day one commenced from the Lake Spicer Track, up a steep ridgeline onto the 
Tyndall Plateau, with night one at the ‘Cliff Camp’ overlooking Lake Huntley.  

· Day two traversed the Tyndall Plateau before descending towards Farquhar Ridge to 
the night two camp located between Lake Martha and Lake Mary.  

· Day three proceeded across the Lake Margaret dam wall and into the Lake Margaret 
Village. 

Bob Brown Foundation 
proposal 2019 

· Identified potential impacts to alpine vegetation associated with a route along the 
Tyndall Plateau and the location of the Cliff Camp.  

· Proposed alternative day one and day two route. Proposed alternative night one 
camp near Lake Huntley.  

· Day three followed the same route as the Philosopher’s Tale 2019.  

Next Iconic Walk 2020a · Day one commenced with a boat ride across Lake Plimsoll to add an interesting 
element to the beginning of the walk.  

· Proposed alternative night two camp location near Lake Mary and Lake Martha had 
unsuitable soils and would be difficult to build without causing significant 
environmental impacts.  

· Proposed alternative track route to the night two camp to include hydro-electric 
elements of Lake Peter and Lake Paul (approximately 2 km east of Lake Margaret).  

Next Iconic Walk 2020b · Proposed new departure point from Anthony Road as the Lake Plimsoll boat ride 
posed operational and logistical challenges (particularly in adverse weather), with 
limited benefit/value added for visitors.  

· Proposed alternative route to Lake Huntley via Glacier Valley (rather than along the 
eastern side of Lake Rolleston) to minimise potential impacts on an existing mineral 
licence exploration area and threatened flora species. Additionally, this route 
minimises interaction with the Lake Spicer 4WD track and associated risks to visitor 
and impacts to visitor experience.  

· Proposed new track alignment and location for night two hut near Mount Geike. This 
location avoids the requirement for visitors to walk the same route to and from the 
accommodation node. Consultation with the mining industry also indicated a 
preference for the route to avoid the Lake Peter and Lake Paul area due to the 
location of an existing mineral licence. Views at the Mount Geike site would improve 
visitor experience, and the Mount Geike site is more sheltered from prevailing winds.  

Next Iconic Walk 2021 · Proposed route refined on-ground by a track designer to enhance visitor 
experience, with consideration of constructability and sustainability requirements.  

Next Iconic Walk 2022 · Relocation of the night two accommodation (Mount Geike hut) to the knoll near the 
Chin, overlooking Lake Margaret. This site was selected to improve visitor 
experience (extends second day of walking to delay arrival at the hut and offers 360-
degree views).  

· Separate campground location proposed near Lake Malcolm. This site was selected 
over Lake Matthew and Lake Mark based on site investigations.  

· The Lake Huntley hut moved to higher up the slope due to constructability, 
operational considerations (including helicopter access and solar analysis), and to 
improve visitor experience.  

Next Iconic Walk 2023 · Proposed new departure point off Lake Spicer Track to improve visitor experience 
and provide improved access.  

· Walking track re-routed to the east and south of Lake Margaret to avoid dam 
infrastructure following consultation with Hydro Tasmania.  
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Alternative route Description 

· Walking track re-routed to be further away from known Aboriginal heritage sites, 
following confirmation of their location.  

Next Iconic Walk 2024 · Relocation of the night two accommodation node (Mount Geike hut) to Lake Mary 
due to:  

· Altitude and exposure to extreme weather and associated risks, including 
freezing of liquids (e.g. water in pipes), slip risks, and visibility in low cloud 
(impacting safety and visitor experience/views).  

· Potential visibility from surrounding areas including the TWWHA and impact on 
natural values, specifically threatened species found at higher altitudes.  

· Visitor experience and risks (views, ability to provide multiple spaces/proximity to 
other visitors, access to water for swimming, impact of weather on visitor 
experience). 

· Services (proximity to water, wastewater disposal, power generation). 

· Ease of maintenance, servicing and helicopter access. 

· Proposal risks (cost, constructability, timelines, safety). 

· Minor adjustments to the proposed walking track route to accommodate the 
relocated accommodation node near Lake Mary.  

· Southern section of walking track re-routed to minimise potential impacts to historic 
heritage, improve visitor experience and safety, and minimise environmental impacts.  

· Minor adjustment to the proposed walking track route to provide an appropriate 
buffer from known Aboriginal heritage sites.  

· Minor adjustment to day two track alignment to accommodate the day two shelter 
location. 

Next Iconic Walk 2025 
(the Proposal) 

· Removal of Lake Malcolm Campground and relocation of camping to communal huts 
due to: 

· The length of the second day of walking (18 km) potentially being too long, 
especially in poor weather conditions. 

· The results of market research indicating greater demand for camping to be co-
located with the communal huts.  

· The requirement to minimise the Proposal footprint by consolidating 
accommodation at two accommodation nodes (rather than three). 

· Reduced costs through consolidating accommodation at two accommodation 
nodes (rather than three).  

3.2.4 Macro-siting of accommodation nodes 

The locations of the accommodation nodes have been informed by a variety of technical assessments, 
including input from environmental, engineering, construction and visual specialists. Key requirements for 
the macro-siting of the accommodation nodes included:  

· Removal of the track from the environmentally sensitive Tyndall Plateau. 

· Siting the accommodation nodes to optimise visitor experience, including walking distance, elevation 
and visual amenity. 

· Minimising potential visual and landscape impacts from key objective points on the Tyndall Plateau, in 
particular, selected high points such as Mt Geike and Mt Tyndall.  

· Minimising potential visual and landscape impacts from the TWWHA, particularly from the closest high 
point at Eldon Peak. 

· Minimising potential visual and landscape impacts to/from the Lake Spicer Track. 
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· Optimising solar access (based on studies of sun shading by geographical features at various times of 
the year).  

· Siting the accommodation nodes for protection from wind and other weather conditions. 

· Siting the accommodation nodes near significant water bodies.  

· Avoiding known Aboriginal heritage sites and features.  

· Avoiding or minimising potential impacts to threatened flora and fauna.  

3.2.5 Micro-siting of buildings 

The buildings at each accommodation node are sited with consideration of environmental, visual, 
engineering, constructability and visitor experience aspects. Micro-siting of the buildings at each node 
was informed by extensive consultation. The following criteria were applied during micro-siting: 

· Locate buildings in areas where the HMAs do not contain large tree stands.  

· Locate buildings to respond to the significant geological features of the sites (e.g. large glacial erratics 
and view corridors).  

· Use natural topography to locate buildings. For example, siting large communal huts in flatter areas to 
reduce visual impact and using steeper areas to facilitate construction of the ‘drop decks’ required for 
toilet servicing.  

· Use existing site attributes to provide screening/privacy for the ranger and service huts. 

· Use existing site attributes to facilitate helicopter operations (avoiding vegetation stands and siting 
with consideration of weather). 

· Ensure visual amenity on track approaches to the accommodation to gently reveal the main building 
(communal hut) within the larger landscape. 

· Consider orientation, location and visual impact from key observation points on surrounding tracks or 
roads.  

· Simple orientation and wayfinding between the building types within the accommodation nodes.  

3.2.6 Design selection 

The design criteria outlined in Table 3-3 have guided design selection during the development of building 
plans and concept designs for the Proposal.  

Table 3-3 Summary of design criteria 

Self-reliance · The design of the Proposal assumes that visitors will be self-reliant and well prepared for an 
achievable multi-day walk.  

· The design is to provide a challenging but comfortable experience.  

Visitor 
experience 

· Visitors will be immersed in a west coast experience. Interpretation will include a focus on 
Tasmanian Aboriginal culture, and the history and communities of the west coast region.  

· Accommodation will be designed to be comfortable in all seasons and weather conditions.  

· Accommodation will be sited in discrete locations to highlight and celebrate the landscape 
while minimising the visual impact.  

· Opportunities to enhance amenity at both visitor and ranger accommodation will be sought.  

Environmental 
protection  

· The footprint of the Proposal will be minimised to reduce the overall disturbed area.  

· Where possible, infrastructure will be prefabricated offsite and assembled at the Proposal 
Site to reduce construction impacts (including onsite waste generation).  
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Visual impact · The accommodation nodes will blend in with the landscape to minimise visual impact and 
create a connection with the surrounding environment. 

· No hut infrastructure will be visible from the TWWHA.  

Functionality 
and efficiency 

· The huts are designed to be adaptable to the changing seasons and visitor numbers. This 
includes flexible room/building configurations to efficiently manage heating and associated 
power consumption.  

· The design and construction methodology will minimise construction timeframes and the 
number of helicopter flights required to deliver materials and construct infrastructure.  

· Temporary infrastructure required during construction will be sited within the footprint of 
permanent infrastructure wherever possible to minimise the construction footprint and 
potential impacts.  

Uniqueness  · The Proposal is differentiated from the other multi-day walk offerings in Tasmania (principally 
the Three Capes Track and Overland Track). 

· The Proposal will embrace the spirit and ingenuity of the west coast region and align with the 
tourism branding for the west coast and Tasmania.  

Sustainability 
and maintenance 

· Design and materials will be durable and suited to the environment to minimise maintenance 
requirements and maximize design life. 

· Power sources and servicing will minimise long-term maintenance requirements, ongoing 
costs, carbon footprint and environmental impacts.  

· Opportunities to reuse and repurpose materials for interpretive purposes will be explored. 

· The design will focus on sustainability, thermal performance and energy efficiency. 
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4 Engagement 

4.1 Engagement undertaken to date 

Stakeholder engagement and public consultation has been undertaken throughout the development of 
the Proposal, including during location selection, the feasibility study (Stage 1), and design and approvals 
(Stage 2). The engagement approach was developed in consultation with the PWS Engagement Section. A 
summary of the engagement undertaken for each stage is provided below.  

4.1.1 Location selection 

As outlined in Section 3.2, the location selection process for the Proposal involved a call for public 
submissions on potential walk locations. The Tyndall Range region was identified in two public 
submissions.  

4.1.2 Stage 1 – Feasibility study 

The feasibility study (Stage 1) was informed by engagement undertaken with over 1,900 individuals, 
businesses and organisations from 2019–2021. Engagement undertaken for the feasibility study was 
focused on identifying the potential impacts of the Proposal on the west coast community, as well as 
confirming market demand for the Proposal.  

To understand the significance and value of the Tyndall Range as a cultural landscape, CHMA was 
engaged to undertake consultation with Aboriginal community groups. Interviews were conducted with six 
community groups (out of 10 approached). Further information on Aboriginal community consultation is 
provided in Section 6.1.  

Claire Ellis Tourism Analysis and Solutions was engaged by PWS to undertake engagement with selected 
Tasmanian walking sector providers and outdoor adventure organisations operating in the west coast 
region. Interviews were conducted with 20 tourism operators (out of 23 approached). Engagement was 
also undertaken with Tourism Tasmania and regional tourism associations including West by North West, 
West Coast Tourism, and Destination Southern Tasmania.  

A survey was undertaken by SGS Economics targeting the west coast community, with 206 respondents. 
The survey aimed to understand potential impacts of the Proposal on the west coast community and 
businesses. The survey presented three walk options to ascertain community preferences.  

Various market research activities, including surveys and focus groups, were undertaken by Instinct and 
Reason, Myriad Research, and BDA Marketing and Planning to confirm market demand and understand 
preferences for different walk options.  

Further information is provided in the feasibility study (Appendix O).  



 

45 Next Iconic Walk | Environmental Impact Statement era-advisory.com.au 

4.1.3 Stage 2 – Design and approvals 

Engagement activities undertaken by PWS during the current stage of the Proposal have included design 
workshops, presentations, site inspections, phone calls, meetings and email exchanges with various 
stakeholders.  

Eight design workshops were held by PWS between 2021 and 2024 regarding the visitor experience, walk 
identity and interpretation themes, and concept designs for the huts, pods and tent platforms. Workshop 
participants included internal stakeholders from PWS and representatives from the following 
organisations: 

· Aboriginal Heritage Tasmania 

· Brand Tasmania 

· Department of State Growth 

· Destination West Coast 

· NRE Tas 

· National Parks & Wildlife Advisory Council  

· Tasmanian Tourism Industry Council 

· Tourism Tasmania 

· West by North West 

· West Coast Council 

· West Coast Wilderness Railway. 

PWS delivered several presentations during 2023–24 to brief/update stakeholders on the Proposal and 
seek feedback. This included presenting at the West by North West Regional Tourism Forum 2024 and 
delivering separate presentations to the following organisations:  

· Aboriginal Heritage Council  

· NRE Tas  

· National Parks & Wildlife Advisory Council  

· National Parks and Wildlife Service South Australia 

· Tasmanian Minerals, Manufacturing & Energy Council 

· Tasmanian National Parks Association 

· West Coast Council 

· West Coast Recreation Association Inc. 

Site inspections of the Proposal Site have been undertaken with NRE Tas, Hydro Tasmania and West 
Coast Council. The design of the Proposal has also been informed by site visits to existing PWS sites and 
consultation with PWS operational staff involved with the Overland Track, Three Capes Track, Frenchmans 
Cap, the Walls of Jerusalem, and the south-west Tasmania fire recovery tracks and operational depots. 

A series of public information sessions were held in late 2024. These were advertised statewide with 
sessions held in Queenstown (26 attendees), Ulverstone (22 attendees), Launceston (56 attendees), and 
Hobart (97 attendees).  

PWS engaged Instinct and Reason to conduct further market research on the current Proposal in October 
2024 to confirm demand and inform appropriate pricing. The market research reaffirmed the findings of 
the feasibility study, including the strong demand for a new three-day walk in the west coast region 
(Instinct and Reason, 2025).  



 

46 Next Iconic Walk | Environmental Impact Statement era-advisory.com.au 

4.2 Summary of engagement outcomes 

The results of the engagement undertaken to date have informed the Location Assessment Report 
(Appendix P), feasibility study (Appendix O), and the design and development of the Proposal.  

A broad range of issues were raised during engagement, including: 

· Minimising the potential impacts of the Proposal, including on Aboriginal cultural heritage values, 
historic heritage values, biodiversity and natural values, wilderness values, visual impact, and impacts 
on existing recreational opportunities within the Tyndall Range area.  

· Visitor experience and safety considerations, including the west coast climate, extreme weather 
conditions, walking experience (including walk distance/times and track standards), visitor 
expectations, accommodation options and standards, service levels, and price/accessibility of the 
walk.  

· Siting and design of the accommodation nodes. 

· Constructability and operational considerations. 

· Environmental sustainability. 

· Economic feasibility including overall cost of the Proposal, business model, commercial involvement, 
demand/viability, and social and economic impacts. 

· Impacts on existing recreational opportunities in the surrounding area. 

· Interpretation themes and branding.  

Further details on the results of engagement undertaken are provided in the Location Assessment Report 
(Appendix P) and Feasibility Study (Appendix O).  

4.3 Aboriginal engagement 

Engagement was undertaken by Jenname to obtain insights and feedback from Tasmanian Aboriginal 
people on the Proposal (Jenname Rachel Dunn, 2024). The engagement process included consultation 
with approximately 30 Aboriginal stakeholders, including Elders, cultural knowledge holders, and 
Tasmanian Aboriginal representatives from various organisations and regions. Feedback was received 
(Jenname Rachel Dunn, 2024) in relation to: 

· Cultural heritage, including potential disruption to sacred sites during construction, and the need for 
accurate and respectful representation of cultural narratives.  

· Employment and economic opportunities, including opportunities for Aboriginal employment, the 
importance of long-term capacity building through training and mentorship, and the importance of 
Aboriginal youth programs to equip future generations with skills in tourism, conservation and cultural 
interpretation.  

· Environmental sustainability, including the need for traditional ecological knowledge to guide land 
management practices (e.g. fire control, reforestation and wildlife protection), and concerns about 
biodiversity loss and visitor impact on the environment.  

· Visitor education and interpretation, including the need for interpretive tools to authentically reflect 
Aboriginal perspectives and the importance of visitors being aware of their responsibilities when 
entering culturally sensitive areas. Visitors should leave with a deeper understanding of the cultural 
and ecological significance of the landscape.  

Engagement with Tasmanian Aboriginal people will be ongoing as the Proposal progresses.  
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4.4 Stakeholder engagement and public consultation 

Stakeholder engagement and public consultation will continue during the development and 
implementation of the Proposal. A webpage has been created for the Next Iconic Walk and is regularly 
updated as the Proposal progresses, offering the option for people to register to be notified of updates9. 
To date, approximately 500 people have subscribed online to receive email updates on the Next Iconic 
Walk. 

This draft EIS will be placed on a 4-week public exhibition as part of the Level 3 RAA. This is in addition to 
the 14-day statutory process pursuant to the requirements of section 57 of the Land Use Planning and 
Approvals Act 1993 during the planning permit stage. The EIS will not be finalised until the non-statutory 
public exhibition process during the RAA stage has occurred and all submissions have been considered. 

4.5 Submissions report 

A Submissions Report detailing responses to the issues raised through the non-statutory public exhibition 
period (Level 3 RAA) will be prepared and provided in subsequent revisions of this EIS.  

 

9 https://parks.tas.gov.au/be-involved/projects-and-programs/next-iconic-walk/project-updates  
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5 Land use development 
assessment 

Local, State and Commonwealth legislation and policies that are applicable to the Proposal are considered 
below (Sections 5.1 to 5.11). Given the location and type of land use and development proposed, a number 
of different Acts and authorities are involved in the assessment of the Proposal.  

The Proposal is largely located within reserved land owned by the Crown and managed by PWS under the 
National Parks and Reserves Management Act 2002 (Tas) (NPRM Act). The components of the Proposal 
located on reserved land are subject to the Reserve Activity Assessment (RAA) process. The aspects of 
the Proposal that are not located within reserved land are described for completeness but are not subject 
to assessment by PWS.  

In addition to the RAA process, the Proposal will require assessment and approval under several statutory 
processes. PWS has elected to refer the Proposal to the federal Department of Climate Change, Energy, 
the Environment and Water for assessment under the Environment Protection and Biodiversity 
Conservation Act 1999 due to proximity to the TWWHA. The Proposal also requires assessment against 
the Tasmanian Planning Scheme – West Coast pursuant to the Land Use Planning and Approvals Act 1993. 
The West Coast Council is the relevant authority for assessment of a planning permit application. 
Additional approvals are also required such as building and plumbing permits, as the Proposal progresses. 

5.1 Land tenure and reserves 

The Proposal is located near the Tyndall Range, between Rosebery and Queenstown in the west coast 
region of Tasmania (Figure 1-1). The proposed route for the walking track extends from the Lake Spicer 
Track in the north to the Lake Margaret Power Station in the south (see Section 2.2.1).  

The Proposal is located across four parcels of land, none of which have Certificates of Title or Property 
IDs. All land parcels are under the authority of either PWS or Hydro Tasmania.  

The walking track passes through a regional reserve (Tyndall Regional Reserve) and a conservation area 
(Lake Beatrice Conservation Area). The Proposal is located approximately 6 km west of the TWWHA.  

An assessment of the Proposal against the objectives for management of reserves provided in Schedule 1 
of the NPRM Act is included below in Section 5.2.  

A summary of the land tenure and reserves is provided in Table 5-1. Land tenure is shown in Figure 5-1 and 
reserves are shown in Figure 5-2. 

Table 5-1 Summary of land tenure and reserves 

Proposal features Authority Reserve 

Lake Spicer Track (trailhead), northern service and construction 
depot, the majority of the track, accommodation node (night 2) 

PWS Regional reserve (Tyndall Regional 
Reserve) 



 

49 Next Iconic Walk | Environmental Impact Statement era-advisory.com.au 

Proposal features Authority Reserve 

Accommodation node (night 1), Lake Huntley (and other lakes), 
sections of track 

PWS Conservation area (Lake Beatrice 
Conservation Area) 

Series of lakes – Lake Monica, Lake Myra, Lake Magdala, Lake 
Martha, Lake Mary and other lakes  

Hydro 
Tasmania 

N/A 

Lake Margaret, Lake Margaret Power Station and hydro-electric 
infrastructure, end of walk facilities  

Hydro 
Tasmania 

N/A 

Southern service and construction depot NRE Tas N/A 
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5.2 National Parks and Reserves Management Act 2002 

There is no relevant reserve management plan for the regional reserve and conservation area that the 
Proposal is in. Accordingly, the objectives for management of reserves provided in Schedule 1 of the 
NPRM Act are relevant to the assessment (Table 5-2 and Table 5-3). 

Table 5-2 Conservation area objectives assessment 

Conservation area objective Proposal response 

(a) to conserve natural biological 
diversity 

The design and siting of the Proposal included preliminary advice from 
several specialists, including on ecological and biological values. 

Section 6.2 assesses potential natural biological diversity impacts 
associated with the Proposal. 

The natural values assessment can be found at Appendix G. An aquatic 
ecology report is provided in Appendix V. The Proposal is consistent with 
the conservation of natural biological diversity. The Proposal allows this 
objective to continue to be met for the reserve(s). 

(b) to conserve geological diversity The design and siting of the Proposal included preliminary advice from 
several specialists, including on geological and geoconservation values.  

Section 6.2 assesses potential geological diversity impacts associated 
with the Proposal. 

Information on geoconservation and geology is provided in Appendix F.  

Also available is a geotechnical report and Landslip Hazard Assessment 
report prepared for the Proposal. These are provided in Appendix Z and 
Appendix AA, respectively. 

The Proposal is consistent with the conservation of geological diversity. 
The Proposal allows this objective to continue to be met for the reserve(s). 

(c) to preserve the quality of water and 
protect catchments 

The design and siting of the Proposal included preliminary advice from 
several specialists, including on the preservation of the quality of water 
and the protection of catchments.  

Sections 6.2 and 6.12 assess potential impacts to water quality associated 
with the Proposal.   

The Proposal allows this objective to continue to be met for the reserve(s). 

(d) to conserve sites or areas of 
cultural significance 

Preliminary advice was sought from CHMA in relation to Aboriginal cultural 
heritage and to historic heritage to ensure the Proposal is not located in 
or will not affect areas of cultural significance. Details of these 
assessments can be found in Appendix D and Appendix E, with the 
potential impacts of the Proposal on Aboriginal and historical heritage 
provided in Section 6.1 and 6.6.4, respectively. 

The Proposal will not affect sites or areas of cultural significance. The 
Proposal allows this objective to continue to be met for the reserve(s). 

(e) to provide for the controlled use of 
natural resources including special 
species timber harvesting, and 
including as an adjunct to utilisation 
of marine resources 

The Proposal allows this objective to continue to be met for the reserve(s). 

(f) to provide for exploration activities 
and utilisation of mineral resources 

The Proposal does not affect existing mining leases. There are three 
current exploration licences that are affected by this Proposal: 
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Conservation area objective Proposal response 

· EL28/2001 Category 1 Exploration Licence (18 km2), which was granted 
in June 2002 and expired in May 2025.  

· EL16/2018 Category 1 Exploration Licence (97 km2), which was granted 
in December 2019 and expired in December 2024. This licence is 
currently pending renewal. 

· EL16/2016 Category 1 Exploration Licence (34 km2), which was granted 
in April 2017 and expired in April 2024, but currently pending renewal. 

Given the size of the licences and the size of the Mt Read SPZ, the 
Proposal will not preclude exploration activities and the utilisation of 
mineral resources and therefore allows this objective to continue to be 
met for the reserve(s). 

(g) to provide for the taking, on an 
ecologically sustainable basis, of 
designated game species for 
commercial or private purposes, or 
both 

PWS has advised that the Proposal Site is not suitable for the taking of 
game and therefore is not used for this purpose either on a commercial 
basis or for private purposes.  

The Proposal will not affect the attainment of this objective. 

(h) to provide for other commercial or 
industrial uses of coastal areas 

The Proposal Site is not in a coastal area. 

The Proposal will not affect the attainment of this objective. 

(i) to encourage education based on 
the purposes of reservation and the 
natural or cultural values of the 
conservation area, or both 

Visitors will be immersed in a west coast experience. Interpretation will 
include Tasmanian Aboriginal culture, and the history and community of 
the west coast region. 

(j) to encourage research, particularly 
that which furthers the purposes of 
reservation 

The Proposal will not affect the attainment of this objective. 

(k) to protect the conservation area 
against, and rehabilitate the 
conservation area following, adverse 
impacts such as those of fire, 
introduced species, diseases and 
soil erosion on the conservation 
area’s natural and cultural values and 
on assets within and adjacent to the 
conservation area 

A framework CEMP and Biosecurity Plan have been developed (Appendix 
B and Appendix H respectively). Following planning and environment 
approvals of the Proposal, detailed Soil and Water Management Plans will 
be prepared. These plans will ensure the protection of the reserve from 
introduced species, diseases and soil erosion. 

(l) to encourage appropriate tourism, 
recreational use and enjoyment 
(including private uses) consistent 
with the conservation of the 
conservation area’s natural and 
cultural values 

A key objective of the Proposal is to provide an immersive, educative 
experience around natural and cultural values. 

(m) to encourage cooperative 
management programs with 
Aboriginal people in areas of 
significance to them in a manner 
consistent with the purposes of 
reservation and the other 
management objectives. 

Ongoing engagement with Tasmanian Aboriginal people has occurred 
throughout the life of the NIW. Feedback has indicated the need for 
ongoing consultation, recognition of Aboriginal cultural values, and the 
development of an Aboriginal Cultural Interpretation Plan for the NIW. 
Further engagement will occur to determine how a cooperative 
management program can be best prepared to meet this management 
objective. 
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Table 5-3 Regional reserve objectives assessment 

Regional reserve objective Proposal response 

(a) to provide for mineral exploration 
activities and utilisation of mineral 
resources 

The Proposal does not affect existing mining leases. There are three 
exploration licences that are affected by this Proposal (all expired, pending 
renewal): 

· EL28/2001 Category 1 Exploration Licence (18 km2)  

· EL16/2018 Category 1 Exploration Licence (97 km2)  

· EL16/2016 Category 1 Exploration Licence (34 km2) 

Given the current status of the licences, the size of the licences and the 
size of the Mt Read SPZ, the Proposal will not preclude exploration 
activities and the utilisation of mineral resources. 

The Proposal allows this objective to continue to be met for the reserve(s). 

(b) to provide for the controlled use of 
other natural resources including 
special species timber harvesting 

The Proposal allows this objective to continue to be met for the reserve(s). 

(c) to conserve natural biological 
diversity 

The design and siting of the Proposal included preliminary advice from 
several specialists, including on ecological and biological values.  

Section 6.2 assesses potential natural biological diversity impacts 
associated with the Proposal. 

The natural values assessment can be found at Appendix G. An aquatic 
ecology report is provided in Appendix V. The Proposal is consistent with 
the conservation of natural biological diversity. The Proposal allows this 
objective to continue to be met for the reserve(s). 

(d) to conserve geological diversity The design and siting of the Proposal included preliminary advice from 
several specialists, including on geological and geoconservation values.  

Section 6.2 assesses potential geological diversity impacts associated 
with the Proposal. 

Information on geoconservation and geology is provided in Appendix F.  

Also available is a geotechnical report and Landslip Hazard Assessment 
report prepared for the Proposal. These are provided in Appendix Z and 
Appendix AA, respectively. 

The Proposal is not inconsistent with the conservation of geological 
diversity. The Proposal allows this objective to continue to be met for the 
reserve(s). 

(e) to preserve the quality of water and 
protect catchments 

The design and siting of the Proposal included preliminary advice from 
several specialists, including on the preservation of the quality of water 
and the protection of catchments.  

Sections 6.2 and 6.12 assess potential impacts to water quality associated 
with the Proposal.   

The Proposal allows this objective to continue to be met for the reserve(s). 

(f) to conserve sites or areas of 
cultural significance 

Preliminary advice was sought from CHMA in relation to Aboriginal cultural 
heritage and historic heritage to ensure the Proposal is not located in or 
will not affect areas of cultural significance. Details of these assessments 
can be found in Appendix B and Appendix E, with the potential impacts of 
the Proposal on Aboriginal and cultural heritage provided in Section 6.1 
and 6.6.4, respectively. 

The Proposal will not affect sites or areas of cultural significance. The 
Proposal allows this objective to continue to be met for the reserve(s). 
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Regional reserve objective Proposal response 

(g) to encourage education based on 
the purposes of reservation and the 
natural or cultural values of the 
regional reserve, or both 

Visitors will be immersed in a west coast experience. Interpretation will 
include a focus on Tasmanian Aboriginal culture, and the history and 
community of the west coast region. 

(h) to encourage research, particularly 
that which furthers the purposes of 
reservation 

The Proposal will not affect the attainment of this objective. 

(i) to protect the regional reserve 
against, and rehabilitate the regional 
reserve following, adverse impacts 
such as those of fire, introduced 
species, diseases and soil erosion 
on the regional reserve’s natural and 
cultural values and on assets within 
and adjacent to the regional reserve 

A framework CEMP and a Biosecurity Plan have been developed 
(Appendix B and Appendix H respectively). Following planning and 
environment approvals of the Proposal, detailed Soil and Water 
Management Plans will also be prepared. These plans will ensure the 
protection of the reserve from introduced species, diseases and soil 
erosion. 

(j) to encourage tourism, recreational 
use and enjoyment consistent with 
the conservation of the regional 
reserve’s natural and cultural values 

A key objective of the Proposal is to provide an immersive, educative 
experience around natural and cultural values. 

(k) to encourage cooperative 
management programs with 
Aboriginal people in areas of 
significance to them in a manner 
consistent with the purposes of 
reservation and the other 
management objectives 

Engagement with Tasmanian Aboriginal people has occurred throughout 
the life of the Proposal. Feedback has indicated the need for ongoing 
consultation, recognition of Aboriginal cultural values, and the 
development of an Aboriginal Cultural Interpretation Plan for the NIW. 
Further engagement will occur to determine how a cooperative 
management program can be best prepared to meet this management 
objective. 

(l) to provide for the taking, on an 
ecologically sustainable basis and 
where appropriate, of designated 
game species for commercial or 
private purposes, or both 

PWS has advised that the Proposal Site is not suitable for the taking of 
game and therefore is not used for this purpose either on a commercial 
basis or for private purposes.  

The Proposal will not affect the attainment of this objective. 

5.2.1 Objectives of Resource Management and Planning System 

The Resource Management and Planning System (RMPS) is a framework of legislation, policies, plans and 
strategies governing land use and development in Tasmania. The aim of the RMPS is to achieve 
sustainable outcomes for Tasmania’s natural and physical resources. An assessment of the Proposal 
against the RMPS objectives is provided in Table 5-4 below. 

Table 5-4 Assessment against objectives of RMPS 

RMPS objective Proposal response 

(a) to promote the sustainable 
development of natural and physical 
resources and the maintenance of 
ecological processes and genetic 
diversity 

The design and siting of the Proposal included preliminary advice from 
several specialists, including on ecological values, geoconservation values, 
waste management, and proximity to waterways and water bodies. 
Similarly, key hut design considerations included renewable energy 
options and access to direct sunlight all year round.  

The Proposal has been designed to be sustainable and maintain ecological 
processes and genetic diversity. 



 

56 Next Iconic Walk | Environmental Impact Statement era-advisory.com.au 

RMPS objective Proposal response 

(b) to provide for the fair, orderly and 
sustainable use and development of 
air, land and water 

The Proposal Site is not in a national park and is approximately 6 km from 
the TWWHA at the closest point. Notwithstanding the wilderness nature of 
the Proposal Site, the Proposal is in proximity to transmission lines, Henty 
Gold Mine, a power station and mining exploration licences. The Proposal 
is an appropriate use located between the TWWHA and significant 
infrastructure, demonstrating fair and orderly use and development. As 
identified in response to subclause (a) above, the Proposal has been sited 
and designed to be sustainable. 

(c) to encourage public involvement in 
resource management and planning 

PWS has undertaken extensive consultation with stakeholders, including 
seeking out ideas for the location of the Next Iconic Walk and providing 
opportunities for the public to attend information sessions in Ulverstone, 
Queenstown, Hobart and Launceston. This engagement has directly 
informed the Proposal.  

The Proposal will be placed on public exhibition for 4 weeks during the 
RAA process and 14 days during the planning application process with 
West Coast Council. 

Additional opportunities for public comment, such as through the public 
works approval process, will be available. 

See Section 4 for details of the opportunities for public involvement. The 
process for the location, design and approval of the Proposal encourages 
public involvement. 

(d) to facilitate economic development 
in accordance with the objectives 
set out in paragraphs (a), (b) and (c) 

The Tyndall Range region was selected as the location for the Next Iconic 
Walk from a total of 35 locations considered across Tasmania. The 
selection process was based on visitor, environmental, community and 
operational considerations. The Proposal provides an opportunity for the 
walk to be operated out of Queenstown, presenting socio-economic 
opportunities for the west coast region, which experiences significantly 
less visitation from tourists than southern Tasmania (see Section 6.13). 

The Tasmanian Government committed $20 million to developing the Next 
Iconic Walk in the 2018 State election and an additional $20 million in 2021 
for a total investment of $40 million for development of the Proposal. 

The Proposal will facilitate economic development while being consistent 
with (a), (b) and (c) above. 

(e) to promote the sharing of 
responsibility for resource 
management and planning between 
the different spheres of 
Government, the community and 
industry in the State. 

The Proposal represents a process of shared responsibility between State 
government and local government. This objective is met. 

5.3 Crown land 

Landowner consent, pursuant to section 52(1)(B) of the LUPA Act, from the Crown will need to be obtained 
for the planning permit application to be made valid (both for reserved land and unallocated Crown land). 
The Proposal is also located on land managed by Hydro Tasmania and the southern service and 
construction depot is located on unallocated Crown land; declaration of notification of the making of the 
planning application will be required pursuant to s52 of the LUPA Act.  
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5.4 Future potential production forest 

The Proposal is not on future potential production forest land. The nearest future potential production 
forest land is located approximately 1.5 km south-west of the Lake Spicer Track.   

5.5 Mining leases and exploration licences 

The Proposal is located within the Mt Read SPZ, identified under the Mining (Strategic Prospectivity 
Zones) Act 1993 as an area of high mineral prospectivity. No existing mining leases are impacted by the 
Proposal. Nearby mining activities include Henty Gold Prospect (approximately 650 m west of the Lake 
Spicer Track) and Mt Lyell Mine (approximately 3.5 km south-east of the Lake Margaret Power Station) 
(Figure 5-3). 

The Proposal intersects with a number of exploration licences, outlined below and shown in Figure 5-3: 

· EL28/2001 Category 1 Exploration Licence (18 km2) 

· Unity Mining Pty Ltd 

· Grant date: June 2002 

· Expiry date: May 2025 (expired, pending renewal) 

· EL16/2018 Category 1 Exploration Licence (97 km2) 

· Georgina Resources Pty Ltd 

· Grant date: December 2019 

· Expiry date: December 2024 (expired, pending renewal) 

· EL11/2016 Category 1 Exploration Licence (34 km2) 

· Moina Gold Pty Ltd 

· Grant date: April 2017 

· Expiry date: April 2024 (expired, pending renewal) 

The potential for additional exploration and mining operations has been assessed by the Proponent as a 
risk to the Proposal. As it currently stands, the above listed exploration licences have all expired. The 
Proponent deems the risk of further exploration as acceptable and believes some form of compromise 
could be reached should the need arise to undertake any further exploration works in the direct vicinity of 
the impact footprint. The development of a mine in the vicinity of the Proposal would significantly impact 
the Proposal and would need to be addressed at a higher governmental level should the scenario arise. 
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5.6 Mining (Strategic Prospectivity Zones) Act 1993 

The Mining (Strategic Prospectivity Zones) Act 1993 recognises the high mineral prospectivity of many 
areas of Tasmania. The Proposal is in the Mt Read SPZ. The zone is 7,185 km2 (718,500 ha), stretching south 
from Macquarie Harbour, north to the edge of Ulverstone and Burnie, west to Waratah and east to 
Deloraine. The Mt Read SPZ covers a significant portion of Tasmania including entire towns such as 
Deloraine, Tullah, Rosebery and Sheffield. 

The Proposal Site does not affect any mining leases. The Proposal is between the TWWHA (approximately 
6 km to the east) and significant infrastructure to the west and south such as transmission lines, mines, 
power station and the Lyell Highway. Given the size of the Mt Read SPZ and the Proposal Site’s location 
between the TWWHA and the other infrastructure, the Proposal is considered to be an appropriate use in 
the Mt Read SPZ. 

The Proposal creates a potential management conflict for future mining exploration within, or near, the 
Proposal Site. Any conflicts would need to be considered and managed on a case-by-case basis to ensure 
the Proposal remains consistent with the reserve management objectives, including to provide for 
exploration activities and utilisation of mineral resources. 

The PWS has had ongoing discussions with Mineral Resources Tasmania and the Tasmanian Mineral and 
Energy Council as the Proposal has developed regarding the management and long-term operation of the 
walk in relation to continued mineral exploration in the area. Both parties have discussed the desire for a 
cooperative model of management where both the operation of the NIW and mineral exploration activities 
can co-exist in the area. 

5.7 Timber harvesting 

The Proposal is not located on land managed by Sustainable Timber Tasmania and is not affected by 
permanent timber production zone land. The nearest permanent timber production zone land is 
approximately 600 m south-west of the Lake Spicer Track. 

5.8 Recreation 

Recreational activities near the Proposal Site include four-wheel driving, fishing, hiking and rock climbing.  

The Lake Spicer Track is an existing 4WD track and passes near Lake Plimsoll and Lake Rolleston. Lake 
Rolleston is stocked with brook trout and provides an opportunity for remote fishing (PWS, 2023).  

Existing walking tracks are the Mount Tyndall Track (accessed from Anthony Road) and Mount Geike Track 
(accessed from Lake Margaret Power Station) (PWS, 2020). There are two walkers’ huts in the area, north 
of Lake Rolleston and the Rolleston Walkers’ Hut (PWS, 2020). Rock climbing occurs on Mount Tyndall and 
surrounding Lake Huntley.  

Visitation in the Tyndall Range was estimated to be 1,420 walkers in the 12 months ending June 2024, an 
increase of 30% since 2022-23. Walker numbers have increased approximately 78% since counting began 
in the Tyndall Range (via a pedestrian counter) in 2020-2021 (PWS, 2024). The increase in numbers is 
understood to be a result of several factors, including the increased profile and awareness due to this 
Proposal, together with the increased promotion of the Ables (Tasmanian Mountains over 1100 m), and 
inclusion of the Tyndall Range with Lake Huntley in a 2021 rock climbing guidebook. Furthermore, there 
has also been a change in participation trends with more remote and harder to access walks increasing in 
popularity through increased information through social media, walking and travel blogs, and bushwalking 
and trail-based apps with GPS mapping capabilities.  
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5.9 Tasmanian Wilderness World Heritage Area 

The TWWHA is recognised as both a World Heritage property and a National Heritage place and is located 
approximately 6 km from the closest point of the Proposal. The primary difference between the National 
and World Heritage lists is a question of threshold (DCCEEW, 2022). The World Heritage List is a list of 
places that are important to all the peoples of the world. The places on this list have special universal 
values above and beyond the values they hold for a particular nation. The National Heritage List is 
Australia’s list of natural, historic and Indigenous places of outstanding significance to the nation. A place 
may have natural, Indigenous or historic values, or a combination of all three. 

World Heritage properties are recognised as being exceptional or superlative on a global scale. To be 
considered of Outstanding Universal Value, a property needs to: 

· Meet one or more of 10 criteria 

· Meet the conditions of integrity 

· If a cultural property, meet the conditions of authenticity 

· Have an adequate system of protection and management to safeguard its future. 

The TWWHA fulfils seven of the 10 possible criteria to be a World Heritage property. A retrospective State 
of Outstanding Universal Value for the TWWHA was adopted in September 2023. Due to the distance of 
the Proposal from the TWWHA, there will be no effect on geology, biological or ecological values of the 
TWWHA. Helicopter mobilisations will follow set flight paths and adhere to the fly neighbourly advice for 
the TWWHA. The preferred mobilisation route will be from Launceston or Latrobe which does not overfly 
the TWWHA. However, if mobilisation is required from Hobart, the flight path will follow the Lyell Highway 
road corridor which has a lower wilderness quality rating. Careful consideration of the siting of the 
Proposal was given to ensure it was not visible from the TWWHA (Appendix R), thereby maintaining natural 
beauty and landscape values.  

Due to the Proposal’s proximity to the TWWHA, PWS have elected to refer it to the federal Department of 
Climate Change, Energy, the Environment and Water for assessment under the EPBC Act. The referral will 
follow the conclusion of the draft EIS 4-week public consultation period. 

5.10 Tasmanian Planning Policies 

There are currently no Tasmanian Planning Policies (TPPs) in effect. Draft TPPs have been prepared and 
are currently subject to assessment by the Tasmanian Planning Commission. 

As there are likely to be changes because of the Tasmanian Planning Commission’s assessment, these are 
not considered relevant. Notwithstanding, the TPPs are unlikely to raise any issue that has not already 
been raised through the Terms of Reference. 

5.10.1 State Policies 

The State Policies relevant to the Proposal are the State Policy on Water Quality Management 1997 and 
the National Environment Protection Measures.  

5.10.1.1 State Policy on Water Quality Management 

Sections 1.7.7 and 6.12 cover assessment against the State Policy on Water Quality Management 1997. 

5.10.1.2 National Environment Protection Measures 

Current NEPMs include: 

· Air Toxics NEPM 
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· Ambient Air Quality NEPM 

· Assessment of Site Contamination NEPM 

· Diesel Vehicle Emissions NEPM 

· Movement of Controlled Waste between States and Territories NEPM 

· National Pollutant Inventory NEPM 

· Used Packaging Materials NEPM. 

Given the Proposal is a walking track and visitor accommodation designed to minimise environmental 
impacts, it is considered that none of the NEPMs will be triggered by the Proposal. 

5.11 Tasmanian Planning Scheme – West Coast 

The relevant planning scheme is the Tasmanian Planning Scheme – West Coast (the planning scheme). The 
elements of the Proposal that are subject to the RAA process are entirely within the Environmental 
Management zone. 

5.11.1 Zoning and overlays 

The walk, including works on the Lake Spicer Track, the Lake Huntley and Lake Mary accommodation 
nodes, two of the three shelters and most of the track, will be in the Environmental Management zone. The 
section of the track and the Pipeline Shelter located on Hydro Tasmania land will be in the Rural zone. The 
Lake Margaret Power Station that the trail may cross is in the Utilities zone, and the Lake Margaret Village 
where the walk finishes is in the Rural zone (Figure 5-4).  

The entire Proposal Site is identified as being within a bushfire-prone area. 

The following overlays apply partially as shown in Figure 5-5 below: 

· Priority vegetation area 

· Low and medium landslip hazard band 

· Electricity transmission corridor 

· Waterway and coastal protection area. 

5.11.2 Applicable codes 

The following codes may apply and are therefore considered in this assessment (see Section 5.11.7 below). 

· C1.0 Signs Code 

· C2.0. Parking and Sustainable Transport Code 

· C3.0 Road and Railway Assets Code 

· C4.0 Electricity Transmission Infrastructure Protection Code 

· C7.0 Natural Assets Code 

· C13.0 Bushfire-Prone Areas Code 

· C15.0 Landslip Hazard Code. 

5.11.3 Specific area plan 

There are no specific area plans or site-specific qualifications that apply to the Proposal Site. 
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5.11.4 Use status 

Table 5.5 outlines the uses that the Proposal will comprise.   

Table 5-5 Use classifications 

Proposed 
development 

Use class Definition Use status 

Lake Spicer 
Track works 

Minor utilities10 Means use of land for utilities for local 
distribution or reticulation of services 
and associated infrastructure such as a 
footpath, cycle path, stormwater channel, 
water and sewer pipes, retention basin, 
telecommunication lines, gas pipelines or 
electricity substations and powerlines up 
to but not exceeding 110 kV. 

Environmental Management zone  

Permitted if an authority under the 
National Parks and Reserves 
Management Regulations 2019 is 
granted by the Managing 
Authority, or approved by the 
Director-General of Lands under 
the Crown Lands Act 1976. 

Lake Spicer 
Gateway 

Passive 
recreation 

Means use of land for informal leisure 
and recreation activities principally 
conducted in the open. Examples include 
public parks, gardens and playgrounds, 
and foreshore and riparian reserves. 

Environmental Management zone 

No permit required 

 

Walking track  Passive 
recreation 

Means use of land for informal leisure 
and recreation activities principally 
conducted in the open. Examples include 
public parks, gardens and playgrounds, 
and foreshore and riparian reserves. 

Environmental Management zone 

No permit required 
 

Rural zone 

No permit required 
 

Utilities zone 

No permit required 

Accommodation 
nodes 

Visitor 
accommodation 

Means use of land for providing short- or 
medium-term accommodation for 
persons away from their normal place of 
residence on a commercial basis or 
otherwise available to the general public 
at no cost. Examples include a 
backpacker hostel, camping and caravan 
park, holiday cabin, motel, overnight 
camping area, residential hotel and 
serviced apartment complex. 

Environmental Management zone 

Permitted if an authority under the 
National Parks and Reserves 
Management Regulations 2019 is 
granted by the Managing 
Authority, or approved by the 
Director-General of Lands under 
the Crown Lands Act 1976. 

Shelters Passive 
recreation 

Means use of land for informal leisure 
and recreation activities principally 
conducted in the open. Examples include 
public parks, gardens and playgrounds, 
and foreshore and riparian reserves. 

Environmental Management zone 

No permit required 
 

Rural zone 

No permit required 

 

10 The Lake Spicer Track works may also be considered by the Planning Authority to be more appropriately classed as passive recreation, as use is 
directly associated with and a subservient part of the walking track use which is on the same site and therefore must be categorised into the same 
Use Class. Regardless, both uses are either permitted or no permit required. 
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Proposed 
development 

Use class Definition Use status 

End of walk 
facilities 

Natural and 
cultural values 
management11 

Means use of land to protect, conserve 
or manage ecological systems, habitat, 
species, cultural sites or landscapes and 
may include track work and maintenance, 
park management outbuildings and 
offices, park entry signs, visitor 
information signs, information and 
interpretation booths. 

Rural zone 

No permit required 

Service and 
construction 
depot sites 

Natural and 
cultural values 
management 

Means use of land to protect, conserve 
or manage ecological systems, habitat, 
species, cultural sites or landscapes and 
may include track work and maintenance, 
park management outbuildings and 
offices, park entry signs, visitor 
information signs, information and 
interpretation booths. 

Environmental Management zone 

Applicable to the north depot 

No permit required 
 

Rural zone 

Applicable to the south depot 

No permit required 

 

11 The end of walk facilities proposed in the Lake Margaret Village have not yet been determined (these do not form part of the RAA). Depending on the 
extent of the use and development proposed, the end of walk facilities may be classed in the passive recreation use class as the facilities are 
directly associated with, and a subservient part of, the walking track use which is on the same site and therefore must be categorised into the same 
Use Class in accordance with clause 6.2.2.  
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5.11.5 Use standards 

On completion of the RAA, the Director of National Parks and Wildlife will make a decision under s.30 of 
the NPRM Act as to whether or not to approve the Proposal, and if approved, with what conditions. If the 
Director approves the Proposal, the EIS will be published along with the Director’s decision and statement 
of reasons.  

As PWS are the Proponent of the Proposal, the management functions under s.30 of the NPRM Act are 
relied upon, unlike for a private proponent when an authority would be issued pursuant to regulation 28 of 
the National Parks and Reserves Management Regulations 2019. PWS have advised that the final EIS with 
the decision and statement of reasons will constitute an authority for this Proposal.  

The Tasmanian Planning Scheme – West Coast requires an authority granted by the Managing Authority 
under the National Parks and Reserve Management Regulations 2019 for the development to meet the 
acceptable solution for specific use and development standards.  

Based on the above, and following approval of the RAA by PWS, all use classes proposed are either a 
permitted or a no permit use; and there are no applicable use standards for the Environmental 
Management zone or the Rural zone. Similarly, there are no applicable use standards for the walking track 
that may cross the Utilities zone, as the use standards do not apply to the passive recreation use class. 

5.11.6 Development standards 

As detailed above, the assessment only requires consideration against development standards. These are 
provided in the sections below according to each relevant zone. 

5.11.6.1 Environmental management zone 

As detailed above, following approval of the RAA by PWS, the development will meet the acceptable 
solution for: 

· Clause 23.4.1 A1 – Development area 

· Clause 23.4.2 A1 – Building height 

· Clause 23.4.2 A2 – Building setback 

· Clause 23.4.3 A1 – Exterior finish 

· Clause 23.4.4 A1 – Vegetation management. 

The only remaining clause that is relevant to the Proposal is clause 23.4.2 (A3/P3). The standard relates to 
buildings for a sensitive use being appropriately separated from adjoining land zoned Rural or agricultural. 
The only part of the Proposal that would be considered as potentially being a sensitive use is the 
accommodation nodes. All buildings at the accommodation nodes will be significantly further than 200 m 
from Rural or agricultural zoned land, thereby meeting the permitted standard for this clause. Accordingly, 
the Proposal will satisfy all permitted development standards for the Environmental Management zone. 

5.11.6.2 Rural zone 

The development standards in the Rural zone are limited to: 

· Clause 20.4.1 A1 – Building height must be not more than 12 m. 

· Clause 20.4.2 A1 – Buildings must have a setback from all boundaries of not less than 5 m. 

· Clause 20.4.2 A2 – Buildings for a sensitive use must be separated from an Agriculture Zone a 
distance of not less than 200 m. 
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As described above, any works in the Rural zone that will be associated with the walking trail, Pipeline 
Shelter and end of walk facilities do not form part of the RAA. Notwithstanding, it is anticipated that all 
development will satisfy the permitted standards. 

5.11.6.3 Utilities zone 

The only development in the Utilities zone will be the walking track. All development standards apply to 
buildings, fences and outdoor storage areas. Accordingly, there will be no applicable development 
standards. 

5.11.7 Planning scheme codes 

5.11.7.1 Signs Code 

It is likely that all signs will be exempt from this code pursuant to Clause C1.4.2 of the planning scheme, 
which states that: 

A sign within a building or site that cannot be, or is not intended to be, seen from outside of the building 
or site is exempt from requiring a permit. 

5.11.7.2 Parking and Sustainable Transport Code 

There is no car parking proposed as part of this Proposal. A courtesy bus will drop off and pick up walkers 
and rangers at the start and end of the track. That is, there is no need for car parking to be provided for 
walkers, due to the courtesy bus forming part of the booking and the walk finishing in a different location 
to where it starts.  

Pursuant to Table C2.1 of the planning scheme, there is no requirement for car parking for the passive 
recreation, minor utilities and natural and values management use classes. Visitor accommodation 
requires: 

· one space per self-contained accommodation unit,  

· one space per allocated tent or caravan space, or  

· one space per four beds, whichever is the greater. 

The visitor accommodation therefore requires 16 car parking spaces for each accommodation node 
(which comprises five allocated tent spaces and 11 accommodation units), or 32 car parking spaces in total 
for the Proposal. Given the purpose of the Proposal is to walk, and a booking includes a courtesy bus, the 
Proposal will satisfy the relevant performance criteria under clause 2.5.1 P1.1 that requires that an 
appropriate level of car parking spaces are provided to meet the reasonable needs of the use. 

5.11.7.3 Road and Railway Assets Code 

This code will apply as there will be an increase in movements of vehicles longer than 5.5 m at the vehicle 
crossing from Anthony Road onto the Lake Spicer Track. The planning application will address sight 
distances to ensure they satisfy the code requirements. 

5.11.7.4 Electricity Transmission Infrastructure Protection Code 

This code applies to use or development of land within electricity transmission corridors. 

The end of the walking track near the Lake Margaret Power Station will pass through an electricity 
transmission corridor, including an inner protection area. This section of the walking track is on Hydro land 
and does not form part of the RAA. Once the details of the development and works on Hydro land are 
finalised, advice will be sought from TasNetworks and included where relevant with the planning 
application to Council and the works application to Hydro Tasmania. 
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The south service and construction depot site at the Lake Margaret Power Station is within electricity 
transmission corridors, and within the inner protection area.  

Advice will be sought from the electricity entity and included with the planning application. 

5.11.7.5 Natural Assets Code 

This code applies to development on land in a waterway and coastal protection area, a future coastal 
refugia area and a priority vegetation area in the Environmental Management zone, Utilities zone and Rural 
zone. 

The Proposal includes works in a waterway and coastal protection area, and the clearance of native 
vegetation in a priority vegetation area.  

ECOtas prepared a natural values assessment for the Proposal. The natural values assessment includes an 
assessment against the Natural Assets Code (Appendix G). The following key points are identified: 

· The Proposal will not significantly impact any areas of native vegetation classified as threatened under 
Schedule 3A of the Nature Conservation Act 2002. 

· No part of the Proposal Site is considered to support significant habitat for threatened fauna. 

· The clearance and disturbance of native vegetation will be of limited scale relative to the extent of 
priority vegetation (threatened flora) on the Proposal Site. 

· The Proposal has been designed to minimise impacts to identified natural values through various 
preliminary and ongoing site assessments to design the track and associated elements to respond to 
physical features such as topography, geology and the like while taking account of natural values such 
as populations of threatened flora and occurrences of threatened native vegetation. 

· The Proposal will use best practice design and construction principles meeting a recognised 
Australian Standard for walking tracks in remote areas. 

· Strict hygiene protocols in relation to weed and hygiene management have been recommended and 
will be adhered to. 

· The implementation of a Soil and Water Management Plan and a CEMP that have regard to the 
identified natural values and construction/use requirements is recommended. Appendix S contains the 
Soil and Water Management Plan, and Section 2.4.5 and Appendix B the framework CEMP. 

5.11.7.6 Bushfire-Prone Areas Code 

The proposed development is in a bushfire-prone area with bushfire-prone vegetation surrounding the 
site. This code applies to a vulnerable use, hazardous use or subdivision of land that is within, or partially 
within, a bushfire-prone area. The proposed uses – passive recreation, minor utilities, natural and values 
management, and visitor accommodation – are not considered hazardous or vulnerable uses under the 
bushfire-prone areas code and no subdivision is proposed. As such, the Proposal will trigger bushfire 
requirements under the Director’s Determination at the building permit stage rather than under the 
planning scheme. Notwithstanding, the clearance of vegetation required for bushfire hazard management 
purposes has been included in the natural values and visual impact assessments and has been a key 
consideration during the design process. 

It is noted that due to the location of the Proposal in a remote area which is not easily accessible or 
accessible by vehicle, the design of buildings includes fire safety performance solutions to demonstrate 
compliance with the Director’s Determination. These performance solutions have been prepared by 
Safyre Consulting and endorsed by the Tasmania Fire Service (TFS). 

Refer to the Bushfire Hazard Management Report (Appendix T) prepared by Era and the Fire Engineering 
Report (Appendix U) prepared by Safyre Consulting for further details. 
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5.11.7.7 Landslip Hazard Code 

This code applies to use or development of land in a landslip hazard area identified in the planning 
scheme, or on land identified in a report, that is lodged with an application or required in response to a 
request under section 54 of the Act, as having potential to cause or contribute to a landslip. Landslip 
hazard is discussed in Section 6.4.1, with landslip hazard reports provided in Appendix AA. These reports 
contain recommendations and mitigation measures to minimise the likelihood of triggering a landslip 
event and achieve and maintain a tolerable risk from landslip, which have been incorporated into the EIS.  
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6 Potential impacts and their 
management 

The following sections (Sections 6.1 to 6.13) document the potential impacts and proposed management, 
mitigation, monitoring and reporting for the Proposal. Management and monitoring measures are 
documented separately in each section and collated into summary tables in Section 7 (monitoring and 
review) and Section 8 (management measures). Some management measures are applicable to more than 
one discipline and therefore will be cross-referenced.  

As well as the discipline-specific measures documented in the following sections, there are various 
measures that apply more broadly across all environmental disciplines. These measures are summarised in 
Table 6-1 and will be applied to the Proposal in its entirety. 

Table 6-1 Overarching management, mitigation and monitoring measures 

Reference no. Management, mitigation or monitoring measure Phase 

Management and mitigation 

Various MM 1 A Construction Environmental Management Plan (CEMP) capturing all 
relevant construction phase management measures set out in this EIS 
(and any resulting approval conditions) will be prepared and made 
available to the PWS Environmental Assessment Officer prior to the 
commencement of construction. The approved CEMP will be 
implemented throughout construction. Any residual management or 
monitoring measures remaining at the conclusion of construction will be 
transferred to the Operational Environmental Management Plan (OEMP).  

A framework CEMP is provided in Appendix B. 

Construction  

Various MM 2 The OEMP, capturing all relevant operational phase management 
measures as set out in the EIS (and any resulting approval conditions) will 
be prepared and made available to PWS prior to the commencement of 
operation. The OEMP will include an environmental risk assessment and 
risk register, The approved OEMP will be implemented throughout 
operation and will be reviewed and updated (as required) annually.  

A framework OEMP is provided in Appendix C. 

Operation 

Various MM 3 Speed limits will be applied to access roads (e.g. Lake Spicer Track) to 
the Proposal Site. Construction and operational traffic will be restricted 
to daylight hours where practicable. 

Construction / 
Operation 

Various MM 4 Helicopters will use set flight paths and avoid the TWWHA, the Tyndall 
Plateau and known or formalised walking tracks, where possible. Signage 
will be placed at the entrance to the Tyndall Track to notify users of 
potential operations in the area. When required, the helicopters will 
operate in accordance with the fly neighbourly advice for the TWWHA 
and Mount Field National Park. 

Construction / 
Operation 
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Reference no. Management, mitigation or monitoring measure Phase 

Various MM 5 Mandatory briefings will be held for all visitors prior to their walk. Safety 
information is also provided through the booking process. Rangers will 
hold briefings each evening at the accommodation nodes to provide 
relevant updates, including weather conditions, bushfire risk and walk 
information for the next day. The visitor briefings will include the 
following information and education to manage visitor risk and improve 
visitor experience: 

· Weather – visitors will be informed of the weather forecast for the 
walk, including any local warnings, bushwalker alerts and/or 
requirements due to bushfire risks. 

· Exposure and other risks – visitors will be informed of the risks 
identified in the Visitor Risk Control Plan and how to manage 
personal risk. This will include instructions for emergency situations.  

· Gear checks – minimum equipment and clothing required will be 
communicated. Visitors will be required to complete a safety 
checklist that they have all required equipment/clothing. This will be 
checked by PWS staff prior to departure. Equipment will be available 
to hire/purchase at the check-in facilities if visitors do not come 
equipped with appropriate gear.  

· Leave No Trace – visitors will be required to follow the Leave No 
Trace principles (LNT, 2024), including requirements to plan and 
prepare, dispose of waste properly (carry out rubbish), leave what 
you find, avoid loud voices and noises, and respect wildlife. 

· Facilities and etiquette – visitors will be briefed about using the 
accommodation facilities (kitchen, toilets, etc.), and about the location 
of the shelters.   

· Biosecurity education – the requirement to stay on defined tracks 
and use the hygiene stations will be clearly communicated.  

· Interpretation and points of interest. 

Compliance with the visitor requirements will be reinforced through 
information and education. Where necessary, compliance activities will 
be undertaken by trained PWS compliance staff. 

Operation 

Various MM 6 All buildings will comply with relevant codes and standards (including 
bushfire standards). This will include annual assessment of the required 
HMAs. 

Design 

Monitoring 

Various MON 1 Monitoring procedures for environmental controls will be documented in 
the CEMP and implemented during the construction phase. At a 
minimum, these will include: 

· Daily monitoring to ensure all site controls are in place.  

· Daily monitoring of equipment, plant and footwear to ensure 
compliance with weed and hygiene requirements. 

· Monitoring by a suitably qualified person of vegetation removal, to 
ensure that impacts to threatened and endemic flora species are 
minimised. Monitoring of clearance activities will also ensure that the 
construction footprint is kept to a minimum.  

Any non-conformance identified during inspections and audits will be 
documented, investigated and resolved. 

Construction 
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6.1 Aboriginal cultural heritage  

An Aboriginal heritage assessment has been undertaken for the Proposal by Cultural Heritage 
Management Australia (CHMA) (Appendix B). 

6.1.1 Existing conditions 

The engagement and consultation program with Tasmanian Aboriginal people is ongoing. The Proposal 
Site was covered by a detailed field inspection, with the only areas not covered were heavily covered in 
vegetation and not accessible. It was determined that the field survey works for these areas not covered 
will be undertaken when initial vegetation clearing is done, with the findings of this survey to be presented 
in a separate addendum report. The following is a summary from the CHMA report of the key findings: 

· The available ethnographic information indicates that the Proposal Site is situated within the traditional 
lands of the Peternidic clan from the North West Nation. 

· The onsite survey assessment resulted in the recording of two Aboriginal heritage sites. Both sites are 
classified as Occupied Aboriginal rock shelters and correlate with previously recorded Aboriginal sites 
that have already been placed on the Aboriginal Heritage Register (sites AH2379 and AH14132).  

· No Aboriginal heritage sites or suspected cultural heritage features have been identified within the 
footprint of the Proposal and it is assessed that there is a low to very low potential for undetected 
Aboriginal heritage sites to be present. 

· It does not appear that the Tyndall Range and surrounding valleys was utilised by the Peternidic 
people or other North West Nation clans as a main travelling route from the coast through to the 
Northern hinterland and Central Plateau areas. It therefore appears that the development of the 
Proposal will not have any impacts on any known major traditional Aboriginal pathways. 

· There is no evidence in the ethnographic literature to indicate that the Tyndall Range and associated 
peaks, lakes or tarns were features of cultural or spiritual significance to the people of the North West 
Nation.  

· The Tasmanian Aboriginal community consultation undertaken for this project identified the following 
key matters: 

· Employment opportunities for Tasmanian Aboriginal people during the construction phase of the 
Proposal and the operational phase. 

· Capacity building and possible joint venture arrangements for the operation of the walk. 

· Any identified Aboriginal heritage values to be avoided by the proposed development footprint of 
the walk. 

· Any Aboriginal cultural interpretation material is to be developed and delivered by appropriately 
skilled local Tasmanian people. 

· Aboriginal organisations should be consulted and kept informed during future stages of the 
development of the Proposal. 

6.1.2 Performance requirements 

The key legislation and policy relevant to protecting Aboriginal cultural values are: 

· Aboriginal Heritage Act 1975 

· National Parks and Reserves Management Act 2002 

· Tasmanian Reserve Management Code of Practice 2003 (PWS, 2003). 
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The key performance requirement is to avoid impacting Aboriginal heritage sites or Aboriginal cultural 
landscapes. The Proposal will interpret Aboriginal cultural values; the interpretation material and the 
medium that is used is to be developed by Tasmanian Aboriginal people. 

6.1.3 Potential impacts 

There is potential for unanticipated impacts to Aboriginal heritage values during construction (i.e. 
destruction, damage, disfigurement, concealment, uncovering, exposing, excavating or interfering). 
Accordingly, construction must be undertaken in accordance with an Unanticipated Discovery Plan (UDP) 
to minimise the risk of any potential impacts to Aboriginal heritage. 

The establishment of the walk will directly result in increased visitor numbers to the area. This increases 
the risk of potential impacts to the identified Aboriginal heritage and cultural values present in this 
landscape. 

6.1.4 Management, mitigation and monitoring 

The following management, mitigation and monitoring measures are proposed for Aboriginal cultural 
heritage management. 

Table 6-2 Aboriginal cultural heritage management, mitigation and monitoring measures 

Reference no. Management, mitigation or monitoring measure Phase 

Management and mitigation 

Aboriginal cultural 
heritage MM 1 

All construction personnel will be made aware of the UDP and their 
obligations under the Aboriginal Heritage Act 1975. This will be facilitated 
through the implementation of a Cultural Heritage Awareness induction 
for contractors. A copy of the UDP will be kept on site during all ground 
disturbance and construction work. 

Pre-construction / 
Construction / 
Operation 

Aboriginal cultural 
heritage MM 2 

A detailed Aboriginal Cultural Interpretation Plan will be developed for 
the Proposal. At a minimum, the interpretation plan will address the 
cultural information appropriate to present for the area, what the most 
appropriate forms of delivery are, and the appropriate location/s.  

The interpretation plan will be developed in consultation with the 
Tasmanian Aboriginal community. Community members with suitable 
skills and experience will be engaged to assist with the development and 
implementation of the plan. 

Operation 

Aboriginal cultural 
heritage MM 3 

All PWS staff and tourism operators who undertake regular management, 
research or other activities associated with the Proposal will complete 
the Aboriginal Heritage Awareness Training (AHAT) modules that have 
been developed by Aboriginal Heritage Tasmania. 

Pre-construction / 
Construction / 
Operation 

Aboriginal cultural 
heritage MM 4 

Areas proposed for development for the NIW that were inaccessible 
during the Aboriginal cultural heritage survey will be surveyed when 
initial vegetation clearing has been completed. The results of the survey 
will be presented in a separate Aboriginal Cultural Heritage Assessment 
Report.  

Pre-construction / 
Construction 

Monitoring 

Aboriginal cultural 
heritage MON 1 

There will be periodic auditing of identified Aboriginal cultural values to 
ensure that the PWS can respond to any emerging issues and threats to 
the values in a timely manner. The monitoring program will be developed 

Operation 
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Reference no. Management, mitigation or monitoring measure Phase 

by the PWS post-approval in conjunction with Aboriginal Heritage 
Tasmania and will involve Aboriginal heritage specialists where required. 

6.1.5 Net impacts 

The Proposal has been located and designed to avoid Aboriginal cultural sites. The opportunities for the 
sensitive and appropriate interpretation of Aboriginal cultural values are considered to be an important 
element of the experience. 

6.2 Biodiversity and natural values 

A natural values assessment was undertaken by Environmental Consulting Options Tasmania (ECOtas) 
(ECOtas, 2025) (Appendix F). The natural values assessment summarises the results of previous 
assessments undertaken to inform the development of the Proposal from 2019 to 2024 (ECOtas, 2019), as 
well as the results from the desktop review and field surveys undertaken for the current design.  

6.2.1 Existing conditions 

6.2.1.1 Vegetation communities 

Vegetation community surveying and mapping was undertaken in accordance with the methods outlined 
in Guidelines for Natural Values Surveys – Terrestrial Development Proposals (NRE Tas, 2021). This method 
includes taking existing TASVEG 4.0 mapping for an area and further refining it through both aerial 
imagery comparisons and on-ground surveys. The field survey highlighted several differences between 
the existing TASVEG 4.0 mapping and the revised mapping undertaken for the Proposal.  

The Proposal Site predominantly comprises native vegetation communities in very good condition. The 
natural values assessment identified 20 different mapping units under TASVEG 4.0, including 16 native 
vegetation communities, two non-native mapping units, and two other natural environments (waterbodies 
and areas of rock).  

The 16 native vegetation communities can be broadly grouped as follows: 

· Highland treeless vegetation – comprising the western alpine heathland (HHW) vegetation community. 
This community occurs in small areas associated with exposed rocky outcrops, or the top of knolls 
(e.g. Chin Lookout and Huntley Lookout).  

· Moorland, sedgeland and rushland – comprising buttongrass moorland with emergent shrubs (MBS), 
and western buttongrass moorland (MBW). The MBS community is one of the dominant vegetation 
communities within the Proposal Site.  

· Non-eucalypt forest and woodland – comprising Leptospermum forest (NLE) and Leptospermum 
scoparium – Acacia mucronata forest (NLA). These communities occur in the southern areas of the 
Proposal Site near the Lake Margaret Power Station.  

· Rainforest and related scrub – comprising Nothofagus gunnii rainforest scrub (RFS), Athrotaxis 
selaginoides – Nothofagus gunnii short rainforest (RKF), Athrotaxis selaginoides rainforest (RKP), 
Athrotaxis seaginoides Nothofagus – Leptospermum short rainforest (RML), Nothofagus - Phyllocladus 
short rainforest (RMS), and Nothofagus – Atherosperma rainforest (RMT). The RML community is the 
dominant rainforest community within the Proposal Site.  

· Scrub, heathland and coastal complexes – comprising Leptospermum with rainforest scrub (SRF), 
western subalpine scrub (SSW), and western wet scrub (SWW). The SWW community is the dominant 
scrub community within the Proposal Site.  
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· Wet eucalypt forest and woodland – comprising Eucalyptus nitida forest over Leptospermum (WNL) 
and Eucalyptus nitida forest over rainforest (WNR).  

Two of the TASVEG mapping units, Athrotaxis selaginoides – Nothofagus gunnii short rainforest (RKF) and 
Athrotaxis selaginoides rainforest (RKP), are listed as threatened under Schedule 3A of the Tasmanian 
Nature Conservation Act 2002 (NCA Act). Within the Proposal Site, these communities are localised to the 
southern margin of Anthony River.  

No other TASVEG mapping units equate to a threatened native vegetation communities listed under the 
NCA Act. None of the communities are listed as threatened ecological communities listed under the EPBC 
Act. The Athrotaxis selaginoides subalpine scrub (RKS) threatened native vegetation community (noted in 
the Terms of Reference as potentially impacted by the Proposal) is mapped in the broader area but was 
not recorded by the field surveys.  

The non-native mapping units within the Proposal Site included permanent easements (FPE) and extra-
urban miscellaneous (FUM). The FPE unit is mapped along the pipeline easement between Lake Margaret 
and the Lake Margaret Power Station, where vegetation is regularly slashed for infrastructure 
management. The FUM unit occurs surrounding the Lake Margaret Power Station and access road.  

As outlined above, the other two natural environments are water, sea (OAQ) associated with the numerous 
lakes within the Proposal Site, and lichen lithosere (ORO) associated with rock outcrops and larger glacial 
erratic rocks.  
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6.2.1.2 Threatened flora 

The desktop review undertaken for the natural values assessment identified five threatened flora species 
under the Tasmanian Threatened Species Protection Act 1995 (TSP Act) that have been previously 
recorded within five kilometres of the Proposal Site: 

· Luzula atrata (slender woodrush) (TSP Act rare) 

· Pimelea milliganii (silver riceflower) (TSP Act rare) 

· Persoonia muelleri subsp. angustifolia (narrowleaf geebung) (TSP Act rare) 

· Orites milliganii (toothed orites) (TSP Act rare) 

· Planocarpa sulcata (grooved cheeseberry) (TSP Act rare). 

Two of the above species, Orites milliganii and Planocarpa sulcata, were detected during the field survey. 
These species were recorded in several locations throughout the Proposal Site, in varying densities 
(Figure 6-2 and Figure 6-3).  

No threatened flora species protected under the EPBC Act were recorded by the natural values 
assessment or identified in the database searches.  

6.2.1.3 Conservation-significant and paleoendemic flora 

Parts of the west coast region, including some of the Tyndall Range, are recognised as being 
conservation-significant examples of Tasmanian alpine vegetation, with unburned alpine zones (ECOtas, 
2025). The natural values assessment identified a high proportion (approximately 48%) of endemic flora 
species in the Proposal Site, with several species considered to be paleoendemic12 flora, including:  

· Agastachys odorata (fragrant candlebush) 

· Anodopetalum biglandulosum (horizontal) 

· Archeria serpyllifolia (thyme summit-heath) 

· Athrotaxis selaginoides (King Billy pine) 

· Blandfordia punicea (Christmas bells) 

· Campynema lineare (green mountain lily) 

· Cenarrhenes nitida (native plum)  

· Diselma archeri (dwarf pine) 

· Isophysis tasmanica (Tasmanian purplestar) 

· Microcachrys tetragona (creeping pine) 

· Nothofagus gunnii (deciduous beech) 

· Orites diversifolius (variable orites) 

· Orites milliganii (toothed orites) (TSP Act rare) 

· Orites revolutus (revolute orites) 

· Planocarpa sulcata (grooved cheeseberry) (TSP Act rare). 

 

12 Means species of ancient origins, which are currently geographically restricted but probably were more widespread in the past. 
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6.2.1.4 Threatened fauna 

Through the desktop review and field survey, ECOtas identified the potential for the Proposal Site to 
support the following threatened fauna species: 

· Tasmanian devil (Sarcophilus harrisii) (TSP Act endangered / EPBC Act Endangered) 

· Spotted-tailed quoll (Dasyurus maculatus ssp. maculatus) (TSP Act rare / EPBC Act Vulnerable) 

· Eastern quoll (Dasyurus viverrinus) (EPBC Act Endangered) 

· Tasmanian wedge-tailed eagle (Aquila audax ssp. fleayi) (TSP Act endangered / EPBC Act Endangered) 

· White-bellied sea eagle (Haliaeetus leucogaster) (TSP Act vulnerable) 

· Boulder cool-skink (Carinascincus microlepidotus) (EPBC Act Endangered) 

· Heath cool-skink (Carinascincus orocryptus) (EPBC Act Endangered). 

While other threatened fauna species have the potential to inhabit the Proposal Site, ECOtas considered 
potential habitat for these species to be marginal (Appendix F).  

No potential habitat for the tussock skink (Pseudemoia pagenstecheri) (TSP Act vulnerable) was recorded 
during the field survey. Potential habitat for this species includes grassland, or grassy woodland, 
dominated by tussock-forming grass species. Based on the absence of known records for this species 
within the Proposal Site and no potential habitat recorded during the field survey, this species is not 
considered further. 

The Proposal Site is within the range of the blue-winged parrot (Neophema chrysostoma) (EPBC Act 
Vulnerable), with potential foraging habitat possibly present. This species may use the Proposal Site 
opportunistically for foraging; however, potential breeding habitat is absent (no hollow-bearing trees). 
Based on the absence of potential breeding habitat and the context of the Proposal in the surrounding 
reserves, this species is not considered further.  

Tasmanian devils and quolls 

The desktop review identified records of the Tasmanian devil, spotted-tailed quoll and eastern quoll within 
5 km of the Proposal Site. The survey method for Tasmanian devils and quolls included assessment of 
potential habitat and detection of tracks, scats and other signs. Potential foraging habitat for these 
species is widespread throughout the Proposal Site. There is limited potential denning habitat under large 
glacial erratics, but no evidence of denning was observed. Tasmanian devil and spotted-tailed quoll scats 
were identified during the field survey.  

Tasmanian wedge-tailed eagle and white-bellied sea eagle 

High-quality nesting habitat13 for the Tasmanian wedge-tailed eagle is modelled approximately 2 km east 
of the Proposal Site along the Dante Rivulet. As the Proposal Site contains an extensive lake system, there 
is also the potential for the white-bellied sea eagle to use this area for nesting. An aerial nest survey was 
undertaken in February 2024 by two ECOtas staff and a PWS staff member. The survey covered all 
modelled habitat (grid codes 3-8) along and around the Dante Rivulet system. No nests were recorded by 
the survey. There are no known nests for the wedge-tailed eagle or white-bellied sea eagle within 1 km of 
the Proposal Site and very limited suitable nesting habitat (ECOtas, 2025).  

A sighting of a pair of wedge-tailed eagles was recorded at Farquhar Lookout in 2019 as part of a previous 
ECOtas assessment (ECOtas, 2019); this is not considered of significance for a wide-ranging species with 
a large territory. No white-bellied sea eagles have been recorded during the field surveys.  

 

13 Grid code value of 5-6 under the Forest Practices Authority wedge-tailed eagle nesting habitat model, where 0 indicates a low likelihood of finding a 
nest and 8 indicates a very high likelihood.  
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Skink species 

The Proposal Site is within the modelled range for the boulder cool-skink (Carinascincus microlepidotus) 
(EPBC Act Endangered) and the heath cool-skink (Carinascincus orocryptus) (EPBC Act Endangered). The 
field survey recorded potential habitat for the boulder cool-skink, with marginal potential habitat for the 
heath cool-skink.   
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6.2.1.5 Comprehensive, adequate and representative (CAR) reserves 

The CAR reserve system is established by the Tasmanian Regional Forest Agreement and comprises land 
that is reserved specifically for conservation purposes, including (but not limited to) formal reserves.  

The CAR reserve system is based on three principles: 

· including the full range of vegetation communities (comprehensive) 

· ensuring the level of reservation is large enough to maintain species diversity (adequate) 

· conserving the diversity within each vegetation community, including genetic diversity 
(representative). 

As outlined in Section 6.2.1.3, the Tyndall Range contains paleoendemic flora species and conservation-
significant examples of Tasmanian alpine vegetation (ECOtas, 2025), and is an important part of the CAR 
reserve system. 

6.2.1.6 Geoconservation sites 

A geomorphological assessment has been undertaken for the Proposal Site and is provided in Appendix F.  

The Tyndall Range Glacial Features (ID 2974) and Western Tasmania Blanket Bogs (ID 2527) 
geoconservation sites occur throughout the Proposal Site (Figure 6-5).  

The Tyndall Range Glacial Features comprises the glacier-influenced geomorphology and surface geology 
across the Tyndall Range and immediate surrounds, from south of Lake Margaret to north of Lake 
Rolleston (NRE Tas, 2024). It is significant as a notable example of type, diversely expressed with some 
unusual aspects (NRE Tas, 2024). 

The Western Tasmania Blanket Bogs distribution has not been mapped but is defined as all areas covered 
by organosols and moorland vegetation in western Tasmania, extending from far north-west to far south 
Tasmania (NRE Tas, 2024). This includes the extensive areas of buttongrass moorland within the Proposal 
Site. The Western Tasmania Blanket Bogs geoconservation site is the most extensive organosol terrain in 
the southern hemisphere.  

Management goals for both geoconservation sites include maintaining the form and process integrity of 
the site (ECOtas, 2025). 

While a number of other geoconservation sites occur in the vicinity of the Proposal Site, including the 
Hamilton Moraine (ID 2943), they are not impacted by the Proposal and are not considered further.  
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6.2.1.7 Aquatic environment 

The aquatic environments that may be affected by the Proposal are related to the micro-hydro schemes 
proposed to supply power to the huts, with one on Lake Huntley via the Anthony River, and one on Lake 
Mary via the Yolande River. Other minor waterway crossings have not been considered here, as they are 
likely to experience negligible impacts from the Proposal. 

Lake Huntley and the Anthony River 

Lake Huntley is a circular crater lake which directly abuts the cliffs of the Tyndall Range. The lake extends 
up to 1 km across in some areas and discharges to the Anthony River, a narrow rocky river which runs for 
approximately 1.8 km to Lake Rolleston. The majority of the lake’s shoreline (outside the area assessed by 
the natural values assessment) is mapped as Nothofagus – Phyllocladus short rainforest (TASVEG 4.0 
RMS), interspersed with steeper cliff and rocky areas. The lake has minimal macrophytic14 growth due to 
the deep shoreline and rocky substrate. 

Aquatic surveys undertaken identified the native species Galaxias brevipinnis (climbing galaxias) as the 
only fish species present within the lake. The downstream Lake Rolleston has been historically stocked 
with trout species, but trout migration up the steep-gradient Anthony River is unlikely to have occurred. 
Macroinvertebrate sampling around the lake’s edge found communities to contain taxa from known 
pollution-sensitive orders such as stoneflies (Plecoptera), caddisflies (Trichoptera) and mayflies 
(Ephemeroptera), indicative of high water quality and a healthy aquatic environment. This was also 
confirmed through water quality sampling. The native Tasmanian crayfish Astacopsis tricornis was also 
identified during sampling and a platypus was sited. 

Further information on existing water quality for Lake Huntley and the Anthony River is provided in 
Section 6.12.1. 

Lake Mary and the Yolande River 

Lake Mary is one of several lakes managed by Hydro Tasmania that form part of the Lake Margaret Power 
Scheme. The small lake is approximately 850 m at its longest point and approximately 450 m in width. The 
lake discharges into the Yolande River, with a substrate dominated by boulder, cobble and pebble which 
flows for approximately 560 m before discharging to Lake Margaret. A stop log system was historically 
used at the discharge point on Lake Mary to raise the lake’s level in winter for release to the power 
scheme in summer; the logs are now permanently closed. The stop log structure is proposed to be used 
for the installation of the micro-hydro system.  

Vegetation surrounding the lake includes rainforest communities around the northern end of the lake and 
predominantly buttongrass moorlands to the south and west. The shoreline of the lake is dominated by a 
high gradient boulder and bedrock conglomerate, with a lower gradient south-western shoreline section 
with a shallower entry into the lake. The lake supports the aquatic sedge Isolepis fluitans in the shallow 
areas (<1 m). 

Aquatic field surveys identified the climbing galaxiias (Galaxias brevipinnis) as the only native species 
present, with brown trout also known to occur in the lake from previous stocking events. Similar to Lake 
Huntley, the sampled macroinvertebrate community suggests high water quality, as would be expected in 
the area. Sampling also identified the Tasmanian crayfish Astacopsis tricornis. 

Further information on existing water quality for Lake Mary and the Yolande River is provided in Section 
6.12.1. 

 

14 Means aquatic plants growing in or near water. 
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6.2.2 Performance requirements 

The key legislation and policy relevant to protecting biodiversity and natural values (including 
geodiversity) relevant to the Proposal include: 

· Environment Protection and Biodiversity Conservation Act 1999 (Cth) 

· Threatened Species Protection Act 1995 

· Nature Conservation Act 2002 

· National Parks and Reserves Management Act 2002 

· Tasmanian Reserve Management Code of Practice 2003 (PWS, 2003). 

The key performance requirement is to minimise impacts to identified flora and fauna values and seek 
necessary permits for any unavoidable impacts. The Proposal will promote and interpret biodiversity and 
the conservation of threatened native species, communities and ecosystems to visitors.  

The key performance requirements for geodiversity are to: 

· conserve and maintain geodiversity 

· maintain natural rates and magnitudes of change in geoprocesses 

· protect and maintain sites of geoconservation significance 

· minimise harmful impacts on sites of geoconservation significance 

· interpret geodiversity to visitors 

· contribute to maintaining biodiversity and ecological processes that depend upon geodiversity. 

6.2.3 Potential impacts 

A key potential impact of the Proposal on biodiversity and natural values is the clearance of native 
vegetation and resulting habitat loss. Overall, the Proposal will involve the disturbance of approximately 
6.7 ha of reserved land. This is made up of the permanent impact associated with the operational footprint 
(5.1 ha, including HMAs) (see Section 2.2.9), and the temporary disturbance associated with the 
construction buffer (see Section 2.4.3). Ongoing management of the HMAs will occur for the life of the 
Proposal and will involve mechanically controlling vegetation height to <100 mm.  

Potential impacts during the construction and operation of the Proposal are outlined below. In addition, 
natural values and biodiversity may be impacted during construction and operation of the Proposal 
through:  

· The introduction or spread of weeds, pests or pathogens. Potential biosecurity impacts and proposed 
mitigation measures are discussed in Section 6.3. 

· Increased risk of bushfire ignition from construction and/or operational activities. In addition to 
potential impacts on threatened species and conservation-significant and paleoendemic flora, bushfire 
has the potential to impact the Western Tasmania Blanket Bogs geoconservation site through the loss 
of peat soils. Potential bushfire impacts and proposed management and mitigation measures are 
discussed in Section 6.5.  

6.2.3.1 Construction 

Flora and fauna 

As outlined in Section 2.4.3, the construction footprint will be minimised through offsite prefabrication of 
infrastructure and use of the development footprints and HMAs for construction laydown areas, site 
office etc.  
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Construction of the pipelines and cables required for the micro-hydro systems will involve laying the 
pipeline/cable directly onto the ground. Minor trampling impacts to the understory are anticipated. There 
will be no clearance of trees ≥5 cm in diameter or impacts to the overstorey. This includes during 
installation of the pipeline and cable for the Lake Huntley micro-hydro scheme through the state 
threatened vegetation community Athrotaxis selaginoides rainforest (RKP) and Athrotaxis selaginoides – 
Nothofagus gunnii short rainforest (RKF). Minor impacts to these communities are unavoidable as the 
proposed pipeline and cable routes are required to allow the efficient operation of the system. Re-routing 
of the cable is not practicable as it would require an extended cable lay and increases the potential for a 
loss of power. Similarly, re-routing of the pipeline would require a greater draw of water to compensate 
for the loss of power.  

ECOtas (2025) has advised that the construction of pipelines and cables associated with the micro-hydro 
schemes will not require the material alteration of the structure and/or composition of these vegetation 
communities. No significant disturbance or impacts to the community is anticipated. There are no other 
threatened native vegetation communities within the Proposal Site that are potentially impacted. 

The Proposal elements will be micro-sited (where possible) to avoid direct clearance of threatened flora 
species, or conservation-significant paleoendemic flora species. Construction of the Proposal has the 
potential to impact Orites milliganii (toothed orites) and Planocarpa sulcata (grooved cheeseberry), 
depending on the micro-sited footprint during construction.  

ECOtas (2025) conclude that construction of the track can largely avoid impacts to Orites milliganii and 
Planocarpa sulcata through micro-siting. A proportion of the population of Planocarpa sulcata recorded 
east of Saddle Lake may not be possible to avoid due to the distribution of the species at this location. 
Construction of other elements of the Proposal, where there is less flexibility to micro-site (compared to 
the track), has the potential to impact on a small proportion of the populations of Orites milliganii 
recorded at the Lake Huntley and Chin lookouts. The design for these elements will minimise impacts to 
threatened species. There is an individual occurrence of Orites milliganii located at the Lake Huntley 
accommodation node which will be avoided through micro-siting (ECOtas, 2025).  

There are also potential indirect impacts to threatened flora species associated with construction and 
operation of the Proposal, including trampling. Construction contractors will receive site inductions prior 
to commencing works that will include information on threatened species to assist in identification. The 
construction footprint will be clearly identified and physically demarcated (where possible) to minimise 
indiscriminate trampling across the site. 

No direct impacts to threatened fauna species are identified. However, there are potential indirect 
impacts associated with construction of the Proposal, including noise disturbance, increased roadkill and 
human interference. 

Construction of the Proposal will generate an increase in traffic from construction vehicles (see Section 
2.4.4). Access for construction will largely be via helicopter, with some road traffic accessing the Proposal 
Site via the Zeehan Highway, Anthony Road, Lake Spicer Track and Lake Margaret Road. The Tasmanian 
devil survey guidelines, released by the Tasmanian Government (NRE Tas, 2023), advise that roads that will 
experience an increase in night-time traffic15 of more than 10% as a result of a project should be assessed 
for roadkill impacts to threatened fauna and managed/mitigated accordingly. Due to the remote nature of 
the site, construction traffic is likely to be restricted to daylight hours, and therefore unlikely to trigger 
this threshold.  

Helicopter operations have the potential to impact threatened eagle species through disturbance during 
the breeding season, and direct strike. Based on the results of the aerial surveys, which identified limited 
suitable nesting habitat in the vicinity of the Proposal Site (ECOtas, 2025), helicopter operations during 
construction are not expected to disturb breeding success. An updated eagle nest search will be 

 

15 Night-time traffic includes traffic between one hour before sunset to one hour after sunrise (NRE Tas, 2024, August 30) 
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undertaken as close as possible to the commencement of construction, in accordance with the Eagle 
Nest Searching and Nest Activity Checks (EPA Tasmania, 2023), to ensure any new nests are identified 
and appropriate mitigation measures implemented. Pilots implement standard operating procedures and 
cockpit resource management procedures to manage the risk of direct strike to eagle species.  

Fauna sensitive to noise may be temporarily impacted by construction of the Proposal. Potential impacts 
are not considered to be significant, as limited suitable nesting or denning habitat was observed within the 
Proposal Site (ECOtas, 2025). Further information on noise is provided in Section 6.8. No light pollution 
impacts to fauna species are anticipated, as no construction activities are planned to be undertaken at 
night.  

Geoconservation 

The management goals and notes for the Tyndall Range Glacial Features geoconservation site state that 
glacial features could be damaged by excavation, landslides and accelerated erosion. Construction 
activities have the potential to cause erosion in both the Tyndall Range Glacial Features and the Western 
Tasmania Blanket Bogs geoconservation sites. However, ECOtas (2025) concludes that these 
geoconservation sites are robust, landscape-scale features and there is a low risk to integrity of the form, 
structure or processes of features within or surrounding the Proposal Site.  

Construction of the Proposal will avoid impacts to large glacial erratic boulders, which are key 
components of the Tyndall Range Glacial Features geoconservation site. Construction of the track will 
seek to use natural materials where possible, with the vast majority of materials (i.e. gravel and rock) being 
flown into the Proposal Site and not mined from the area (see Section 2.4.2). Track construction will avoid 
large glacial erratic rocks (over 3 m3). Any smaller locally ‘won’ rock and gravel excavated through track 
benching will be re-used where possible in the construction of the track. The track will be built according 
to current best practice construction standards and methods that will minimise the potential for erosion 
or ground movement in these sensitive landscapes.  

6.2.3.2 Operation  

Flora and fauna 

Key impacts associated with operation of the Proposal are the potential introduction or spread of weeds, 
pests or pathogens, and increased risk of fire ignition from visitors or operational activities. These impacts 
are discussed in Sections 6.3 and 6.5, respectively. 

In addition, operation of the Proposal has the potential to impact flora through off-track walking and 
trampling of sensitive vegetation. There is also the potential for fauna to be impacted by human 
disturbance, for example through visitors approaching or feeding wildlife.  

Potential light and noise disturbance to fauna species at the accommodation nodes is expected to be low. 
Lighting at the accommodation nodes will be designed to avoid light spill and to be efficient (i.e. turned off 
when not in use, baffled etc.). No noisy operational machinery is proposed at the accommodation nodes. 
Helicopter access to the accommodation nodes will also cause short-term noise; however, this will be on a 
relatively infrequent basis (see Section 2.2.6).  

The potential for operational traffic to result in increased roadkill is considered low based on the 
anticipated volume and type of traffic (see Section 6.9). Operational traffic will be restricted to daylight 
hours and vehicles will be travelling at low speeds when accessing the Proposal Site. The potential for 
operational helicopter flights to disturb threatened eagle species is considered to be low based on the 
expected flight frequency and the availability of suitable nesting habitat in proximity to the Proposal Site.  

CAR reserves 

Operation of the Proposal has the potential to result in indirect impacts to the wider conservation area 
and regional reserve, which are included in the CAR reserve system, through off-track walking. Visitors 
walking off-track have the potential to degrade sensitive vegetation communities and spread weeds and 
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disease throughout the reserves. The Proposal has been designed with a view to minimising the potential 
for off-track walking or ‘side trips’. Visitors will be encouraged to stay on the formal track through pre-
departure briefings, signage and the presence of host rangers. Access to the Lake Spicer Track is via a 
locked boom gate to avoid uncontrolled access to the trailhead.  

Geoconservation 

The walking track and Proposal infrastructure will be designed to ensure appropriate drainage to minimise 
the risk of erosion and potential impacts to geoconservation sites.  

Micro-hydro system 

Micro-hydro systems have the potential to impact on aquatic values through reductions in source water 
levels at the upstream environment (i.e. a natural lake) and through alterations to flow regimes to 
downstream environments where present (i.e. a river or creek). For the Proposal, this includes Lake 
Huntley and the Anthony River, and Lake Mary and the Yolande River. 

Hydrological modelling was undertaken by Entura, using the available rainfall dataset for the area, to 
assess the likely drawdown on the aquatic systems from the constant use of the micro-hydro systems, 
and the likely potential impacts of the drawdowns (Entura, 2024a). The results of the hydrological 
modelling and micro-hydro operation modelling (Island Renewables, 2025) were used to predict the likely 
worst-case drawdown effects on aquatic values (Entura, 2024).  

The hydrology assessment modelled a constant hydro intake of 0 L/s (existing situation), 10 L/s, and 
20 L/s. The modelling suggested that at a 10 L/s design rate (design load of 51 kWh/day), drawdown rarely 
occurred at either lake. When drawdown did occur, it was less than 20 mm, which is unlikely to cause any 
detectable impact to aquatic values. This was also the case for the design flow rate scenario of 20 L/s 
(design load of 102 kWh/day) (Entura, 2024). For both sites, the nominal micro-hydro flow rate to achieve 
64 kWh/day (annual average design load for the Proposal) is ~13 L/s, with intermittent micro-hydro 
operation. This is well below the 20 L/s modelled in the hydrology report (Entura, 2024a) and aquatic 
values assessment (Entura, 2024).  

The micro-hydro system has been designed to minimise potential impacts to the aquatic environment 
through reduced reliance on the micro-hydro system. Solar panels have been located and sized to 
optimise solar gain at both sites. With the proposed design utilising maximised solar PV, oversized battery, 
and intermittent micro-hydro, modelled drawdown is limited to 6 mm (Lake Huntley) and 1 mm (Lake Mary) 
(Island Renewables, 2025).  

The effect of the modelled drawdowns on the rivers under the worst-case baseflow conditions were 
found to be negligible, with all functions provided by the existing base flows supplied by the lakes (e.g. 
maintenance of flow connectivity between habitat, permanent inundation of pools etc.) likely to be 
completely maintained (Entura, 2024). Under the worst-case scenario low baseflow conditions and a 20 L/s 
abstraction scenario, a 14-18% reduction in flow could occur. Entura (2024) notes this may result in some 
retraction in inundation in the rivers, but that this would be unlikely to cause significant harm to ecological 
processes. The hydrology modelling is also considered conservative, as it does not consider the intended 
use of solar power for the Proposal, which would reduce the reliance on the hydro systems, especially 
during the summer months when inflows are lowest (Entura, 2024a).  

Given the extremely low likelihood of any impacts occurring under worst-case scenarios for either aquatic 
system, no additional mitigation, management or monitoring (beyond the implementation of a hybrid 
system with solar and battery power supply to compliment the micro-hydro) is proposed for the 
operation of the micro-hydro systems. 

6.2.4 Management, mitigation and monitoring 

The following management, mitigation and monitoring measures are proposed.  
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Table 6-3 Biodiversity and natural values management, mitigation and monitoring measures 

Reference no. Management, mitigation or monitoring measure Phase 

Management and mitigation 

Various MM 1 See Table 6-1  

Various MM 2 See Table 6-1  

Various MM 3 See Table 6-1  

Various MM 4 See Table 6-1  

Various MM 5 See Table 6-1  

Biodiversity and 
natural values 
MM 1 

Vegetation disturbance will be limited to the proposed construction 
footprint. The proposed construction footprint will be clearly articulated 
to the construction contractor through electronic means, onsite 
documentation and (where appropriate) physical demarcation. It will be 
specified that all works, vehicles and materials will be confined to the 
designated impact areas.  

For areas of specific ecological value (e.g. threatened flora locations) 
that are not within the final Proposal footprint and can be retained, 
exclusion zones will apply. These will be marked on construction plans, 
communicated to all construction personnel and, where they lie adjacent 
to the works area, will also be physically cordoned off with temporary 
fencing (or similar) to avoid inadvertent impacts.  

Site inductions will include information on threatened flora species to 
assist in identification.  

Construction  

Biodiversity and 
natural values 
MM 2 

Where possible, Proposal elements are to be micro-sited during 
construction to avoid threatened flora species. Appropriate permits will 
be sought for any residual impact on threatened flora species. 

Construction  

Biodiversity and 
natural values 
MM 3 

Disturbed areas and temporary vegetation clearance will be rehabilitated 
to the pre-existing native vegetation community upon completion of 
construction.  

Construction 

Biodiversity and 
natural values 
MM 4 

Cleared native vegetation will be left on site (outside of HMAs) in a stable 
condition to provide ongoing habitat. 

Construction 

Biodiversity and 
natural values 
MM 5 

Large glacial erratic rocks (over 3 m3) comprising part of the Tyndall 
Range Glacial Features will not be altered for use in trail construction. 

Construction 

Biodiversity and 
natural values 
MM 6 

Further assessment of glacial features will be undertaken to inform 
micro-siting and expand geomorphic and geologic interpretations. 

Pre-construction / 
Construction 

Biodiversity and 
natural values 
MM 7 

If any features suspected of being a den of the Tasmanian devil or 
spotted-tailed quoll are detected during construction, works must cease 
within 50 m and advice sought from a suitably qualified ecologist to 
determine the status of the feature. If a den is confirmed, management 
actions will be determined in consultation with officers from NRE Tas. 
Actions will generally be in accordance with Survey Guidelines and 

Construction / 
Operation 
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Reference no. Management, mitigation or monitoring measure Phase 

Management Advice for Development Proposals that may Impact on the 
Tasmanian Devil (Sarcophilus harrisii) (NRE Tas, 2023).  

Biodiversity and 
natural values 
MM 8 

Through pre-departure briefings and signage, visitors will be advised to 
stay on the formed track. Onsite rangers will be responsible for 
reinforcing these messages during nightly briefings at hut sites. Walkers 
without a booking will not be permitted to use the walking track. 

Operation 

Biodiversity and 
natural values 
MM 9 

An eagle nest search will be undertaken as close as possible to the 
commencement of construction, in accordance with the Eagle Nest 
Searching and Nest Activity Checks (EPA Tasmania, 2023). Any resulting 
mitigation measures will be implemented during construction.  

Pre-construction 

Monitoring 

Biodiversity and 
natural values 
MON 1 

Disturbed areas will be subject to monitoring for a minimum of five years 
post-construction. It will be undertaken at the one, two and five-year 
mark. Any required remediation will be determined by a suitably qualified 
ecologist. Monitoring will also include early detection and control of any 
erosion of geoconservation sites.  

Operation 

6.2.5 Net impacts 

The Proposal will have a permanent footprint of approximately 5.1 ha of reserved land (including HMAs), 
predominantly comprised of impacts on native vegetation. During operation, there is the ongoing 
potential for minor trampling impacts.   

The Proposal provides a dedicated route that has been selected with consideration of potential impacts 
on natural values (including conservation-significant and paleoendemic flora). The Proposal will be micro-
sited to minimise potential impacts to endemic flora and threatened species. However, there may be 
residual impacts to the following threatened species populations (to be confirmed based on the final 
construction footprint) (ECOtas, 2025): 

· Orites milliganii (toothed orites): 

· Proportion of the population in proximity to the Lake Huntley lookout 

· Proportion of the population in proximity to the Chin lookout 

· Planocarpa sulcata (grooved cheeseberry): 

· Proportion of the population east of Saddle Lake 

Residual impacts to threatened flora are anticipated to be minor in comparison to the broader 
distribution/abundance of Orites milliganii and Planocarpa sulcata, such that the conservation status of the 
species will not be materially impacted (ECOtas, 2025). Impacts to threatened flora species will require a 
Permit to Take under the TSP Act.  

No direct impacts to threatened fauna species or the products of wildlife are anticipated. With the 
implementation of the measures outlined in Section 6.2.4, residual indirect impacts to fauna are expected 
to be manageable.  
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6.3 Biosecurity 

6.3.1 Existing conditions 

Declared and environmental weeds, as well as symptomatic evidence of plant pathogens, were searched 
for and recorded where evident within or close to the Proposal Site (e.g. along adjacent roads). 

6.3.1.1 Weeds 

Four declared weed species under the Biosecurity Act 2019 and two environmental weed species16 have 
been recorded in the Proposal Site, as follows (ECOtas, 2025): 

· Cytisus scoparius (English broom) was previously recorded on the Lake Spicer Track, near the 
intersection with Anthony Road. This species was not detected during the 2024 assessment; however, 
it is likely that seed is still present in the soil.  

· Ulex europaeus (gorse) occurs as a single fertile plant near the proposed south service and 
construction depot.  

· Rubus sp. (blackberry) is localised to the Lake Margaret Power Station area and the proposed south 
service and construction depot. 

· Digitalis purpurea (foxglove) is localised to the southern end of the walking track and Lake Margaret 
Power Station. 

In addition, two environmental weed species were recorded in the Proposal Site, localised to the southern 
end of the walking track and Lake Margaret Power Station.  

· Cotoneaster franchetii (grey cotoneaster) 

· Cirsium vulgare (spear thistle) 

Declared weed records also occur in the vicinity of the Proposal Site along Anthony Road. 

6.3.1.2 Disease and pathogens  

Phytophthora has been recorded at several locations in the Proposal Site, including the Lake Spicer Track, 
near Lake Huntley, Farquhar Ridge, the proposed location for the south service and construction depot, 
and Lake Margaret Road (Figure 6-6) (ECOtas, 2025). It has also been recorded at the trailhead for the 
existing Tyndall Plateau Walk and in the surrounding area. It should be noted that other disturbed areas 
which intersect with the proposed walking track (e.g. 4WD vehicle tracks, mining machinery disturbance, 
fishing access tracks, walking tracks etc.) are also possible sources of infection for Phytophthora 
(Jennings, 2023). 

No evidence of myrtle wilt or myrtle rust has been identified within the Proposal Site; however, these 
pathogens also have the potential to occur. Myrtle wilt, caused by a windborne fungus (Chalara australis), 
occurs naturally in rainforest where myrtle beech (Nothofagus cunninghamii) is present. Nothofagus 
cunninghamii occurs at several locations within the Proposal Site, most notably as a dominant canopy 
species in rainforest (mapped as RMT & RML). Despite a long history of disturbance associated with the 
Lake Margaret Power Station, no direct evidence of myrtle wilt was recorded by natural values 
assessment (ECOtas, 2025).   

Myrtle rust is a disease limited to plants in the Myrtaceae family. Twelve species from the Myrtaceae 
family were recorded in the Proposal Site (ECOtas, 2025).  

 

16 Environmental weed species are identified by NRE Tas as species that invade native bushland and can threaten native plants by out competing them 
(NRE Tas, 2015, February 12). 
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Other freshwater pathogens with the potential to occur within the Proposal Site include chytrid frog 
disease, platypus mucor disease and didymo. There are no records of these pest species occurring within 
the Proposal Site, but there is limited data available for this area.  

6.3.2 Performance requirements 

The Tasmanian Biosecurity Act 2019 and associated Biosecurity Regulations 2022 include a list of 
declared weeds (listed as declared pests). Under the Biosecurity Act 2019, all people have a general 
biosecurity duty to take all reasonable and practicable measures to prevent, eliminate or minimise 
biosecurity risk. The key performance requirement is to avoid the introduction/spread of declared weed 
species, pests and pathogens within and surrounding the Proposal Site.  

6.3.3 Potential impacts 

Construction and operation of the Proposal has the potential to introduce new weed species to the 
Proposal Site, and to spread existing weed species (currently limited to previously disturbed areas in the 
northern and southern extents of the Proposal Site) throughout the Proposal Site and surrounding areas.  

Vegetation clearance required during construction creates a short-term opportunity for weed species to 
establish in exposed soil. Potential sources of weeds and pathogens include building materials, 
construction personnel (boots), and construction vehicles and machinery.  

During operation, weed species and pathogens may be introduced/spread by visitors or during 
maintenance activities. ECOtas (2025) notes that the potential risk of weed introduction/spread during 
operation is low based on observations of other track networks in the state (ECOtas, 2025).  

As Phytophthora occurs throughout the Proposal Site, construction activities have the potential to spread 
this pathogen through machinery, vehicles, materials or personnel coming into contact with infected 
vegetation and proceeding to work in uninfected areas. The track will be micro-sited to avoid muddy or 
poorly drained sections where water collects to reduce the potential spread of Phytophthora. If possible, 
diversion of overland flows (where required) will be away from areas of vegetation identified as 
susceptible to Phytophthora. 

Myrtle wilt is spread through the windborne fungus entering wounds in a tree. Construction activities (i.e. 
mechanical damage of the bark and/or root system by machinery and hand tools) have the potential to 
spread myrtle wilt through damage to myrtle species vulnerable to this pathogen (ECOtas, 2025).  

A Biosecurity Plan has been developed (Appendix H) to guide the hygiene and other management 
responses to reduce the risk of introduction and spread of weeds, pathogens and disease throughout the 
Proposal Site, including high visitation areas.  
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6.3.4 Management, mitigation and monitoring 

The following management, mitigation and monitoring measures are proposed. 

Table 6-4 Biosecurity management, mitigation and monitoring measures 

Reference no. Management, mitigation or monitoring measure Phase 

Management and mitigation 

Biosecurity MM 1 A Biosecurity Plan has been prepared for the Proposal, in accordance 
with the Weed and Disease Planning and Hygiene Guidelines (DPIPWE, 
2015, March) and Keeping it clean - A Tasmanian field hygiene manual to 
prevent the spread of freshwater pests and pathogens (NRM South, 
2010, March). Potential biosecurity impacts during construction and 
operation will be managed through the Biosecurity Plan (Appendix H).  

Pre-Construction / 
Construction / 
Operation 

Biosecurity MM 2 The risk of importing contaminated materials during construction will be 
reduced by sourcing materials from sites assessed to be free of weeds 
and pathogens. 

Construction 

Biosecurity MM 3 In accordance with the Biosecurity Plan, active weed control will be 
undertaken for Ulex europaeus (gorse) and Rubus sp. (blackberry) at the 
proposed location for the south service and construction depot. 

PWS will coordinate with Hydro Tasmania to monitor and control 
foxglove around the Lake Margaret Power Station, with particular 
consideration to areas where construction activities are planned.  

Pre-Construction / 
Construction / 
Operation 

Biosecurity MM 4 Hygiene stations will be provided at the Lake Spicer Gateway, the 
accommodation nodes and the Lake Margaret Power Station, along with 
signage to communicate biosecurity risks.  

Hygiene stations will also be provided at the trailhead for the existing 
Tyndall Plateau Walk on Anthony Road. 

Operation 

Biosecurity MM 5 All construction vehicles, machinery (including helicopter skids), and 
equipment will be cleaned in accordance with the Tasmanian Washdown 
Guidelines for Weed and Disease Control (DPIPWE, 2004, April) 

Washdown will be undertaken: 

· Prior to equipment/machinery arriving on site 

· After operating within an infested/infected area, or after transporting 
weeds or soil known to be infected with a weed seed or plant 
pathogen  

· Prior to working in proximity to waterways.  

The locations of washdown points are identified in the Biosecurity Plan. 
Washdown points will include effective effluent management systems as 
outlined in the Tasmanian Washdown Guidelines for Weed and Disease 
Control (DPIPWE, 2004, April). 

Construction / 
Operation 

Biosecurity MM 6 Construction materials will be stored away from soils infected with 
Phytophthora. For example, materials stored on the Lake Spicer Track or 
at the service and construction depots must be kept separate from in 
situ soils.  

Construction 

Biosecurity MM 7 The following measures will avoid damage to mature myrtle trees 
vulnerable to myrtle wilt: 

· Machinery will be ‘stepped back’ at least 3 m from the base of the tree 
to minimise risk of contact. If contact might occur, the trunk will be 

Construction 
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Reference no. Management, mitigation or monitoring measure Phase 

wrapped with a temporary protector such as hessian or a tarpaulin to 
minimise damage to bark.  

· Damage to low-hanging branches of mature myrtles will be avoided. 

· The use of mature myrtles as braces for infrastructure (e.g. bridges) 
will be avoided. 

· Long-term storage of materials against mature myrtles will be avoided. 

Biosecurity MM 8 Construction vehicles and machinery must remain on formed tracks 
during upgrade works to the Lake Spicer Track.  

Construction 

Biosecurity MM 9 Upgrades to the Lake Spicer Track will ensure there is suitable camber 
and drainage to avoid track erosion. The Lake Spicer Track will be 
maintained with appropriate drainage.  

Construction / 
Operation 

Monitoring 

Biosecurity MON 1 The Biosecurity Plan includes an annual monitoring program for the 
Proposal Site, including control measures if weeds/pathogens are 
detected.  

Operation 

6.3.5 Net impacts 

The Proposal presents an opportunity to control declared and environmental weed species currently 
present within the Proposal Site. The provision of biosecurity education to visitors and the installation of 
hygiene stations for both the Next Iconic Walk and the existing Tyndall Plateau Walk on Anthony Road will 
assist in controlling the spread of weeds and diseases in the surrounding area. With the effective 
implementation of the measures outlined in Section 6.3.4, the potential biosecurity impacts of the 
Proposal are expected to be manageable.  

6.4 Natural hazards 

6.4.1 Landslip 

The majority of the site is identified as being in a landslip-prone area, with the following components of 
the Proposal affected: 

· Part of the Lake Spicer Road (low landslip hazard band) 

· Most of the walking track (low and medium landslip hazard band) 

· Glacier Valley Shelter (medium landslip hazard band) 

· Part of the Lake Huntley accommodation node (low and medium landslip hazard band) 

· Farquhar Ridge Shelter (low landslip hazard band) 

· Part of the Lake Mary accommodation node (low landslip hazard band) 

· Pipeline Shelter (medium landslip hazard band). 

GES has undertaken a Landslip Risk Assessment for the components mentioned above (Appendix AA) 
(GES, 2025a) (GES, 2025b). The potential for landslip hazards (shallow transitional slide) at either 
accommodation node is considered to be unlikely. A high-level assessment was completed for the walking 
track due to the length of this component and the ability to micro-site during construction. Two potential 
landslip hazards were identified for the walking track:  
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· Shallow translational slide within shallow residual soils in cuttings above the proposed track, caused by 
oversteepening of natural soil slopes, with no allowance for drainage. This hazard is considered 
unlikely to occur.  

· Rock fall or topple of boulders/cobbles dislodged during or after earthworks. While the potential for 
rockfall is high in areas of high elevation with cliffs or escarpments, the likelihood of this hazard is 
considered low, with management. This hazard is considered possible to occur.  

Landslip risk management measures are identified in Section 6.4.4.  

A visual assessment of the walking track will be undertaken by a geotechnical engineer prior to 
construction to inform the micro-siting of the track and recommend further mitigation measures (if 
required).  

6.4.2 Acid sulfate soils 

The Proposal footprint does not impact any areas mapped as having potential for acid sulfate soils (ASS). 
Small areas of low acid sulfate soil probability (6-7% chance of occurrence) are mapped near the Proposal, 
to the north of the Lake Spicer Track and within Glacier Valley (Figure 6-7). Extremely low acid sulfate soil 
probability (1-5% chance of occurrence) is mapped in Lake Huntley, Lake Mary and Lake Margaret. The 
potential for direct disturbance of ASS during construction is therefore considered low.  

The energy systems proposed for the hut locations have been designed to minimise the volume of water 
diverted for micro-hydro power generation. The micro-hydro systems proposed for installation on Lake 
Mary and Lake Huntley have been assessed by Entura (2024) for their potential impacts to the surface 
waters of the lakes and their associated rivers. The modelling suggested that at a 20 L/s design rate, 
drawdown rarely occurred at either lake, and when it did it was less than 20 mm, which is unlikely to result 
in exposure and oxidation of potential ASS (if present). Drainage works undertaken for the Proposal are 
unlikely to impact levels in the surrounding waterbodies to the extent that potential ASS (if present) would 
be exposed.  

The Tasmanian Acid Sulfate Soil Management Guidelines advise that consideration of ASS is not required 
where there is no ground disturbance below 20 m Australian Height Data (AHD) (DPIPWE, 2009). Based on 
the available information, including the lowest points of the Proposal being 320 m AHD at Lake Margaret 
Village and around 500 m AHD at Anthony Road, together with the anticipated impacts of the Proposal, no 
mitigation measures are required for management of potential ASS.  
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6.4.3 Snow, ice and rain 

Most of the walk is 600-800 m above sea level, and therefore, climate data to inform the likely weather at 
the Proposal Site, is sought from the Mount Read weather station (station no. 097085) (Table 6-5). The 
Mount Read weather station is located approximately 7.5 km north of the Lake Spicer Track at an elevation 
of 1,120 m and is representative of alpine conditions.  

The climate is cool temperate, with an annual mean minimum temperature of 4.2°C and a mean maximum 
temperature of 12.1°C. The Mount Read weather station records high rainfall, with an annual mean rainfall of 
3,709.1 mm and an average 217 days of rain per year recorded from 1997-2023; , for comparison, annual 
rainfall at Queenstown South weather station (097091) in 2024 was 2,501 mm. The wettest month is 
typically May, with rainfall recorded for 22 days of the month and an average monthly rainfall of 437.7 mm.  

At this altitude the track and hut sites will experience snowfall on occasions but given the altitude it is not 
expected to persist for extended periods. At higher altitudes track markers with be installed to assist in 
navigation when snow is on the track.    

Table 6-5 Climate data, Mount Read weather station (no. 097085) (BOM, 2024 ) 

 Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov  Dec Annual 

Mean max 
temp (°C) 

14.6 14.1 11.9 8.8 6.3 4.6 3.7 4.0 5.5 7.7 10.6 12.1 8.7 

Mean min 
temp (°C) 

6.0 6.1 5.1 3.5 2.1 1.0 0.2 0.0 0.4 1.3 3.3 4.2 2.8 

Mean rainfall 
(mm) 

185.9 184.6 275.8 291.1 437.7 356.2 415.6 368.0 357.0 361.0 235.7 281.0 3,709.1 

Areas of the Proposal Site have the potential to be impacted by flood due to the high rainfall and 
proximity to water bodies. There are no previous floods or flood-prone areas mapped within the Proposal 
Site. 

The accommodation nodes and day shelters have been located with consideration of prevailing winds, 
altitude and shelter, and are sited in relatively sheltered locations with good drainage. The proposed route 
has been selected to be on the eastern side of the Tyndall Range, sheltered from prevailing winds, and at 
a lower altitude not on ‘exposed ridges’ that may be more susceptible to extreme weather conditions to 
improve visitor safety. The day shelters have been sited approximately halfway along the walk on each 
day, with consideration of altitude and exposure. The materials and design selected (including track 
standard and accommodation nodes) have been designed to withstand extreme weather conditions and 
be accessible year-round. The bunkrooms and pods will have low-level heating to assist in condensation 
control which will also make the bedrooms more comfortable in cold and wet conditions. Heated drying 
cupboards will be located near bunkrooms and pods for visitors (including tent-based visitors), to dry wet 
weather gear overnight. Additional heating will be provided in the communal kitchen and lounge spaces.  

6.4.4 Management, mitigation and monitoring 

The following management, mitigation and monitoring measures are proposed. Visitor risk and safety 
measures associated with environmental hazards are discussed in Section 6.6. A Soil and Water 
Management Plan has been prepared for the Proposal (Appendix S). Measures to manage sedimentation 
and erosion are discussed in Section 6.12.  
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Table 6-6 Natural hazards management, mitigation and monitoring measures 

Reference no. Management, mitigation or monitoring measure Phase 

Management and mitigation 

Environmental 
hazards MM 1 

The following measures will be implemented during construction: 

· Building footings will be constructed directly into the underlying rock 
surface. A site engineer will be present at the time of foundation 
construction.  

· Cut batters (if required) will be constructed using the following batter 
angles: 

· Residual soils – 1V:2H 

· Rock – 3V:1H.  

· Cuttings will include a cut-off v-drain above the cutting and a toe 
drain immediately below the cutting. 

· Aggregate toe drains will be included into the design along the base 
of all cuttings. 

· Earthworks will be in accordance with AS 3798-2007.  

· Design and construction will be in accordance with the good hillside 
construction practices as outlined in the Australian Geomechanics 
Society Geoguide LR8 (AGS, 2007, March 1) 

· Stormwater drainage will be constructed to divert run-off from 
buildings and any cutting/retaining wall faces. 

Construction 

Environmental 
hazards MM 2 

Further assessment will be undertaken by a geotechnical engineer to 
inform the detailed design of the accommodation nodes, including rock 
face mapping and slope stability analysis.  

Pre-construction 

Environmental 
hazards MM 3 

Further assessment of the proposed walking track alignment will be 
undertaken by a geotechnical engineer prior to construction (including 
vegetation clearance) to inform micro-siting and determine additional 
management and measures to be applied during construction.  

Pre-construction / 
Construction 

6.4.5 Net impacts 

The potential for disturbance of potential acid sulfate soils during construction and operation is 
considered low.  

Visitor exposure to extreme weather conditions is reduced through the design of the accommodation 
nodes, day shelters and track alignment. Visitor risk is discussed further in Section 6.6.  

With the implementation of management measures, the risk to property from the identified landslip 
hazards is very low/low, and risk to life is considered acceptable. 

6.5 Bushfire 

The Proposal Site is within a bushfire-prone area under the planning scheme. A Bushfire Hazard 
Management Report was prepared by ERA Planning and Environment (now Era Advisory) (Appendix T). The 
report relies on fire safety performance solutions prepared by Safyre Consulting (Safyre, 2025) (Appendix 
U).  
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6.5.1 Performance requirements 

The design of the buildings at the accommodation nodes (Lake Huntley and Lake Mary) are proposed to 
include fire safety performance solutions to demonstrate compliance with the Director’s Determination 
pursuant to clause 2.2 – Performance Requirements. The proposed fire safety performance solutions have 
been prepared by Safyre Consulting and adopt the principles set out in the Australian Fire Engineering 
Guidelines.  

The hazard management areas (HMAs) proposed do not meet the deemed-to-satisfy requirements of the 
Director’s Determination under clause 2.3.4 as per Table 2.6 of AS 3959:2018. Instead, the focus is on the 
construction and reliability of a single shelter (the communal buildings) for the purposes of emergency 
management rather than applying the same level of protection to all buildings. The following has been 
determined by Safyre Consulting (2025) in terms of bushfire attack level (BAL)17 and HMAs: 

· All buildings will be constructed to BAL-29 standard (withstand radiant heat up to 29 kW/m2). 

· The communal building is proposed to have an HMA of BAL-19. 

· The Ranger hut is proposed to have an HMA of BAL-29. 

· The pods are proposed to have an HMA of BAL-29. 

The assessment undertaken by Safyre Consulting identified that the above HMAs and associated 
construction standards are acceptable in accordance with performance requirement 2.2(4)(c) of the 
Director’s Determination. 

The performance-based design brief for both the Lake Huntley and Lake Mary accommodation nodes 
identified the following protective measures regarding HMAs: 

· The local vegetation types and weather represent a low fire risk due to the elevation, extent of rain, 
moisture of the soil and low average temperatures. 

· Rangers are located at the hut full time. They are expected to be updated on the conditions on a daily 
basis. 

· The communal hut will be managed as an onsite refuge and will be equipped throughout with fire hose 
reels and portable fire extinguishers. The first aid firefighting equipment is expected to reduce the 
risk of ignition. 

· The wind speed and weather conditions adopted for the method 2 calculation represent a 1:1,000 year 
event – i.e. more than a 1:200 year event for class 9bs and 1:100 year event for class 2 / 3s. 

· An HMA of BAL-19 will be provided to the communal hut and HMA of BAL-29 will be provided to the 
Ranger hut and the pods. 

· The external walkways directly adjacent to the external walls of the building will be non-combustible. 

· A graded response (based on fire danger risk) to advise visitors and firefighting protection will be 
developed in agreement with TFS. 

PWS will also install external sprinkler systems, which will involve wetting the building and surrounding 
vegetation (for a distance of around 15-20 m) prior to the arrival of a bushfire front. Installing sprinklers 
does not factor into the BAL rating and fire management strategy for the hut sites, however, they will be 
included as an additional layer of safety and for asset protection. The sprinklers will be transportable and 
installed seasonally as required. This will enable the sprinkler system to be stored and maintained offsite in 
a location where they can be easily serviced and used elsewhere around the state. The sprinklers will be 
connected to an existing water supply on site, fed from the lake, separate to other water source 

 

17 The Bushfire Attack Level (BAL) determines the likely exposure of a building to uncontrolled bushfire hazard. Further detail on BAL ratings is provided 
in Appendix T.  
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requirements on site, such as the dedicated fire hose reel supply that is part of the BAL rating for the 
buildings. 

6.5.2 Potential impacts 

The potential impacts are multiple. Firstly, bushfire has the potential to directly impact life and assets. The 
HMAs must ensure the adequate protection of life and assets should the area be affected by a bushfire. 
Secondly, there are environmental, cultural, visual and user experience impacts if the vegetation 
disturbance as a result of the HMAs is too large. Thirdly, during construction and operation of the walk 
there are potential ignition sources that could result in an elevated bushfire risk in the area. Much of the 
vegetation on the alpine plateau of the Tyndall Range is highly sensitive to bushfire and remains unburnt. 
Finally, a bushfire impacting the track corridor or hut sites has the potential to close the track and impact 
the ability of the walk to operate until conditions are safe.   

6.5.3 Management, mitigation and monitoring  

The following management, mitigation and monitoring measures are proposed. 

Table 6-7 Bushfire management, mitigation and monitoring measures 

Reference no. Management, mitigation or monitoring measure Phase 

Management and mitigation 

Bushfire MM 1 The ongoing management of the HMAs will be by mechanical methods in 
accordance with the Bushfire Hazard Report (Appendix T).  

Construction / 
Operation 

Bushfire MM 2 PWS staff training will be conducted prior to the bushfire season and will 
include: 

· PWS response to fire preparedness actions including monitoring, 
trigger points, key contact personnel and evacuation procedures. 

· Management and use of onsite refuges, including use of fire hose 
reels etc. 

· Bushfire awareness – an understanding of how fire moves through 
the landscape. 

· Protocols around weather forecasts, monitoring and appropriate 
walker management responses. 

· Practical session involving fire suppression measures in and around 
accommodation nodes. 

Operation 

Bushfire MM 3 Site maintenance and emergency management preparation will occur 
prior to each bushfire season and will include: 

· Testing key fire equipment such as fire hose reels, sprinkler systems, 
pumps etc. 

· Clearing roof gutters of leaves and removing leaves and debris from 
decks and under buildings. 

· Checking that no hazard is present that will increase fire intensity 
(e.g. rubbish). 

· Ensuring first aid kits, fire extinguishers, emergency lighting etc. are 
current and serviceable. 

Operation 

Bushfire MM 4 The area will be monitored for bushfires on a regular and ongoing basis. 
Monitoring involves a network of approximately 15 weather 
stations/cameras, which are remotely monitored and information closely 
examined following dry lightning strikes or during high fire danger 
periods. 

Operation 
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Reference no. Management, mitigation or monitoring measure Phase 

Bushfire MM 5 A Bushfire Emergency Management Plan will be prepared for TFS 
approval that will identify: 

· Primary and secondary emergency contacts for the NIW. 

· The individuals responsible for implementing the emergency 
procedures in the event of a bushfire emergency, including their 
position, their area of responsibility and their mobile contact 
numbers. 

· Evacuation procedures. 

· Shelter in place procedures. 

· Regime for maintenance of fire equipment and maintenance of 
HMAs, at the accommodation nodes prior to the bushfire season. 

Operation 

Bushfire MM 6 A bushfire protection plan will be prepared for the entire length of the 
walk that will consider: 

· Vegetation types, landscape features, fuel loads and overall bushfire 
risk along the track corridor.  

· Location and sequencing of planned fuel reduction burns along the 
track corridor to protect track infrastructure and reduce risk of 
bushfire ignition and reduce speed of spread in the event of a start-up. 

Operation 

Bushfire MM 7 Specific bushfire mitigation measures will form part of the CEMP, 
including: 

· No smoking will be allowed. 

· No campfires will be allowed. 

· All construction teams are to have a fire prevention plan which 
includes immediate reporting procedures for any accidental ignition 
events, carrying basic firefighting equipment (rake hoes, water and 
small fire extinguishers) and having a clear evacuation plan. 

· No high-risk works (hot works) will be allowed on total fire ban days. 

· Contractors will be required to have a communications plan for 
ignition events. 

Construction 

Monitoring 

Bushfire MON 1 A review of the Bushfire Emergency Management Plan and staff training 
procedures will be undertaken annually. 

Operation 

6.5.4 Net impacts 

The vegetation disturbance resulting from the HMAs have been minimised in accordance with method 2 
of AS 3959-2018 based on local site characteristics (calculated by Safyre Consulting). 

The risk to life and assets is considered to be manageable due to the highly managed experience 
provided including site preparedness and protocols, the training of the Site staff, and the ongoing 
communication with the NIW team and the broader PWS operations team. User risk is also mitigated by 
the relatively short walk to the main vehicle access points (3-4 hours) compared with the timeframe for a 
bushfire warning requiring evacuation (generally a minimum of 12 hours). The duration of the walk is also 
relatively short (three days), which allows for access to the walk to be controlled based on the level of 
bushfire risk.  

The risk will also be mitigated through the regular and ongoing monitoring of the area for bushfires. 
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6.6 Visitor risk 

Visitor safety underpins all PWS operational activities. A Visitor Risk Control Plan (Appendix Q) has been 
prepared for the Proposal. The Visitor Risk Control Plan identifies hazards, risks and controls associated 
with operation of the Proposal under normal conditions (non-emergency). An Emergency Management 
Plan will be developed outlining emergency response procedures to be implemented as the initial 
response to emergency situations. 

6.6.1 Performance requirements 

The performance requirement for the Proposal is to provide a safe and rewarding experience for visitors, 
consistent with the reserve values. This includes implementing a planned and consistent approach to the 
management of visitor risk.  

6.6.2 Potential hazards  

A summary of the potential hazards identified in the Visitor Risk Control Plan is provided below. The key 
control measures to address the potential hazards are associated with ensuring visitors are well prepared 
and informed, and that Proposal infrastructure is appropriately designed and maintained to ensure it is 
safe and functional. The Proposal has been designed to suit the west coast climate, including 
consideration of thermal performance and durability of materials.  

Further information on controls is provided in Table 6-8. Bushfire risk is addressed separately in Section 
6.5. 

Table 6-8 Summary of visitor potential hazards identified in the Visitor Risk Control Plan 

Hazard Control(s) 

Fall hazard · Warning signage will be installed near cliff edges, if required following a risk 
assessment. 

· Clearly defined and maintained track. Regular track inspections and subsequent 
maintenance will be carried out to identify and conceal any new informal routes 
that have been created by walkers deviating off-track to cliff edges. 

· Visitor briefings. All publicity and marketing of the Next Iconic Walk will only show 
visitors on tracks. Signage and rangers will communicate the requirement for 
visitors to stay on formed tracks. 

Geohazard · Safe viewing areas/lookouts will be clearly defined. 

· Warning signage will be installed near cliff edges, if required following a risk 
assessment. 

· The walking track will be routed a safe distance from high-risk areas. 

Uneven/slippery surfaces – 
slips, trips and falls 

· Clearly defined and maintained track. Walking track will be regularly inspected 
(including after severe weather events) and maintained to T2 track standard 
(under PWS P-036). Defects will be reported and made safe.  

· Non-slip surfaces (FRP, chicken wire) will be installed on boardwalks.  

· Visitor briefing will include gear check for appropriate footwear, wet weather 
gear etc., with key items available for purchase or hire if required.  

Trees and vegetation – 
Falling trees and limbs 

· Regular inspections will be carried out (including after severe weather events) to 
identify dangerous trees/limbs along the track and near the huts and 
campground. 

· Dangerous trees/limbs will be removed as required.  
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Hazard Control(s) 

Failed infrastructure  · A recurring, recorded inspection program will be implemented to ensure safety 
of assets, including high-risk assets. 

· Failed assets will be reported and made safe.  

Extreme weather – exposure  · Clearly defined and maintained track. Walking track will be regularly inspected 
(including after severe weather events) and maintained to T2 track standard 
(under PWS P-036). Defects will be reported and made safe.  

· Snow markers and poles will be installed in high altitudes to assist navigation.  

· Visitor briefings will include information about weather forecast (including local 
warnings and bushwalker alerts), exposure and gear checks to ensure visitors are 
prepared for conditions.  

· The Proposal includes emergency shelters to provide refuge from extreme 
weather. 

· The Emergency Management Plan will include a procedure for informing visitors 
of extreme weather and include thresholds for track closures or delayed 
progression on the track.  

Bites and stings · Rangers will have first aid qualifications and will carry a personal first aid kit to 
treat bites and stings.  

· Known locations of nests/hives will be communicated and avoided.  

Lakes and waterways – 
drowning  

· Visitor briefing will include information on safety around lakes and waterways.  

· Rangers will have first aid qualifications. Flotation devices will be kept at the 
Ranger hut at each accommodation node. Defibrillators will be located at each 
accommodation node.  

Missing persons – exposure, 
fatigue, dehydration, shock  

Missing person response will be addressed in the Emergency Management Plan.  

Medical evacuation Medical evacuation will be addressed in the Emergency Management Plan.  

6.6.3 Management, mitigation and monitoring 

The following management, mitigation and monitoring measures are proposed. 

Table 6-9 Visitor risk management, mitigation and monitoring measures 

Reference no. Management, mitigation or monitoring measure Phase 

Management and mitigation 

Various MM 5  See Table 6-1  

Various MM 6 See Table 6-1  

Visitor risk MM 1 All rangers and PWS staff working within the Proposal Site will have 
wilderness first aid qualifications. Rangers will carry a personal first aid 
kit, communication equipment and/or personal locator beacons at all 
times, to respond to incidents/emergencies. Full first aid kits and 
emergency equipment will be available at the ranger hut at each of the 
accommodation nodes. 

Operation 
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Reference no. Management, mitigation or monitoring measure Phase 

Visitor risk MM 2 An Emergency Management Plan will be developed outlining emergency 
response procedures to be implemented as the initial response to 
emergency situations. 

Operation 

Visitor risk MM 3 The visitor hazard register and risk control plan (Appendix Q) will be 
completed by PWS staff trained in visitor risk assessment prior to 
commencement of operation. 

Pre-operation 

Monitoring 

Visitor risk MON 1 The Proposal Site will be monitored and maintained in accordance with 
the PWS asset management system (AMS). A recurring, recorded 
inspection program will be implemented to ensure safety of assets, 
including high-risk assets. In addition to the scheduled inspections, PWS 
staff will routinely inspect for damage. Any reported damage will be 
made safe. This may require site closure. The walking track will be 
maintained to the T2 track standard (under PWS P-036). Any 
damage/issues (e.g. fallen vegetation) will be rectified as soon as 
possible. 

Operation 

Visitor risk MON 2 The safety performance of the Next Iconic Walk (including incidents or 
near misses involving staff or visitors) will be reported through the PWS 
‘SafeT’ reporting system. The business enterprise manager will regularly 
review performance and report annually to the PWS executive on: 

· Number of incident and hazard reports 

· Visitor incident rate 

· Nature of incidents or near misses and any patterns or trends that 
need to be addressed 

· Any non-compliances identified during the recurring asset inspection 
program and corrective actions implemented. 

Operation 

6.6.4 Net impacts 

Visitor risk will be mitigated to an ‘Acceptable’ risk level in accordance with the visitor hazard register and 
risk control plan (to be completed prior to commencement of operations) (Appendix Q).  

6.7 Historic heritage  

A historic heritage assessment was undertaken by Cultural Heritage Management Australia (CHMA) 
(Appendix E).  

6.7.1 Existing conditions 

There is one registered historic heritage feature that is intersected by the Proposal. This is the Lake 
Margaret Power Scheme, which has permanent registration on the Tasmanian Heritage Register (THR ID 
10863). The southern portion of the Proposal Site (from Lake Mary through to the Lake Margaret Power 
Station and Village) is largely situated within the THR listed boundaries of the Lake Margaret Power 
Scheme. 

Most of this listed site is on land managed by Hydro Tasmania. Management of this heritage site is guided 
by the Lake Margaret Conservation Management Plan 2016 (Hydro Tasmania, 2016) and does not form part 
of the RAA assessment. 
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6.7.2 Performance requirements 

The performance requirement for the Proposal is to avoid impacts on the heritage values and 
characteristics of the site while educating the users of the Proposal of the significance. 

6.7.3 Potential impacts 

The key potential impacts are, during the construction phase, an item that contributes to the heritage 
significance of the site is inadvertently affected; and during operation, the increased visitor numbers may 
create pressure on the site. 

6.7.4 Management, mitigation and monitoring 

The following management, mitigation and monitoring measures are proposed. 

Table 6-10 Historic heritage management, mitigation and monitoring measures 

Reference no. Management, mitigation or monitoring measure Phase 

Management and mitigation 

Historic heritage 
MM 1 

Exclusion zones will be identified during construction to ensure 
adequate protection of the heritage site.  

Pre-construction / 
Construction 

Historic heritage 
MM 2 

All PWS staff and tourism operators who undertake regular management, 
research or other activities associated with the Proposal should be 
aware of the significance of the site. 

Construction / 
Operation 

Historic heritage 
MM 3 

A detailed historic heritage interpretation plan that incorporates the 
Lake Margaret Power Scheme and the policies from the 2010 Lake 
Margaret Interpretation Plan will be prepared. 

Themes to celebrate and protect the historic heritage of the area have 
been included in the NIW Identity, Themes and Interpretation report 
prepared by Charlie Bravo Design. Further iterations of this plan will 
ensure consistency with the policies in the 2010 Lake Margaret 
Interpretation Plan, and Hydro Tasmania should be closely consulted as 
part of the development of the interpretation plan. 

Operation 

Historic heritage 
MM 4 

Construction personnel will be made aware of the Unanticipated 
Discovery Plan (historic heritage) and their own obligations. Induction for 
contractors and Site personnel will include information on historic 
heritage values. A copy of the Unanticipated Discovery Plan will be kept 
on site during construction. 

Pre-construction / 
Construction  

6.7.5 Net impacts  

The Proposal has been located and designed to avoid impacting the historic heritage site. The 
opportunities for interpretation of the Lake Margaret Power Scheme is an important element of the 
experience. 
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6.8 Noise 

6.8.1 Existing conditions 

There are no permanent noise sensitive receptors (e.g. residences) in the vicinity of the Proposal Site. 
Potential sensitive receptors include recreational users of the surrounding area, Next Iconic Walk visitors 
and wildlife. The Proposal Site is remote, with minimal to no human made sounds.  

6.8.2 Performance requirements 

Key legislation and policy relevant to the management of noise for the Proposal include: 

· Environmental Management and Pollution Control Act 1994 (Tas) (EMPC Act) 

· Environmental Management and Pollution Control (Noise) Regulations 2016 

· Noise Measurement Procedures Manual 200 

· Environment Protection Policy (Noise) 2009 (Noise EPP) 

· NSW Construction Noise and Vibration Guideline 2016 (referenced in lieu of Tasmanian guidelines for 
construction vibration). 

The EMPC Act provides for the minimisation of environmental harm (which includes environmental 
nuisance). Section 53 of the EMPC Act outlines offences causing environmental nuisance, including the 
emission of noise. The Environmental Management and Pollution Control (Noise) Regulations 2016 are 
established under the EMPC Act to regulate noise emissions.  

6.8.3 Potential impacts 

Localised and temporary noise emissions will be experienced during the construction phase, associated 
with construction vehicles (including helicopters) accessing the site, construction machinery/equipment 
and construction personnel. The locations of the service and construction depots and helicopter flight 
paths included consideration of sensitive receptors to minimise potential impacts. The proposed flight 
path to the Proposal Site from Cambridge has the potential to generate temporary noise impacts within 
the TWWHA.  

Noise generation during operation is expected to be minimal. No noisy operational machinery is proposed 
at the accommodation nodes. Generators (that will create noise) at the accommodation nodes will only be 
turned on in emergency conditions and will not operate for extended periods of time. Operation of the 
micro-hydro system will generate noise associated with the turbines. The turbines will have a moderate 
noise level (estimated between 65-70 dBA at the turbine). They will not be audible at the accommodation 
nodes; however, without attenuation, a low-level hum from the turbine at Lake Margaret may be audible at 
the walking track (Island Renewables, 2025). Noise attenuation will be implemented for this turbine to 
minimise potential impacts.  

Design considerations for buildings included acoustic performance to minimise potential noise impacts. 
Helicopter access to the Proposal Site and accommodation nodes will also cause short-term noise during 
operation; however, this will be on a relatively infrequent basis (approximately 14 flying days per year). 
Visitors will be encouraged to minimise noise, in accordance with the Leave No Trace principles.  

6.8.4 Management, mitigation and monitoring 

The following management, mitigation and monitoring measures are proposed.  
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Table 6-11 Noise management, mitigation and monitoring measures 

Reference no. Management, mitigation or monitoring measure Phase 

Management and mitigation 

Various MM 4 See Table 6-1  

Various MM 5 See Table 6-1  

Noise MM 1 Low noise generating plant and equipment will be used where 
practicable. Noise emitting equipment will be regularly inspected, 
maintained and replaced (as required) in accordance with the PWS asset 
management system.   

Construction / 
Operation  

Noise MM 2 During construction, operation of noise generating machinery and 
equipment will be restricted (where applicable) in accordance with the 
Environmental Management and Pollution Control (Noise) Regulations 
2016. 

Construction 

Noise MM 3 Noise attenuation will be implemented for the turbine located at Lake 
Margaret.  

Operation 

6.8.5 Net impacts 

With the implementation of the management and mitigation measures, residual noise impacts are likely to 
be temporary and localised, associated with construction activities and helicopter access (during 
construction and operation).  

Potential noise impacts associated with helicopter operations over the TWWHA and Mount Field National 
Park will be managed through following the set flight paths and fly neighbourly advice, including minimum 
overflight altitudes. The flight path from Cambridge follows the Lyell Highway corridor and areas of lower 
wilderness quality to minimise impacts to wilderness values.  

6.9 Transport and traffic 

6.9.1 Existing conditions 

The northern end of the Proposal Site is accessed via Anthony Road (from the north and south) and the 
Lake Spicer Track. The intersection of Anthony Road and the Lake Spicer Track currently has good sight 
lines for entry and exit. The southern end of the Proposal Site (not located on reserved land and outside 
the scope of this RAA) is accessed via the Zeehan Highway and Lake Margaret Road.  

An indication of existing use of Anthony Road is provided by 2023 annual average daily traffic (AADT) 
data, collected near the intersection with Zeehan Highway (approximately 13 km south of the Lake Spicer 
Track) (site A1714100) (Tasmanian Government, 2023). The 2023 traffic count was 364 AADT, with heavy 
vehicles comprising 12.9% of traffic movements. Existing traffic on Anthony Road includes vehicles 
accessing the Henty Gold Mine, approximately 350 m south of the Lake Spicer Track intersection.  

6.9.2 Potential impacts 

6.9.2.1 Road traffic 

Construction access and traffic is described in Section 2.4.4. Traffic generated by the Proposal during 
operation will include: 
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· Visitors accessing and leaving the Proposal Site. Visitors will be transported by shuttle buses from the 
proposed check-in facilities in Queenstown to the Lake Spicer Gateway to commence the walk. As 
outlined in Section 2.7, the check-in facilities will include parking for visitors. On completing the walk, 
visitors will be collected from the Lake Margaret Power Station and returned to the check-in facilities.  

· PWS staff and contractors accessing the north and south service and construction depots to service 
the Proposal. PWS staff will likely access the service and construction depots from the PWS West 
Coast Field Centre and Operations Base in Queenstown. 

· Vacuum trucks accessing the north and south service and construction depots to remove sewage 
from the toilet pods. The number of vehicle movements will depend on the volume of the vacuum 
truck and the amount of sewage to be removed; however, it is estimated that trucks will be accessing 
the depots approximately 10 days per year. 

Operational traffic will generally be restricted to daylight hours, seven days a week. 

Potential environmental impacts associated with traffic during construction and operation of the Proposal 
include amenity impacts on surrounding land uses (e.g. noise, odour, dust) and roadkill impacts to native 
fauna (see Section 6.2.3). The Proposal is not expected to cause significant amenity impacts based on the 
surrounding land use and distance to sensitive receptors. Potential roadkill impacts are expected to be 
minimal, as vehicles will predominantly be travelling during daylight hours. Vehicles will be travelling at low 
speeds on the Lake Spicer Track. The Proposal will temporarily impact existing use of the Lake Spicer 
Track during construction activities18. The proposed upgrades to the Lake Spicer Track include minor 
upgrades to this intersection to enable safe access during construction and operation of the Proposal. 
The Proposal is not anticipated to impact existing road usage on the Zeehan Highway and Anthony Road 
during construction. 

6.9.2.2 Helicopter traffic 

Due to the remote nature of the Proposal Site, helicopter operations will be essential for the construction 
and operation of the Proposal. The flight frequencies during construction and operation are described in 
Section 2.4.4 and Section 2.2.6, respectively. The flight paths and locations of service and construction 
depots and landing areas are shown in Figure 2-3 and Figure 2-4.  

Helicopter traffic during construction and operation has the potential to cause temporary disturbance to 
sensitive receptors during take-off, landing and flight. The flight paths have been developed to minimise 
potential impacts on the TWWHA and the Tyndall Plateau, along with safe and efficient operation of the 
aircraft. Helicopter operators will comply with the fly neighbourly advice for the TWWHA and Mount Field 
National Park. 

The siting of the northern and southern helicopter depots considered flight path requirements, as well as 
operational considerations.  

Other potential impacts associated with helicopter operations are discussed throughout the EIS, including 
flora and fauna (Section 6.2), biosecurity (Section 6.3), and noise (Section 6.8).  

6.9.3 Management, mitigation and monitoring 

The following management, mitigation and monitoring measures are proposed. 

 

18 The Lake Spicer 4WD Track is gated and requires a key which is made available when booking access to the track through PWS. Once the Proposal is 
operational, the Lake Spicer 4WD Track will continue to be gated and access to it will still require a key as per current arrangements.  
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Table 6-12 Traffic and transport management, mitigation and monitoring measures 

Reference no. Management, mitigation or monitoring measure Phase 

Management and mitigation 

Various MM 3 See Table 6-1  

Various MM 4 See Table 6-1  

Transport and 
traffic MM1 

Lake Spicer Track may be closed to visitors for periods during 
construction and operation to manage the safety of users. Extended 
temporary closures during construction will be advertised on the PWS 
website and communicated to users contacting the West Coast Field 
Centre for access. Signage will be erected at the entrance to the Lake 
Spicer Track to notify users of the temporary closures or impacts. 

Construction / 
Operation 

6.9.4 Net impacts 

The construction and operation of the Proposal will result in low levels of increased road traffic on the 
surrounding road network (including Anthony Road and the Lyell Highway). The minimal increased road 
use is not expected to adversely affect existing use. Helicopter operations in the vicinity of the Proposal 
Site will increase during construction and operation. Potential impacts on sensitive receptors (including 
wilderness and recreational values) associated with helicopter operations are expected to be infrequent 
and temporary.  

6.10 Visual 

The accommodation nodes and other built infrastructure have been designed to blend in with the natural 
environment and minimise the visual impact, particularly from other tracks or accessible areas outside the 
Proposal. This has been achieved through consideration of: 

· Form (height, footprint, mass, shape) 

· Layout and orientation, in relation to other built infrastructure and landforms (including glacial erratic 
boulders and vegetation communities that offer screening potential) 

· Location and topography 

· Materials (texture, reflectivity) 

· Colours (including consideration of similarity or contrast with surrounding vegetation and landscape 
features).  

The above factors are balanced with the requirement to maintain hazard management areas around 
habitable buildings.  

The built infrastructure has been designed to be connected with, and complimentary to, the natural 
environment / landscape. A key design principle was to ensure the accommodation nodes are not visible 
from the TWWHA.  

A Landscape and Visual Impact Assessment (LVIA) was prepared by Orbit Solutions (Appendix R). 
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6.10.1 Existing conditions 

The Site is located within a high-mountain landscape, characterised by steep slopes, rugged terrain and 
diverse vegetation. The landscape is identified as exhibiting varying levels of visual sensitivity, with areas 
of high sensitivity near water bodies and dense vegetation. 

The Proposal at its nearest point is approximately 6 km from the TWWHA. The Proposal is also in 
proximity to significant existing infrastructure including Lake Margaret Power Station, Henty Gold Mine, 
the Lyell Highway and electricity transmission lines.  

6.10.2 Performance requirements 

The LVIA identified key observation points from which the development could be potentially visible 
(notably the top of Huntley Cirque and Mt Geikie summit), with additional consideration given to the 
visibility of the Proposal from the TWWHA (Eldon Peak). The visual impact of the development was then 
assessed based on factors such as distance, topography and vegetation. Mitigation measures were 
proposed to minimise the visual impact, including site selection, building design and response to 
landscape features. Key performance requirements included: 

· Visual situations: The analysis considered factors such as distance, elevation and the influence of 
surrounding scenery to assess the visibility of the development from key viewpoints. 

· Degree of contrast: The visual contrast between the proposed development and the existing 
landscape was evaluated, considering elements like colour, texture, scale and form. 

· Magnitude of change: The overall visual impact of the development was assessed.  

6.10.3 Potential impacts 

The LVIA identified the primary groups potentially affected by the visual impact of the Proposal: 

· Tasmanian Aboriginal people: the Peternidic people and other North West Nation clans who have 
historical and cultural ties to the area. 

· Recreational users: hikers, climbers and other outdoor enthusiasts who visit the Tyndall Regional 
Reserve and Lake Beatrice Conservation Area. Key considerations include the off-track activity, given 
that visitors to the area frequently engage in off-track hiking and camping, and the increasing 
popularity of outdoor activities in Tasmania. Both considerations increase the potential for exposure 
to the Proposal. 

The key potential impacts are visibility from the TWWHA in terms of wilderness quality, natural beauty and 
landscape values, and light pollution on the night sky.  

A viewshed analysis was undertaken to assess visibility from the TWWHA. The viewshed analysis used a 
single point on Eldon Peak to generate a Zone of Theoretical View. It demonstrates that both Lake Huntley 
and the Lake Mary accommodation nodes are not visible from Eldon Peak (Orbit Solutions, 2025). 

Two key observation points were analysed to determine the potential visual impact of the accommodation 
nodes at the top of the Lake Huntley cirque and Mount Geike. Based on a detailed analysis, the LVIA 
identified that the overall visual impact of the accommodation nodes will result in a low magnitude of 
change (Orbit Solutions, 2025). Further information is provided in Appendix R.  

6.10.4 Management, mitigation and monitoring 

The following management, mitigation and monitoring measures are proposed. 
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Table 6-13 Visual management, mitigation and monitoring measures 

Reference no. Management, mitigation or monitoring measure Phase 

Management and mitigation 

Visual MM 1 The design of the Proposal will use natural materials and colours.  Detailed design / 
Construction 

Visual MM 2 The Proposal will include the use of native vegetation (outside of the 
HMAs) to screen the development and blend it with the surrounding 
landscape. 

Detailed design / 
Construction 

Visual MM 3 The Proposal incorporates careful lighting design to minimise light 
pollution and preserve the ‘dark sky’ night environment: 

· Lighting in the pods will be provided to assist safe movement. Lights 
will be floor/low-level wall lighting with a shielding to direct light 
downwards.  

· Lighting in the kitchen and lounge will be directional/spotlight style, 
targeted to food preparation areas.  

· Windows in the main lounge, reading area and cooking area will be 
angled down to direct any outside light spillage downwards. 

· Lighting will be put on motion sensors and timers. 

· External lighting will be kept to a minimum for safety or emergency 
purposes only. 

· Head torches will be required for safe movement outside, with 
reflective strips identifying steps or trip hazards. 

Detailed design / 
Construction 

Visual MM 4 Regular maintenance will ensure the long-term sustainability and visual 
appeal of the development. 

Operation 

6.10.5 Net impacts 

With the implementation of the measures outlined in Section 6.10.4, the LVIA concludes that the proposed 
development can be integrated into the landscape in a way that minimises visual impact to an acceptable 
level. By considering the unique characteristics of the site and implementing appropriate siting, design 
and mitigation measures, the Proposal can be developed sustainably. 

Additionally, a viewshed was generated from Eldon Peak, as it is the western most peak in the TWWHA. 
This viewshed analysis demonstrates that both Lake Huntley and Lake Mary accommodation nodes are 
not visible.  

6.11 Waste management 

6.11.1 Performance requirements 

Key legislation and policy relevant to the management of waste for the Proposal include: 

· Environmental Management and Pollution Control Act 1994 

· Environmental Management and Pollution Control (Waste Management) Regulations 2010 

· National Environment Protection (Movement of Controlled Waste between States and Territories) 
Measure (Controlled Waste NEPM). 
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6.11.2 Potential impacts 

As outlined in Section 2.4.1, the construction approach involves maximising offsite prefabrication of 
materials and infrastructure. This approach will minimise the amount of waste generated on site during 
construction. Waste generated during construction is likely to include: 

· Minor quantities of general waste (including recyclables) 

· Waste oil or hydraulic fluid from construction equipment, machinery and vehicles 

· Waste from transportable toilets.  

All construction waste will be removed from site and disposed of at an appropriately licensed facility.  

Excess soil from excavation works will be respread at the Proposal Site (as appropriate with consideration 
of weed and hygiene requirements). Vegetation clearance required to facilitate construction will result in 
organic waste to be managed. Based on the area of clearance required, it is proposed that cleared native 
vegetation will be left on site (outside of HMAs) in a stable condition to provide ongoing habitat. Any weed 
species removed will be disposed of in accordance with the Biosecurity Plan (Appendix H). 

Operation of the Proposal is expected to generate minimal waste. Visitors will be required to follow the 
Leave No Trace principles (LNT, 2024) (see Section 6.6 for further information). Any rubbish and recycling 
will be collected by PWS staff and removed from site via helicopter for disposal at an appropriately 
licensed facility. Black waste will be collected in a waterless pod system and removed from site via 
helicopter (see Section 2.2.8.3). Greywater will be disposed of onsite via absorption beds (see Section 
2.2.8.4). 

6.11.3 Management, mitigation and monitoring 

The following management, mitigation and monitoring measures are proposed. 

Table 6-14 Waste management, mitigation and monitoring measures 

Reference no. Management, mitigation or monitoring measure Phase 

Management and mitigation 

Waste 
management MM 1 

The waste management hierarchy (EPA, 2024) will be implemented 
throughout construction and operation of the Proposal, as follows: 

· Avoidance 

· Reuse 

· Recycling 

· Energy recovery 

· Treatment 

· Disposal/permanent containment. 

Construction / 
Operation 

Various MM 5 See Table 6-1  

6.11.4 Net impacts 

The management and mitigation measures outlined above will ensure that waste streams generated by 
the Proposal are suitably managed. No residual environmental impacts are anticipated.  
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6.12 Surface water 

6.12.1 Existing conditions 

The Proposal Site is in proximity to numerous water bodies and watercourses, including Saddle Lake, 
Anthony River, Lake Huntley, Lake Malcolm, Lake Mark, Dante Rivulet, Lake Myra, Yolande River, Lake 
Magdala, Lake Martha, Solo Tarn, Lake Mary, Clark Creek, Lake Philip and Lake Margaret. There are also 
several unnamed streams and tributaries throughout the Proposal Site. Water bodies and waterways are 
shown in Figure 1-1.   

Entura undertook water quality sampling, measuring temperature, conductivity, oxygen, dissolved oxygen, 
turbidity and pH. Other information and records included aquatic plants, aquatic macroinvertebrates and 
riparian condition. The report identified that the results were in the expected range in an unimpacted 
highland lake/stream on the west coast of Tasmania (Appendix V). These samples and records will provide 
the baseline data to measure against for future water quality monitoring during construction and ongoing 
operations. 

6.12.2 Performance requirements 

The Proposal is required to be consistent with the objectives of the State Policy on Water Quality 
Management 1997 (SPWQM), which provides for the sustainable management of surface and groundwater 
resources in Tasmania.  

Under the SPWQM, a range of environmental values are identified for any given aquatic areas that are to 
be protected; these are referred to as protected environmental values (PEVs). It must be demonstrated 
that the Proposal will not prejudice the achievement of any water quality objectives set for water bodies 
under the policy, which defines water quality objectives as the most stringent set of water quality 
guidelines that should be met to achieve all the PEVs nominated for that body of water. 

The PEVs for the water bodies within the Proposal Site are drawn from Environmental Management Goals 
for Tasmanian Surface Waters: West Coast Municipal Area (excluding the Gordon and Pieman River 
Catchments) (DPIPWE, 2000), specifically ‘Surface waters within regional reserves and conservation areas, 
that have their headwaters within the reserve or conservation area’, which includes: 

· A: Protection of Aquatic Ecosystems (i) Protection of pristine or nearly pristine ecosystems having 
regard for the management objectives for regional reserves and conservation areas outlined in 
Schedule 1 of the National Parks and Reserves Management Act 2002 

· B: Recreational Water Quality and Aesthetics (i) Primary contact water quality (ii) Secondary contact 
water quality (iii) Aesthetic water quality 

· E: Industry Water Supply – Hydro-electricity power generation (upstream of hydro impoundments) 

The Proposal must ensure that any discharge to receiving waters does not prejudice the PEVs listed 
above.  

As outlined in Section 1.7.7, the State Coastal Policy 1996 is not applicable as the Proposal is not located 
within the coastal zone (defined as one kilometre inland from the high-water mark). 

6.12.3 Potential impacts 

6.12.3.1 Construction 

Construction activities have the potential to impact surface waters through sedimentation and erosion 
(caused by vegetation clearance), spills of environmentally hazardous materials, and release or run-off of 
polluted (including sediment-laden) stormwater or floodwater.  
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Construction of the micro-hydro system will involve temporary disturbance within water bodies, 
associated with the installation of the intake, turbines and submerged sections of pipeline. There will also 
be temporary disturbance within watercourses associated with constructing the walking track crossings 
over several streams and tributaries, as well as the Anthony River, Dante Rivulet, Yolande River and Clark 
Creek.  

The potential construction phase impacts on surrounding water bodies will be managed through the Soil 
and Water Management Plan (Appendix S) and the CEMP.  

6.12.3.2 Operation  

The proposed wastewater (greywater) management system is described in Section 2.2.8.4. Stormwater 
management during operation is described in Section 2.2.8.5. Wastewater (greywater) will be discharged 
to raised absorption beds. Stormwater run-off from the accommodation nodes will be directed to dense 
shrubs and bushes via a pipeline and end wall outlet, which will include rock pitching to prevent scouring 
and erosion. There is no direct discharge to water bodies or watercourses proposed during operation. 
Potential direct impacts to surface water quality associated with visitors (e.g. washing, toileting on track) 
will be managed through visitor briefings. With appropriate maintenance and management of wastewater 
and stormwater systems, the potential for surface water impacts during operation of the Proposal is low.  

Micro-hydro 

The micro-hydro systems proposed for installation on Lake Mary and Lake Huntley have been assessed 
by Entura (2024) for their potential impacts to the surface waters of the lakes and their associated rivers. 
As discussed in more detail in Section 6.2.3.2, the assessment found through modelling that at the 
proposed rate of abstraction of 20 L/s that no discernible impact to aquatic environments would likely 
result, even under base flow conditions (Entura, 2024). 

6.12.4 Management, mitigation and monitoring 

The following management, mitigation and monitoring measures are proposed. 

Table 6-15 Surface water management, mitigation and monitoring measures 

Reference no. Management, mitigation or monitoring measure Phase 

Management and mitigation 

Various MM 5  See Table 6-1  

Surface water MM 
1 

The measures outlined in the Soil and Water Management Plan will be 
implemented throughout construction (Appendix S).  

Sediment and erosion control measures will be implemented during 
construction of the track, including: 

· All bare soil outside of the construction footprint will be protected 
from erosion using mulch or vegetation thatching.  

· Stockpiles of soil that may be created during construction will be 
covered prior to rain events or site shutdown. 

Construction 

Monitoring 

Surface water 
MON 1 

Greywater and stormwater systems will be subject to regular inspection 
and maintenance in accordance with the PWS asset management 
system to ensure effective operation.  

Operation 
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Reference no. Management, mitigation or monitoring measure Phase 

Surface water 
MON 2 

Baseline water quality sampling will be undertaken for Lake Huntley and 
Lake Mary prior to commencement of operation. Periodic (quarterly) 
water sampling will be undertaken during operation to identify potential 
water quality impacts.  

Operation 

6.12.5 Net impacts 

With the measures outlined in Section 6.12.4 in place, net impacts on surface water values are expected to 
be negligible.  

6.13 Socio-economic 

6.13.1 Existing conditions 

The Proposal Site is of social relevance to the Tasmanian Aboriginal community (see Section 6.1), the local 
west coast community (including business operators and existing tourism operators), and the wider 
Tasmanian community. The Proposal is in the West Coast local government area (LGA), between 
Queenstown (located 11.5 km south of the Proposal), and Rosebery (located approximately 15 km north of 
the Proposal). The key demographic characteristics recorded for the West Coast LGA in the 2021 Census 
are outlined in Table 6-16 (ABS, 2021).  

Table 6-16 Demographic characteristics of the West Coast LGA (ABS, 2021) 

Number of people 4,263 

Median age 47 

Number of families 1,030 

Average number of children per family (for families  
with children) 

1.8 

Number of private dwellings 3,105 

Average number of people per household 2 

Median weekly household income $958 

Average number of vehicles per dwelling 1.6 

The local economy of the west coast region is dominated by the mining sector; however, the contribution 
of this industry has reduced in recent years (SGS Economics & Planning, 2021). The dominance of the 
mining industry and lack of diversity in the local economy has resulted in the west coast region 
experiencing rolling shocks to employment. Unemployment in the region has ranged from 7% to nearly 
12% from 2013 to 2019 (ABS, 2013-2019) (SGS Economics & Planning, 2021). Unemployment is currently 
higher (9.6%) than the rest of the state (5.9%) and the median weekly income is lower ($958 per household, 
compared to $1,358 for Tasmania) (ABS, 2021). While the contribution of the mining sector to the west 
coast regional economy has declined, other industries, including tourism-related industries (such as 
accommodation and food services, retail, and arts and recreation services) have experienced growth (SGS 
Economics & Planning, 2021).  
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6.13.2 Potential impacts 

As outlined in Section 1.4, one of the objectives of the Proposal is to deliver socio-economic benefits to 
the west coast region, and Tasmania more broadly, by attracting and increasing visitation and length of 
stay. The Proposal will provide a new tourist attraction for the west coast and will contribute to 
diversifying the narrow economic base of the region by supporting the growth of tourism-related 
industries. In addition to increased economic activity for the state associated with interstate and 
international tourism expenditure, the feasibility study identifies localised economic growth for the west 
coast region from intrastate tourism expenditure (SGS Economics & Planning, 2021). Benefits for the west 
coast region identified by the feasibility study included potential opportunities for renewal and 
development at Queenstown (the proposed location for check in/out facilities for the walk) and 
surrounding townships (SGS Economics & Planning, 2021). The feasibility study identified a potential 
increase in employment opportunities and income for the west coast region associated with the 
development of the Proposal (SGS Economics & Planning, 2021). PWS is expected to directly employ 
between nine and 11 staff to directly market, manage, maintain and service the walk. The Proposal will 
contribute to the brand identity of the west coast and Tasmania as a nature-based tourism destination. 
The Proposal will provide a recreational opportunity for Tasmanians to contribute to healthy, active 
lifestyles. 

The benefits outlined above were monetised (where possible) for the purposes of a cost-benefit analysis. 
The Proposal was identified as having a positive cost-benefit ratio for both the west coast region (benefit-
cost ratio of 12.71) and Tasmania broadly (benefit-cost ratio of 1.13) (SGS Economics & Planning, 2021). The 
cost-benefit analysis was based on a median estimated capital cost of $35.07 m (range of $28.1m to 
$45.6 m)19.  

The cost estimate accounted for inflation during project planning and construction (SGS Economics & 
Planning, 2021). The capital cost estimate was based on the following major infrastructure:  

· Walking track (0.75 m width) 

· Roofed accommodation (huts), with a capacity of 30 people (60 in total across the two huts) 

· Campground with tent platforms, and shared roofed kitchen and toilet facilities, with a capacity of 20 
people 

· Staff accommodation 

· Shelters 

· Interpretation. 

The estimated capital cost of the Proposal most closely aligns with the medium-cost estimate for the high 
standard accommodation of $36,820,197.  

Annual operating and maintenance costs were estimated to be $2,875,29520 (2024 rate) based on a six-
month operating period, with an expected 1% increase in costs each year (SGS Economics & Planning, 
2021). The estimated visitor cost required to cover the operational costs was approximately $576, based 
on 30-40 daily visitor departures staying in roofed accommodation21 (SGS Economics & Planning, 2021).  

The Proposal has also been further developed since the feasibility study to confirm the track standard and 
accommodation designs, locations and capacity. The capital cost estimate is now $40 million. In addition, it 

 

19 Based on a medium standard of accommodation.  

20 Based on a medium level of service, including host rangers.  

21 Based on a medium range walk cost at 100% capacity for a six-month operational period.  



 

123 Next Iconic Walk | Environmental Impact Statement era-advisory.com.au 

is proposed to operate the walk year-round, rather than the six-month operating period allowed for in the 
feasibility study.  

The feasibility study identified several visitor segment profiles as the target market for the Proposal, 
including “Challenge Me (overnight)” walkers, “Reward Seekers” and “Lifelong Walkers” (Appendix O). 
Visitors are likely to have had some experience, through to extensive experience, in completing multi-day 
walks. The Proposal intends to provide a moderate to difficult level of challenge (sitting somewhere 
between the Three Capes Track and the Overland Track) and includes three different accommodation 
types to cater for the different expectations and preferences of visitors.  
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7 Monitoring and review 

Proposed monitoring measures during construction and operation of the Next Iconic Walk are 
documented in the relevant sections of the EIS and are summarised in Table 7-1.  

Table 7-1 Summary of monitoring commitments 

Reference no. Aspect /  
EIS Section 

Monitoring commitment Phase 

Various MON 1 Section 6 Monitoring procedures for environmental controls will be 
documented in the CEMP and implemented during the 
construction phase. At a minimum, these will include: 

· Daily monitoring to ensure all site controls are in 
place.  

· Daily monitoring of equipment, plant and footwear to 
ensure compliance with weed and hygiene 
requirements. 

· Monitoring by a suitably qualified person of 
vegetation removal, to ensure that impacts to 
threatened and endemic flora species are minimised. 
Monitoring of clearance activities will also ensure that 
the construction footprint is kept to a minimum.  

Any non-conformance identified during inspections and 
audits will be documented, investigated and resolved. 

Construction 

Aboriginal 
cultural heritage 
MON 1 

Section 6.1 There will be periodic auditing of identified Aboriginal 
cultural heritage values to ensure that PWS can respond 
to any emerging issues and threats to the values in a 
timely manner. The monitoring program will be 
developed by PWS in conjunction with Aboriginal 
Heritage Tasmania and will include an auditing schedule. 
The monitoring program will be implemented by Working 
on Country Rangers, with the assistance of Aboriginal 
Heritage Tasmania and Aboriginal heritage specialists 
where required. 

Operation 

Biodiversity and 
natural values 
MON 1 

Section 6.2 Disturbed areas will be subject to monitoring for a 
minimum of five years post-construction. It will be 
undertaken at the one, two and five-year mark. Any 
required remediation will be determined by a suitably 
qualified ecologist. Monitoring will also include early 
detection and control of any erosion of geoconservation 
sites.  

Operation 

Biosecurity MON 
1 

Section 6.3 The Biosecurity Plan includes an annual monitoring 
program for the Proposal Site, including control 
measures if weeds/pathogens are detected.  

Operation 

Bushfire MON 1 Section 6.5 A review of the Bushfire Emergency Management Plan 
and staff training procedures will be undertaken annually. 

Operation 
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Reference no. Aspect /  
EIS Section 

Monitoring commitment Phase 

Visitor risk 
MON 1 

Section 6.6 The Proposal Site will be monitored and maintained in 
accordance with the PWS asset management system 
(AMS). A recurring, recorded inspection program will be 
implemented to ensure safety of assets, including high-
risk assets. In addition to the scheduled inspections, PWS 
staff will routinely inspect for damage. Any damage 
identified will be reported and made safe (this may 
require site closure). The walking track will be maintained 
to the T2 track standard (under PWS P-036). Any 
damage/issues (e.g. fallen vegetation) will be rectified as 
soon as possible. 

Operation 

Visitor risk 
MON 2 

Section 6.6 The safety performance of the Next Iconic Walk 
(including incidents or near misses involving staff or 
visitors) will be reported through the PWS ‘SafeT’ 
reporting system. The business enterprise manager will 
regularly review performance and report annually to the 
PWS executive on: 

· Number of incident and hazard reports 

· Visitor incident rate 

· Nature of incidents or near misses and any patterns 
or trends that need to be addressed 

· Any non-compliances identified during the recurring 
asset inspection program and corrective actions 
implemented. 

Operation 

Surface water 
MON 1 

Section 6.12 Greywater and stormwater systems will be subject to 
regular inspection and maintenance in accordance with 
the PWS asset management system to ensure effective 
operation.  

Operation 

Surface water 
MON 2 

Section 6.12 Baseline water quality sampling will be undertaken for 
Lake Huntley and Lake Mary prior to commencement of 
operation. Periodic (quarterly) water sampling will be 
undertaken during operation to identify potential water 
quality impacts. 

Operation 
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8 Management measures and 
commitments 

Proposed management and mitigation measures during construction and operation of the Next Iconic 
Walk are documented in the relevant sections of the EIS and summarised in Table 8-1.  

Table 8-1 Summary of management and mitigation commitments 

Reference no. Aspect /  
EIS Section 

Management and mitigation commitment Phase 

Various MM 1 Section 6 A Construction Environmental Management Plan (CEMP) 
capturing all relevant construction phase management 
measures set out in this EIS (and any resulting approval 
conditions) will be prepared and made available to the 
PWS Environmental Assessment Officer prior to the 
commencement of construction. The approved CEMP 
will be implemented throughout construction. Any 
residual management or monitoring measures remaining 
at the conclusion of construction will be transferred to 
the Operational Environmental Management Plan (OEMP).  

A framework CEMP is provided in Appendix B. 

Construction  

Various MM 2 Section 6 The OEMP, capturing all relevant operational phase 
management measures as set out in the EIS (and any 
resulting approval conditions) will be prepared and made 
available to PWS prior to the commencement of 
operation. The OEMP will include an environmental risk 
assessment and risk register. The approved OEMP will be 
implemented throughout operation and will be reviewed 
and updated (as required) annually. 

A framework OEMP is provided in Appendix C. 

Operation 

Various MM 3 Section 6 Speed limits will be applied to access roads (e.g. Lake 
Spicer Track) to the Proposal Site. Construction and 
operational traffic will be restricted to daylight hours 
where practicable.  

Construction / 
Operation 

Various MM 4 Section 6 Helicopters will use set flight paths and avoid the 
TWWHA where possible. When required, the helicopters 
will operate in accordance with the fly neighbourly 
advice for the TWWHA and Mount Field National Park.  

Construction / 
Operation 

Various MM 5 Section 6 Mandatory briefings will be held for all visitors prior to 
their walk. Visitor safety information is also provided 
through the booking process. Rangers will hold briefings 
each evening at the accommodation nodes to provide 
relevant updates, including weather conditions, bushfire 
risk and walk information for the next day. The visitor 

Operation 
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Reference no. Aspect /  
EIS Section 

Management and mitigation commitment Phase 

briefings will include the following information and 
education to manage visitor risk and improve visitor 
experience: 

· Weather – visitors will be informed of the weather 
forecast for the walk, including any local warnings, 
bushwalker alerts and/or requirements due to 
bushfire risks. 

· Exposure and other risks – visitors will be informed of 
the risks identified in the Visitor Risk Control Plan and 
how to manage personal risk. This will include 
instructions for emergency situations.  

· Gear checks – minimum equipment and clothing 
required will be communicated. Visitors will be 
required to complete a safety checklist that they 
have all required equipment/clothing. This will be 
checked by PWS staff prior to departure. Equipment 
will be available to hire/purchase at the check-in 
facilities if visitors do not come equipped with 
appropriate gear.  

· Leave No Trace – visitors will be required to follow 
the Leave No Trace principles (LNT, 2024), including 
requirements to plan and prepare, dispose of waste 
properly (carry out rubbish), leave what you find, 
avoid loud voices and noises, and respect wildlife. 

· Facilities and etiquette – visitors will be briefed about 
using the accommodation facilities (kitchen, toilets, 
etc.), and about the location of the shelters.  

· Biosecurity education – the requirement to stay on 
defined tracks and use the hygiene stations will be 
clearly communicated.  

· Interpretation and points of interest. 

Compliance with the visitor requirements will be 
reinforced through information and education. Where 
necessary, compliance activities will be undertaken by 
trained PWS compliance staff. 

Various MM 6 Section 6 All buildings will comply with relevant codes and 
standards (including bushfire standards). This will include 
annual assessment of the required HMAs. 

Design 

Aboriginal 
cultural heritage 
MM 1 

Section 6.1 All construction personnel will be made aware of the 
UDP and their obligations under the Aboriginal Heritage 
Act 1975. This will be facilitated through the 
implementation of a Cultural Heritage Awareness 
induction for contractors. A copy of the UDP will be kept 
on site during all ground disturbance and construction 
work. 

Pre-construction / 
Construction / 
Operation 

Aboriginal 
cultural heritage 
MM 2 

Section 6.1 A detailed Aboriginal Cultural Interpretation Plan will be 
developed for the Proposal. At a minimum, the 
interpretation plan will address the cultural information 
appropriate to present for the area, what the most 
appropriate forms of delivery are, and the appropriate 
location/s.  

The interpretation plan will be developed in consultation 
with the Tasmanian Aboriginal community. Community 
members with suitable skills and experience will be 

Operation 
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Reference no. Aspect /  
EIS Section 

Management and mitigation commitment Phase 

engaged to assist with the development and 
implementation of the plan. 

Aboriginal 
cultural heritage 
MM 3 

Section 6.1 All PWS staff and tourism operators who undertake 
regular management, research or other activities 
associated with the Proposal will complete the Aboriginal 
Heritage Awareness Training (AHAT) modules that have 
been developed by Aboriginal Heritage Tasmania. 

Pre-construction / 
construction / 
operation 

Aboriginal 
cultural heritage 
MM 4 

Section 6.1 Areas proposed for development for the NIW that were 
inaccessible during the Aboriginal cultural heritage 
survey will be surveyed when initial vegetation clearing 
has been completed. The results of the survey will be 
presented in a separate Aboriginal Cultural Heritage 
Assessment Report.  

Pre-construction / 
Construction 

Biodiversity and 
natural values 
MM 1 

Section 6.2 Vegetation disturbance will be limited to the proposed 
construction footprint. The proposed construction 
footprint will be clearly articulated to the construction 
contractor through electronic means, onsite 
documentation and (where appropriate) physical 
demarcation. It will be specified that all works, vehicles 
and materials will be confined to the designated impact 
areas.  

For areas of specific ecological value (e.g. threatened 
flora locations) that are not within the final Proposal 
footprint and can be retained, exclusion zones will apply. 
These will be marked on construction plans, 
communicated to all construction personnel and, where 
they lie adjacent to the works area, will also be physically 
cordoned off with temporary fencing (or similar) to avoid 
inadvertent impacts.  

Site inductions will include information on threatened 
flora species to assist in identification. 

Construction  

Biodiversity and 
natural values 
MM 2 

Section 6.2 Where possible, Proposal elements are to be micro-sited 
during construction to avoid threatened flora species. 
Appropriate permits will be sought for any residual 
impact on threatened flora species.  

Construction  

Biodiversity and 
natural values 
MM 3 

Section 6.2 Disturbed areas and temporary vegetation clearance will 
be rehabilitated to the pre-existing native vegetation 
community upon completion of construction.  

Construction 

Biodiversity and 
natural values 
MM 4 

Section 6.2 Cleared native vegetation will be left on site (outside of 
HMAs) in a stable condition to provide ongoing habitat. 

Construction 

Biodiversity and 
natural values 
MM 5 

Section 6.2 Large glacial erratic rocks (over 3 m3) comprising part of 
the Tyndall Range Glacial Features will not be altered for 
use in trail construction. 

Construction 

Biodiversity and 
natural values 
MM 6 

Section 6.2 Further assessment of glacial features will be undertaken 
to inform micro-siting and expand geomorphic and 
geologic interpretations. 

Pre-construction/ 
Construction 
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Reference no. Aspect /  
EIS Section 

Management and mitigation commitment Phase 

Biodiversity and 
natural values 
MM 7 

Section 6.2 If any features suspected of being a den of the 
Tasmanian devil or spotted-tailed quoll are detected 
during construction, works must cease within 50 m and 
advice sought from a suitably qualified ecologist to 
determine the status of the feature. If a den is confirmed, 
management actions will be determined in consultation 
with officers from NRE Tas. Actions will generally be in 
accordance with Survey Guidelines and Management 
Advice for Development Proposals that may Impact on 
the Tasmanian Devil (Sarcophilus harrisii) (NRE Tas, 2023). 

Construction / 
Operation 

Biodiversity and 
natural values 
MM 8 

Section 6.2 Through pre-departure briefings and signage, visitors will 
be advised to stay on the formed track. Onsite rangers 
will be responsible for reinforcing these messages 
during nightly briefings at hut sites. Walkers without a 
booking will not be permitted to use the walking track. 

Operation 

Biodiversity and 
natural values 
MM 9 

Section 6.2 An eagle nest search will be undertaken as close as 
possible to the commencement of construction, in 
accordance with the Eagle Nest Searching and Nest 
Activity Checks (EPA Tasmania, 2023). Any resulting 
mitigation measures will be implemented during 
construction. 

Pre-construction 

Biosecurity MM 1 Section 6.3 A Biosecurity Plan has been prepared for the Proposal, in 
accordance with the Weed and Disease Planning and 
Hygiene Guidelines (DPIPWE, 2015, March) and Keeping it 
clean - A Tasmanian field hygiene manual to prevent the 
spread of freshwater pests and pathogens (NRM South, 
2010, March). Potential biosecurity impacts during 
construction and operation will be managed through the 
Biosecurity Plan (Appendix H).  

Pre-construction / 
construction / 
operation 

Biosecurity 
MM 2 

Section 6.3  The risk of importing contaminated materials during 
construction will be reduced by sourcing materials from 
sites assessed to be free of weeds and pathogens. 

Construction 

Biosecurity 
MM 3 

Section 6.3 In accordance with the Biosecurity Plan, active weed 
control will be undertaken for Ulex europaeus (gorse) and 
Rubus sp. (blackberry) at the proposed location for the 
south service and construction depot. 

PWS will coordinate with Hydro Tasmania to monitor and 
control foxglove around the Lake Margaret Power 
Station, with particular consideration to areas where 
construction activities are planned.  

Pre-construction / 
Construction / 
Operation 

Biosecurity 
MM 4 

Section 6.3 Hygiene stations will be provided at the Lake Spicer 
Gateway, the accommodation nodes and the Lake 
Margaret Power Station, along with signage to 
communicate biosecurity risks.  

Hygiene stations will also be provided at the trailhead for 
the existing Tyndall Plateau Walk on Anthony Road.  

Operation 

Biosecurity 
MM 5 

Section 6.3 All construction vehicles, machinery (including helicopter 
skids), and equipment will be cleaned in accordance with 
the Tasmanian Washdown Guidelines for Weed and 

Construction / 
Operation 
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Reference no. Aspect /  
EIS Section 

Management and mitigation commitment Phase 

Disease Control (DPIPWE, 2015, March). Washdown will 
be undertaken: 

· Prior to equipment/machinery arriving on site. 

· After operating within an infested/infected area, or 
after transporting weeds or soil known to be infected 
with a weed seed or plant pathogen  

· Prior to working in proximity to waterways.  

The locations of washdown points are identified in the 
Biosecurity Plan. Washdown points will include effective 
effluent management systems as outlined in the 
Tasmanian Washdown Guidelines for Weed and Disease 
Control  (DPIPWE, 2004, April).  

Biosecurity 
MM 6 

Section 6.3 Construction materials will be stored away from soils 
infected with Phytophthora. For example, materials 
stored on the Lake Spicer Track or at the service and 
construction depots must be kept separate from in situ 
soils. 

Construction 

Biosecurity 
MM 7 

Section 6.3 The following measures will avoid damage to mature 
myrtle trees vulnerable to myrtle wilt: 

· Machinery will be ‘stepped back’ at least 3 m from the 
base of the tree to minimise risk of contact. If contact 
might occur, the trunk will be wrapped with a 
temporary protector such as hessian or a tarpaulin to 
minimise damage to bark.  

· Damage to low-hanging branches of mature myrtles 
will be avoided. 

· The use of mature myrtles as braces for infrastructure 
(e.g. bridges) will be avoided. 

· Long-term storage of materials against mature myrtles 
will be avoided. 

Construction 

Biosecurity 
MM 8 

Section 6.3 Construction vehicles and machinery must remain on 
formed tracks during upgrade works to the Lake Spicer 
Track.  

Construction 

Biosecurity 
MM 9 

Section 6.3 Upgrades to the Lake Spicer Track will ensure there is 
suitable camber and drainage to avoid track erosion. The 
Lake Spicer Track will be maintained with appropriate 
drainage.  

Construction / 
operation 

Environmental 
hazards MM 1 

Section 6.4 The following measures will be implemented during 
construction: 

· Building footings will be constructed directly into the 
underlying rock surface. A site engineer will be present 
at the time of foundation construction.  

· Cut batters (if required) will be constructed using the 
following batter angles: 

· Residual soils – 1V:2H 

· Rock – 3V:1H.  

· Cuttings will include a cut-off v-drain above the cutting 
and a toe drain immediately below the cutting. 

· Aggregate toe drains will be included into the design 
along the base of all cuttings. 

Construction 
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Reference no. Aspect /  
EIS Section 

Management and mitigation commitment Phase 

· Earthworks will be in accordance with AS 3798-2007.  

· Design and construction will be in accordance with the 
good hillside construction practices as outlined in the 
Australian Geomechanics Society Geoguide LR8 (AGS, 
2007, March 1). 

Stormwater drainage will be constructed to divert run-
off from buildings and any cutting/retaining wall faces.  

Environmental 
hazards MM 2 

Section 6.4 Further assessment will be undertaken by a geotechnical 
engineer to inform the detailed design of the 
accommodation nodes, including rock face mapping and 
slope stability analysis.  

Pre-construction 

Environmental 
hazards MM 3 

Section 6.4 Further assessment of the proposed walking track 
alignment will be undertaken by a geotechnical engineer 
prior to construction (including vegetation clearance) to 
inform micro-siting and determine additional 
management and measures to be applied during 
construction.  

Pre-construction / 
Construction 

Bushfire MM 1 Section 6.5 The ongoing management of the HMAs will be by 
mechanical methods in accordance with the Bushfire 
Hazard Report (Appendix T).  

Construction / 
Operation 

Bushfire MM 2 Section 6.5 PWS staff training will be conducted prior to the bushfire 
season and will include: 

· PWS response to fire preparedness actions including 
monitoring, trigger points, key contact personnel and 
evacuation procedures. 

· Management and use of onsite refuges, including use 
of fire hose reels etc. 

· Bushfire awareness – an understanding of how fire 
moves through the landscape. 

· Protocols around weather forecasts, monitoring and 
appropriate walker management responses. 

· Practical session involving fire suppression measures 
in and around accommodation nodes. 

Operation 

Bushfire MM 3 Section 6.5 Site maintenance and emergency management 
preparation will occur prior to each bushfire season and 
will include: 

· Testing key fire equipment such as fire hose reels, 
sprinkler systems, pumps etc. 

· Clearing roof gutters of leaves and removing leaves 
and debris from decks and under buildings. 

· Checking that no hazard is present that will increase 
fire intensity (e.g. rubbish). 

· Ensuring first aid kits, fire extinguishers, emergency 
lighting etc. are current and serviceable. 

Operation 

Bushfire MM 4 Section 6.5 The area will be monitored for bushfires on a regular and 
ongoing basis. Monitoring involves a network of 
approximately 15 weather stations/cameras, which are 
remotely monitored and information closely examined 

Operation 
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Reference no. Aspect /  
EIS Section 

Management and mitigation commitment Phase 

following dry lightning strikes or during high fire danger 
periods. 

Bushfire MM 5 Section 6.5 A Bushfire Emergency Management Plan will be 
prepared for TFS approval that will identify: 

· Primary and secondary emergency contacts for the 
NIW. 

· The individuals responsible for implementing the 
emergency procedures in the event of a bushfire 
emergency, including their position, their area of 
responsibility and their mobile contact numbers. 

· Evacuation procedures. 

· Shelter in place procedures. 

· Regime for maintenance of fire equipment and 
maintenance of HMAs, at the accommodation nodes 
prior to the bushfire season.  

Operation 

Bushfire MM 6 Section 6.5 A bushfire protection plan will be prepared for the entire 
length of the walk that will consider: 

· Vegetations types, landscape features, fuel loads and 
overall bushfire risk along the track corridor.  

· Location and sequencing of planned fuel reduction 
burns along the track corridor to protect track 
infrastructure and reduce risk of bushfire ignition and 
reduce speed of spread in the event of a start-up. 

Operation 

Bushfire MM 7 Section 6.5 Specific bushfire mitigation measures will form part of 
the CEMP, including: 

· No smoking will be allowed. 

· No campfires will be allowed. 

· All construction teams are to have a fire prevention 
plan which includes immediate reporting procedures 
for any accidental ignition events, carrying basic 
firefighting equipment (rake hoes, water and small fire 
extinguishers) and having a clear evacuation plan. 

· No high-risk works (hot works) will be allowed on total 
fire ban days. 

· Contractors will be required to have a 
communications plan for ignition events. 

Construction 

Visitor risk MM 1 Section 6.6 All rangers and PWS staff working within the Proposal 
Site will have first aid qualifications. Rangers will carry a 
personal first aid kit, communication equipment and/or 
personal locator beacons at all times, to respond to 
incidents/emergencies. Full first aid kits and emergency 
equipment will be available at the ranger hut at each of 
the accommodation nodes. 

Operation 

Visitor risk MM 2 Section 6.6 An Emergency Management Plan will be developed 
outlining emergency response procedures to be 
implemented as the initial response to emergency 
situations. 

Operation 

Visitor risk MM 3 Section 6.6 The Visitor Hazard Register and Risk Control Plan 
(Appendix Q) will be completed by PWS staff trained in 

Pre-operation 
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Reference no. Aspect /  
EIS Section 

Management and mitigation commitment Phase 

visitor risk assessment prior to commencement of 
operation. 

Historic heritage 
MM 1 

Section 6.7 Exclusion zones will be identified during construction to 
ensure adequate protection of the heritage site.  

Pre-construction / 
Construction 

Historic heritage 
MM 2 

Section 6.7 All PWS staff and tourism operators who undertake 
regular management, research or other activities 
associated with the Proposal should be aware of the 
significance of the site. 

Construction / 
Operation 

Historic heritage 
MM 3 

Section 6.7 A detailed historic heritage interpretation plan that 
incorporates the Lake Margaret Power Scheme and the 
policies from the 2010 Lake Margaret Interpretation Plan 
will be prepared. 

Themes to celebrate and protect the historic heritage of 
the area have been included in the NIW Identity, Themes 
and Interpretation report prepared by Charlie Bravo 
Design. Further iterations of this plan will ensure 
consistency with the policies in the 2010 Lake Margaret 
Interpretation Plan, and Hydro Tasmania should be 
closely consulted as part of the development of the 
interpretation plan. 

Operation 

Historic heritage 
MM 4 

Section 6.7 Construction personnel will be made aware of the 
Unanticipated Discovery Plan (historic heritage) and their 
own obligations. Induction for contractors and site 
personnel will include information on historic heritage 
values. A copy of the UDP will be kept on site during 
construction. 

Pre-construction / 
Construction  

Noise MM 1 Section 6.8 Low noise generating plant and equipment will be used 
where practicable. Noise emitting equipment will be 
regularly inspected, maintained and replaced (as 
required) in accordance with the PWS asset management 
system.   

Construction / 
Operation  

Noise MM 2 Section 6.8 During construction, operation of noise generating 
machinery and equipment will be restricted (where 
applicable) in accordance with the Environmental 
Management and Pollution Control (Noise) Regulations 
2016. 

Construction 

Noise MM 3 Section 6.8 Noise attenuation will be implemented for the turbine 
located at Lake Margaret.  

Operation 

Transport and 
traffic MM1 

Section 6.9 Lake Spicer Track may be closed to visitors for periods 
during construction and operation to manage the safety 
of users. Extended temporary closures during 
construction will be advertised on the PWS website and 
communicated to users contacting the West Coast Field 
Centre for access. Signage will be erected at the 
entrance to the Lake Spicer Track to notify users of the 
temporary closures or impacts. 

Construction / 
Operation 

Visual MM 1 Section 6.10 The design of the Proposal will use natural materials and 
colours.  

Detailed design / 
Construction 
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Reference no. Aspect /  
EIS Section 

Management and mitigation commitment Phase 

Visual MM 2 Section 6.10 The Proposal will include the use of native vegetation 
(outside of the HMAs) to screen the development and 
blend it with the surrounding landscape. 

Detailed design / 
Construction 

Visual MM 3 Section 6.10 The Proposal incorporates careful lighting design to 
minimise light pollution and preserve the ‘dark sky’ night 
environment: 

· Lighting in the pods will be provided to assist safe 
movement. Lights will be floor/low-level wall lighting 
with a shielding to direct light downwards.  

· Lighting in the kitchen will be directional/spotlight 
style, targeted to food preparation areas.  

· Windows in the main lounge and cooking area will be 
angled down to direct any outside light spillage 
downwards. 

· Lighting will be put on motion sensors and timers. 

· External lighting will be kept to a minimum for safety 
or emergency purposes only. 

· Head torches will be required for safe movement 
outside, with reflective strips identifying steps or trip 
hazards. 

Detailed design / 
Construction 

Visual MM 4 Section 6.10 Regular maintenance will ensure the long-term 
sustainability and visual appeal of the development. 

Operation 

Waste 
management 
MM 1 

Section 6.11 The waste management hierarchy (EPA, 2024) will be 
implemented throughout construction and operation of 
the Proposal, as follows: 

· Avoidance 

· Reuse 

· Recycling 

· Energy recovery 

· Treatment 

· Disposal/permanent containment. 

Construction / 
Operation 

Surface water 
MM 1 

Section 6.12 The measures outlined in the Soil and Water 
Management Plan will be implemented throughout 
construction (Appendix S).  

Sediment and erosion control measures will be 
implemented during construction of the track, including: 

· All bare soil outside of the construction footprint will 
be protected from erosion using mulch or vegetation 
thatching.  

· Stockpiles of soil that may be created during 
construction will be covered prior to rain events or 
site shutdown. 

Construction 
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9 Conclusion 

The Proposal will provide a new multi-day (three-day/two-night) walking experience near the Tyndall 
Range in the west coast region of Tasmania. The Next Iconic Walk comprises an approximately 31 km 
walking track, with various lookouts and three shelters. Two accommodation nodes will be provided, at 
Lake Huntley and Lake Mary, with options for visitors to stay in communal huts, private pods or tents. In 
addition to the walking track and accommodation nodes, the Proposal includes the construction of the 
Lake Spicer Gateway, located at the proposed trailhead, and minor upgrades to the existing Lake Spicer 
Track to facilitate access during construction and operation. Helicopter access during construction and 
operation of the Proposal will be via two service and construction depots to be established near the 
trailhead and trail end.  

The Proposal is located on reserved land and has been designed to be consistent with the management 
objectives of the relevant reserve classes (regional reserve and conservation area). The Proposal will 
conserve the geological, biological and water quality values of the reserves. The preparation and 
adherence of key management documents such as a Soil and Water Management Plan and a Biosecurity 
Plan will further ensure these values are protected. Similarly, the Proposal will not negatively affect sites or 
areas of Aboriginal cultural or historic heritage significance. The Proposal will create an immersive tourism 
experience, educating the walkers on the natural, cultural and heritage values of the reserves.  

This EIS aims to demonstrate that the Proposal meets and furthers the objectives under the NPRM Act. 
The Proposal is consistent with relevant State Policies and strategies. The requirement for additional 
approvals associated with impacts to natural and cultural values has been minimised through design. In 
addition, the Proposal has been designed to avoid/minimise potential impacts to matters of national 
environmental significance protected under the EPBC Act, including by siting elements to avoid visibility 
from the TWWHA and selecting flight paths that minimise impacts on the TWWHA and wilderness quality. 

The Proposal has been carefully designed to protect the natural and cultural values of the reserves. As a 
result, there are no significant environmental impacts anticipated during construction and operation of the 
Proposal. The CEMP will outline all construction phase environmental management, mitigation and 
monitoring measures included in this EIS, as well as any relevant legislative requirements. Operational 
measures will be captured in the OEMP prepared for the Proposal.  

With the implementation of the management measures outlined in this EIS, the potential environmental 
impacts of the Proposal are acceptable. Further, the Proposal has the potential to generate environmental 
benefits including community education on historical, cultural and natural values through the 
interpretation materials provided for the walk, deterring off-track walking in the region through education, 
and weed and disease control measures implemented for the Proposal Site and surrounding area.  

The Proposal has been identified as having a socio-economic benefit for the west coast region, and 
Tasmania more broadly, by attracting and increasing visitation. In addition to increased economic activity 
for the state associated with interstate and international tourism expenditure, the Proposal is projected to 
result in localised economic growth for the west coast region, including growth of the tourism industry. 
The Proposal will complement the existing multi-day walk offerings in Tasmania, such as the Three Capes 
Track and the Overland Track, which experience significant demand during the peak season. The Next 
Iconic Walk is intended to be an intergenerational and positive economic legacy for the west coast region 
and Tasmania.   
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Appendix A Compliance with 
Terms of Reference 

Summary of compliance with Terms of Reference (ToR) 

Section of ToR Requirement Section of EIS 

1.0 Introduction 

 

Background information on the Proposal, including the current status of the 
Proposal, an overview of the principal components of the proposal, location, 
anticipated establishment costs, use of the development and possibilities 
for future expansion (if applicable). 

Section 1.3 

Proposal objectives, intended outcomes, relationship to reserve objectives 
and values. 

Section 1.4 

Intended visitor experience. Section 1.5 

Description of the relationship of the proposal to other proposals or 
activities that have been or are being developed in the reserve or adjacent 
to the reserve. 

Section 1.3 

Summary of legislation, standards, guidelines, policies that will be applicable. Section 1.7 

Relevant commonwealth, state and local government and PWS policies, 
strategies and management plans with which the proposal is expected to 
address. 

Section 1.7.7 

Section 1.7.8 

2.1 Proposal 
information and 
development plan 

 

Description of the whole proposal intended in stages or subject to later 
investment decisions. 

Section 2.3 

Demonstrate the need for the proposal including any demand analysis or 
market research. 

Section 2.3 

An economic justification for the proposal including funding sources, 
construction costs, operational expenses and income expected. 

Section 2.3 

The major on-site facilities should be described. Detailed technical 
information may be included in the appendices. 

Section 2.2 

The proposal design and site selection process should be described. Section 2.1.1 

High level information about raw materials required for the proposal 
(including water for consumption and energy, stone). Estimated quantities 
and characteristics should be provided. 

Section 2.2.8.1 

Section 2.2.8.2 

Section 2.4.2 
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Section of ToR Requirement Section of EIS 

Energy requirements should be outlined and the means of meeting this 
demand described. 

Section 2.2.8.1 

The hours of operation for the proposal including seasonal variation, closure 
periods. 

Section 2.5.2 

Renders (2D or 3D) may be used to show images and attributes of the 
proposal as an accurate representation of the form within the context of the 
surrounding environment. A Render may be useful to demonstrate the 
general scale and form of the proposal. 

Appendix J 

2.2 Location Describe the area subject to the proposal, surrounding areas (for context) 
and areas outside of the immediate site that may be affected by the 
proposal. A general location map which identifies the following is required: 

· The location and footprint of the proposal, including staging areas. 

· Topographical features, aspect, direction of drainage. 

· Road access to and from the development. 

· Location of waterways and drains (including ephemeral). 

· Distances to nearby areas of conservation sensitivity (TWWHA, Tyndall 
Plateau) and areas of existing recreational significance (Tyndall Plateau, 
Spicer Track, Abels). 

· Surrounding land tenure and land use. 

· Description of the existing recreational opportunities and levels of use, 
along with current and predicted trends and impacts to the environment 
(noting that the Tyndall Plateau and Abels may represent a “free 
alternative” to the paid NIW experience. 

Section 2.1 

Figure 1-1 

Figure 5-1 

Figure 5-2 

2.3 Site analysis A site analysis is required to identify existing conditions and values that 
influence or may constrain proposal site selection and design. Site analysis 
plays an important part not only in the assessment process, but also in the 
design process, providing an overview of the environmental, engineering 
and operation constraints or opportunities that may influence siting and 
design of the development. The site analysis should consider both 
landscape scale and local site scale conditions and provide rationale for the 
location of the proposal. 

A site analysis should consider: 

· Natural values, including flora, fauna, water courses and wetlands 

· Geology and soil types 

· Slopes – constraints 

· Lake Margaret Power Scheme Heritage Site 

· Tasmanian Wilderness World Heritage Area 

· Aboriginal heritage values 

· Natural and cultural features of interpretive value 

· Landscape and visual conditions and values including views to and from 
the development 

· Natural hazards – siting and management controls for areas susceptible 
to fire, flood, landslip and erosion. 

· Operations requirements, such as access for helicopter servicing 

· Current recreational use setting including existing recreational use of 
the area. 

The EIS should provide a summary of the findings of the site analysis with 
reference to the full site analysis (as an appendix). 

Section 2.1.1 

Appendix I 
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2.4 Site plan Site plan identifies the location and footprint of the proposal, including 
associated infrastructure which will include walking tracks, overnight nodes, 
shelters, helicopter pads, wastewater management, water storage. 

The site plan should demonstrate the total footprint of the development 
including vegetation to be removed or managed for bushfire risk (Bushfire 
Hazard Management Plan and PWS Asset Protection Zones – see section 
6.5). 

Figure 2-1 

Figure 2-2 

Appendix J 

2.5.1 Building plan The criteria used to determine the design should be discussed. Building 
plans should include: 

· Detailed floor plan of proposed buildings at a suitable scale showing 
layout, partitioning, room sizes and intended use of the rooms or parts 
of the building, location of windows, doors and dimensions and total 
proposed footprint. 

· Plans should show all elevations of all infrastructure and buildings 
including sizes, heights, existing and proposed ground lines, windows, 
doors and other features. 

· High-level estimation of dimensions of cut and fill. 

· Type and colour of external finishes including brand and trade colour 
names where applicable. 

Section 3.2.4 

Appendix J 

2.5.2 Walking track Details of the proposed walking track design must be presented with 
reference to the PWS walking track classification system. The proposed 
walking track classification should be consistent with and appropriate for 
the expected visitor profile. 

Section 2.2.3 

2.6 Infrastructure 
and services 

All ancillary facilities required to support the proposal should be described 
including helipad, water supply, electricity supply, staging areas, roads. 
Significant off-site infrastructure that is part of the proposal should be 
described including carparking areas, transport infrastructure, and 
communications. Provide details of any infrastructure or services to be 
developed within or close to a PWS gateway, such as the Cradle Mountain 
Gateway. 

Section 2.2.8 
Section 2.7 

2.6.1 Helicopters Helicopter and aircraft landing areas should be detailed including existing 
and proposed landing areas during construction phase and ongoing 
operations. Provide flight routes and proposed flight frequencies. 

Section 2.2.6 

Figure 2-3 

Figure 2-4 

2.6.2 Service level Detail the service level that is proposed to be provided, including toilets and 
sewage system, energy for heating/lighting/ventilation, water for washing or 
drinking, greywater management systems, stormwater management 
systems. 

Section 2.2.8 

2.6.3 Toilet design Provide design and rationale for toilet system design and 
maintenance/management requirements. 

Section 2.2.8.3 

2.6.4 Greywater 
design 

An onsite Wastewater Management System Report (Offsite Effluent 
Disposal Capacity Assessment Report) is required. The report should assess 
the soils affected by the proposal and describe suitability for disposal of 
wastewater. The report should identify a range of appropriate wastewater 
treatment systems of a specific system design. 

This report must be prepared by a suitably qualified person such as a 
Geotechnical Engineer of Environmental Health Officer and in accordance 
with Australian Standards: 

· AS1547 On-site wastewater management 

· AS1726 Geotechnical site investigations. 

Section 2.2.8.4 

Appendix M 
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2.7 Construction 

 

Provide a description and timetable for significant activities during the 
construction phase of the proposal including indicative timeframes for the 
completion of major steps and the likely sequencing of steps. 

Section 2.4.1 

Describe the volume, composition, origin, destination and route for vehicle 
movements during construction, particularly helicopter operations. 

Section 2.4.4 

Discuss measures that will be adopted to minimise key potential impacts 
during the construction phase of the project. This should include evaluation 
of potential impacts from: 

· Erosion and sediment control and protection of natural catchments 

· Biosecurity measures around the import/export of construction 
materials and workers 

· Acid-sulphate soils 

· Construction noise and dust 

· Stormwater management 

· Biosecurity measures for weeds, diseases and pests 

· Waste management 

· Chemical and hazardous materials 

· Identification of sensitive areas and sites 

· Visitor risk management 

· Helicopter operations 

· Community information and engagement. 

A commitment should be made within the EIS to the development and 
implementation of a detailed Construction and Environmental Management 
Plan (CEMP), prior to commencing construction. 

Section 2.4.5 

2.8 Commissioning 
and operation  

Provide an overview of how the proposal is to be operated, including the 
proposed operating model, the business and financial management 
arrangements, operational times, servicing frequency and staffing model. 
Note any seasonal variation. 

Describe the likely asset maintenance requirements likely for the 
development, both day-to-day and longer term. 

A commitment should be made in the EIS for the development and 
implementation of an Operations and Maintenance Plan (OMP) and an 
Environmental Management Plan (EMP) prior to commissioning the project. 

Section 2.5 

2.9 Socio-
economic aspects 

Briefly describe the existing social and economic environment that may be 
affected by the proposal, which may include information on the social or 
demographic characteristics of the population living in the vicinity of the 
proposal site or likely to be affected by the proposal. 

Summarise the outcomes of the feasibility study work that was completed 
in 2021 which demonstrate the economic viability of the proposal detailing 
the major infrastructure required and estimated cost of infrastructure. 

Provide a clear understanding of the characteristic demographic of the 
potential market for the experience. 

Outline key changes that have occurred since the feasibility study was 
commissioned, including changing construction costs, design evolution, 
proposed operation model and revenue stream such as the experience fees. 

Section 6.13 

3.0 Proposal 
alternatives 

The rationale for the proposal should be described. Outline the site 
selection process, including site selection criteria, alternative sites 
considered and an assessment of those alternatives. The assessment should 
compare alternatives according to clearly defined environmental, social, 
economic and technical considerations, and provide a justification for the 

Section 3 
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preferred site. The results of any stakeholder and community consultation 
should be summarised including amendments to the proposal site and 
design. 

For any part of the proposal where alternative technologies, materials, 
design options or management practices with different environmental 
consequences may exist, the alternatives should be identified, their 
environmental performance evaluated and the reason for the proposed 
choice justified. 

4.0 Public 
consultation 

Proponents are responsible for engaging with the community and 
stakeholders throughout all phases of the assessment and the proposal’s 
progress. Early engagement with the community and stakeholders is 
recommended to ensure that key issues are identified and where possible 
addressed through the design, construction and operation of the proposal. 

Proponents must demonstrate how issues raised through engagement have 
been dealt with. A submissions report should form part of the response to 
the submissions made on the draft EIS and any engagement before the 
draft EIS is advertised. 

Detail the nature and results of public consultation undertaken by the 
proponent during the planning phase and preparation of the EIS. Outline any 
proposals for further public consultation during and beyond implementation. 

PWS Engagement Section (TEVS) should be consulted on the approach to 
community engagement. 

Section 4 

5.0 Planning and 
legislation context 

Provide an overview of the existing policy and planning setting. Include 
details of applicable plans and policies and the main authorities required 
under legislation. 

Section 5 

5.1 Legislation 

 

List key legislation and State policies applicable to the activity. Indicate 
whether the proposal would be in accordance with relevant legislation and 
policy. For each, state why the activity is compliant or what is required to 
achieve compliance, including the listing of approvals or permits required. 

Permits and authorities related to environmental management should be 
identified. The need for any authorities required during the pre-
construction, construction and operation phases of the proposal should be 
identified. 

Section 1.7 

The proponent is responsible for determining if the proposal requires 
assessment under the Commonwealth Environment Protection and 
Biodiversity Conservation Act 1999 (EPBC Act). The proponent should use 
the DCCEEW significant impact guidelines to evaluate the need to refer the 
proposal for assessment under the EPBC Act. The EIS should detail whether 
a referral will or will not be made (significant impact reasoning), and any 
feedback on the referral status, any advice received and the MNES likely to 
be affected. Note that a pre-referral advice submission/meeting is offered 
by the Commonwealth agency to assist this process. 

Section 1.7.5 

5.2 Planning and 
policy 

The local, State and Commonwealth government plans and policies that may 
be applicable to the proposal should be identified and evaluated for 
consistency. 

List planning authorities and zonings for the relevant site and areas directly 
and indirectly affected by the proposal, any codes that may apply under the 
LUPA Act. Identify if the proposal includes the need for a development 
application and if the proposal is exempt, permitted, discretionary or 
prohibited. Detail how the proposal would meet code requirements. 

Land vested in Hydro Tasmania Corporation will likely require approval from 
Hydro Tasmania. Outline the approvals that have been sought to develop 
and occupy Hydro-vested land tenure. 

Section 5 
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5.2.1 Reserve 
management 
planning and 
policy 

In the absence of a statutory reserve management plan, the provisions of 
the NPRM Act (Objectives) and NCA (purpose) are applicable. The EIS must 
address the provisions and describe the degree to which the proposal is 
consistent with the purpose of reservation and management objectives for 
the class of reserve (NPRM Act Schedule 1 Management Objectives and 
NCA Schedule 1 Purpose of Reservation).  

PWS is bound by s.30 of the NPRM Act to manage reserved land in a 
manner that is consistent with the purposes for which the land was reserved 
and having regard to all of the management objectives for the class of that 
reserved land. 

Discuss the management objectives in relation to the NIW proposal. 

It is noted the proposal site is covered by existing exploration rights and a 
Strategic Prospectivity Zone under the Mining (Strategic Prospectivity 
Zones) Act 1993. Outline how a multiple land-use approach would be 
managed incorporating mineral exploration, recreation, and conservation. 

For the proposed staging areas on FPPFL, the proposal must be consistent 
with the management objectives included in the Forestry (Rebuilding the 
Forest Industry) Act 2014. Explain the status of FPPFL under the act, 
mechanisms available to enact a transfer of FPPFL to PTPZ (if required) and 
the likelihood of the need for timber harvesting in the lifetime of using the 
staging areas. 

Section 5.2 

5.2.2 Reserve 
management 
zones 

Where there is no statutory management plan in place, PWS utilises internal 
policies to guide management outcomes and use and development on 
reserved land.   

The EIS should detail reasons for any revised recreational use setting 
associated with the proposal. 

Section 6 

6.1 Aboriginal 
heritage 

The final comprehensive assessment of Aboriginal heritage values should be 
in line with national best practice by including assessment of the physical 
values (i.e.; ‘relics as defined by the Aboriginal Heritage Act 1975).  

An evaluation of broader Aboriginal heritage values, including intangible and 
landscape values should also be addressed. This should include some 
discussion and consideration of the previous surveys which presented quite 
different interpretations on site patterning and potential within the Tyndall 
ranges. 

The assessment should consider the direct, indirect and cumulative impacts 
of the proposal on Aboriginal heritage values and provide recommendations 
to avoid, mitigate and manage these impacts. The need for further holistic 
investigation of Aboriginal heritage values has also been communicated by 
Aboriginal community organisations and the Aboriginal Heritage Council 
during initial consultation undertaken in 2021 by CHMA. 

The heritage assessment should cover all infrastructure areas such as 
camps and helicopter pads, as well as the walking track alignment. 

The assessment should be undertaken by cultural heritage specialists, 
including an archaeologist and Aboriginal Heritage Officer, and meet the 
requirements of the Aboriginal Heritage Standards and Procedures 
https://www.aboriginalheritage.tas.gov.au/assessment-process/aboriginal-
heritage-standards-andprocedures. 

A key component of the assessment is the engagement and consultation 
with the Tasmanian Aboriginal community, and this is vital for obtaining 
sufficient understanding of the holistic values of the area. The identification 
of Aboriginal heritage and cultural values (with the exception of 
archaeological sites) can only be done by the Tasmanian Aboriginal 
community. The Aboriginal community needs to be able to engage 
personally and as a community with the project area in order to be able to 
identify cultural values. 

Section 6.1 
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6.2 Biodiversity 
and natural values 

Discuss the impacts of the proposal on biodiversity and nature conservation 
values (terrestrial and aquatic). Assessment of impacts should not be limited 
to clearing or direct disturbance and may include other facilitated or 
secondary impacts, such as noise, light, bushfire and planned burn regimes, 
vehicle movements, helicopter operations, disease and increased visitation. 

Section 6.2.3 

6.2.1 Natural values 
assessment 

A comprehensive assessment of Natural Values for the proposed walking 
track alignment, infrastructure nodes and staging areas must be presented. 
The survey must be in accordance with the Guidelines for Natural Values 
Surveys – Terrestrial Development Proposals: Survey Guidelines for 
Development Assessments | Department of Natural Resources and 
Environment Tasmania (nre.tas.gov.au).  

Appendix G 

6.2.2 Threatened 
native vegetation 
communities 

Several Threatened Native Vegetation Communities (TNVC) are in the 
general Tyndall Range area. The currently proposed alignment would 
traverse Athrotaxis selaginoides subalpine scrub (RKS) which is listed as a 
TNVC under the Nature Conservation Act 2002 (NCA). 

Impacts to TNVCs should be avoided. Where avoidance is not possible, 
mitigation measures should be proposed, such as constructing the walking 
track sympathetically to minimise disturbance. 

Section 6.2.1.1 

Section 6.2.3 

6.2.3 Threatened 
flora 

Direct impacts on threatened species should be avoided and mitigation 
measures, such as micro-siting, should be detailed in the EIS. Indirect and 
secondary impacts to threatened species, such as bushfire, planned burning 
regimes, disease, weeds, and visitation should also be addressed. 

Section 6.2.1.2 

Section 6.2.3 

6.2.4 Conservation 
significant and 
paleoendemic 
flora 

The EIS should provide information on the significance of the Tyndall Range 
area as one of the highest conservation value areas in Tasmania in terms of 
paleoendemic flora and evolutionary significance.  

The Tyndall Range and associated peaks have existing recreational 
opportunities and all foreseeable changes to recreational opportunities 
should be identified. Proposed changes to mitigate impacts, such as 
capacity (walker limits, track closures or changes) should be clearly stated if 
intended. 

The EIS must address the potential for direct, indirect, and the 
consequential impacts on flora. The EIS should identify mitigation strategies 
to minimise potential impacts and contribute to the continued conservation 
and protection of significant flora. 

The EIS should address how a net benefit on the overall condition of the 
area can be achieved addressing walker impacts and increasing visitor 
numbers. 

Section 6.2.1.3 

Section 6.2.3 

Section 6.2.5 

6.2.5 Threatened 
fauna 

 

The EIS should address the presence of locally recorded threatened fauna 
or their habitat that may be impacted by the NIW including the wedge-tailed 
eagle, white-bellied sea eagle, Tussock skink and Tasmanian devil. 

Section 6.2.1.4 

Raptor nesting 

The EIS should discuss the potential impacts from all stages of the proposal 
on potential WTE breeding activity, which may include impacts from planned 
burning, potential visitation to Farquhar lookout and flight paths for 
construction and future servicing. It is recommended that targeted nest 
searches are conducted around modelled high quality nesting habitat along 
the Dante Rivulet to inform management of impacts. 

Section 6.2.1.4 

Section 6.2.3 

White-bellied sea eagle 

Given the extensive lake system in the development area, there is potential 
for WBSE breeding in the project area and broader landscape that may be 

Section 6.2.1.4 
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subject to increased disturbance from off-track walking, aerial operations, 
and planned burning. The presence of adult WBSE during the breeding 
season (July to January inclusive) should be used as an indicator of potential 
breeding. If present, eagle nest searches should include suspected WBSE 
breeding locations. 

Tasmanian devils and quolls 

Formal surveys for devil and quoll Dens should be conducted along the trail 
alignment and proposed development. The survey methodology must be 
specified. The surveys should extend beyond the development envelope, 
covering areas frequented by overnight walkers. 

Section 6.2.1.4 

Tussock Skink 

Address the potential habitat for Tussock skink that may become degraded 
due to trampling in certain areas. 

Section 6.2.1.4 

Blue-winged Parrot 

The landscape is likely to be utilised for foraging by blue-winged parrot. The 
EIS should address the potential for breeding activity for the species in this 
area. This species is listed as Vulnerable under the EPBC Act. 

Section 6.2.1.4 

6.2.6 CAR Reserve 
Impacts 

Describe the mitigation measures to avoid impacts on CAR reserves, 
including indirect impacts such as alpine forest communities on the Tyndall 
Plateau. Where impacts cannot be avoided, these need to be clearly stated 
and quantified, with particular reference to maintaining the forests in the 
nominated ratios under the RFA. 

Section 6.2.1.5 

Section 6.2.3 

6.2.7 Geodiversity The glacial landscape, coupled with the presence of paleoendemic biota, 
constitutes significant natural values. As these values are poorly 
documented and currently not well understood the EIS should provide 
available information on values and mitigation measures. The EIS should 
commit to avoiding indiscriminate excavation or other landform 
modifications that pose risks to these values and the ability to interpret the 
geoscientific processes that shaped the landscape. 

The EIS must discuss the potential impacts to geoconservation values, such 
as collection of stone for trackwork and describe measures to minimise 
potential impacts. 

Section 6.2.1.6 

6.3 Biosecurity Identify the potential biosecurity risks associated with the proposal and 
outline measures to avoid, minimise and manage biosecurity risks. This 
should include: 

· Overview of the existing weed and disease status of the proposal site, 
building materials and surrounds, including key potential introduction 
routes and vectors like construction staging areas and helicopters. 

· Sensitivity of the project area to biosecurity threats.  

· a Weed and Disease Management Plan to address the risk mitigation 
actions for implementation during the design, construction and 
operation phases of the development. The plan should specifically 
include risk mitigation information regarding helicopter operations 
during construction and ongoing operational servicing. Further 
information can be found in the DPIPWE (2015) Weed and Disease 
Planning and Hygiene Guidelines - Preventing the spread of weeds and 
diseases in Tasmania. 

· A period of weed control prior to commencement of construction and 
regular ongoing inspections at construction locations. 

· Biosecurity education and messaging for NIW patrons. 

Section 6.3 
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· Demonstration that the organisation, staff and contractors involved 
understand their duties and obligations in relation to the Biosecurity Act 
2019 and specifically the ‘General Biosecurity Duty’ which came into 
effect on 31st March 2021. 

6.3.1 Phytophthora 
cinnamomi (PC) 

PC has been confirmed within the landscape from two samples and this 
indicates further areas have the potential to be infected by PC. Discuss the 
potential impacts associated with potential spread of PC throughout the 
project and commit to mitigation measures for construction and operation 
phases of the development. This may include: 

· A biosecurity risk assessment, including more intensive assessment for 
PC along the proposed alignment. 

· Managing the risk of PC spread including, hygiene measures to prevent 
incursions and identification of disease-free areas and high-risk zones. 
Track alignment modification may be considered a mitigation option in 
some instances. 

Section 6.3.1.2 

6.4 Environmental 
hazards 

Provide a preliminary analysis of the potential for hazards that may cause 
impacts to the environment and describe proposed safeguards to avoid or 
manage such an occurrence. The analysis should systematically identify all 
potential hazards that could be associated with the construction, operation, 
maintenance, and decommissioning of the proposal. 

Section 6.4 

6.4.1 Landslip 
hazards 

Under the Tasmanian Planning Scheme, development within a landslide 
hazard area requires a Hazard Management Report to ensure that risks to 
people and property are tolerable. It is also recommended that the hazard 
management report considers any potential landscape risks that may be 
triggered by the proposal, such as instability and resultant debris or 
sedimentation which could impact on water courses for example. 

A pre-construction geotechnical assessment will be required to guide and 
inform design of appropriate risk reduction measures, which should be 
outlined in the EIS. 

Section 6.4.1 

Appendix AA 

6.2.4 Acid sulfate 
soils 

Evaluate the potential for encountering ASS materials along the proposed 
alignment. The potential for construction of the walking track and 
infrastructure to induce off-site hydrological effects and potential oxidation 
of organic soils and ASS (if present) also needs to be considered. 

Provide mitigation measures to minimise potential for unexpected 
encounters with ASS. 

Propose design measures and considerations to minimise drainage works 
and water diversions which may impact hydrologically sensitive areas 
(existing water courses that feed into wetland areas and adjacent organic 
soil types with a likelihood to contain ASS) 

Section 6.4.2 

6.4.3 Snow, ice and 
rain 

Evaluate the potential for hazards associated with adverse weather 
conditions. Describe how hazards would be managed, including: 

· potential deep snow drifts which may hinder or disorient walkers. 

· the potential for undesirable impact from snow avalanche. 

· displacement of incompletely drained trackwork by frost heave. 

· flash flooding – despite the duration of such events in these headwater 
streams unlikely to be more than a few hours, they may still pose a risk 
to both walkers and infrastructure at stream crossings. 

· any infrastructure sited on a high point may render it relatively 
susceptible to lightning strike. 

Section 6.4.3 

6.5 Fire and 
bushfire hazard 

The proposal is within a Bushfire-Prone Area and requires a Bushfire Hazard 
Management Plan (BHMP) to be prepared by a Bushfire Hazard Assessor. 

Section 6.5 
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The EIS must address all potential fire risks associated with the proposal, 
including: 

· Consideration for bushfire threatening the proposed assets, patrons and 
services associated with NIW and the need for a PWS Emergency 
Response Plan; 

· Potential ignition sources (construction and operation) and the potential 
impacts to near-by at risk natural values that could result from a 
potential accidental ignition; 

· Identify the bushfire hazard management zones that will be necessary to 
protect assets and visitors within the elevated bushfire risk landscape. 

· Address the management of biodiversity and visual impacts on natural 
values in the wider landscape resulting from anticipated fuel modified 
bushfire hazard management zones 

· likely resourcing required to manage bushfire risks into the future 
beyond the commissioning phase incorporating climate change effects 
(Studies are showing that Tasmania is likely to experience increasing 
bushfire risk in the future as a result of a changing climate). 

6.6 Historic 
heritage 

It is acknowledged this section of the proposal is off PWS tenure and is 
subject to approval by Hydro Tasmania. For completeness, describe any 
potential impacts to the heritage values of the Lake Margaret Power Station 
Site and summarise the compatibility/consistency of the proposal with the 
Lake Margaret Conservation Management Plan. 

Section 6.6.4 

6.7 Interpretation 
for visitors 

The EIS for a proposal such as NIW involving hosting tourists and visitors 
should provide information on how visitor education, information and 
interpretation is to be provided. 

The EIS should present high level information regarding the intended 
interpretations strategy for the NIW, noting that the finer details of 
interpretations will be finalised prior to the walk commencement. 

A commitment to an Interpretation Plan or Program prior to 
commencement is recommended to ensure the impact of the proposed 
interpretation, identity and themes is considered and aligned to those of the 
Tasmanian Aboriginal Community and West Coast community. Development 
of a plan or program should be made in consultation with the PWS 
Community Programs Section.  

Section 2.2.7 

6.8 Noise Discuss the impacts of the proposal on ambient (surrounding) noise levels 
during construction and operational phases including: 

· Identify and describe all sources of noise associated with the 
development in relation to potentially sensitive receptors, such as 
Tyndall Range patrons, wildlife (including eagles) and NIW patrons. 

· Sources that should be discussed include mechanical noise from design 
elements at the hut nodes (fans, pumps, energy generation) and 
helicopter use. 

· Present mitigation measures to minimise potential impacts, including 
considered flight paths, methods to minimise flight volumes and design 
elements to protect natural quiet.  

Section 6.8 

6.9 Transport and 
traffic 

This section should identify the traffic routes for the proposal (both during 
construction and operation) and the likely volume and nature of traffic and 
timing of traffic flows, including details of the current usage of these roads 
and anticipated impacts to tourist traffic off reserve. 

Section 6.9 

6.9.1 Road traffic Describe the existing conditions of the proposal’s entry and exit points and 
traffic management regimes (patron parking or bus transfers). 

Section 6.9.1 
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6.9.2 Helicopter 
traffic 

The EIS should describe the reliance on helicopter operations for design, 
construction and operation and identify potential impacts (direct, indirect 
and cumulative) on sensitive receptors. 

Consideration should include overflight, take-off and landing disturbance 
related impacts associated with sensitive wilderness areas, existing 
recreational users of reserve and nearby lands, flora and fauna, landing site 
and staging area impacts such as biosecurity risks. 

Logistically, it is recognised that construction using helicopters will be 
challenging in this location, so consideration should be given to feasible 
staging areas and flightpaths. Over-flighting of the TWWHA should be 
avoided if possible. 

The EIS should outline the proposed helicopter movements (volumes and 
flightpaths) and appropriate management strategies to minimise impacts. 

Section 6.9.2.2 

6.10 Visitor risk The EIS must demonstrate that the recreational opportunity provided by the 
NIW is consistent with the biophysical (natural hazard profile), social (visitor 
profile, capability) and managerial (facilities, information, marketing) 
conditions. 

This can be documented as a Visitor Risk Control Plan: 

· Identification of hazards. 

· Assessment of associated risk levels for each hazard identified having 
regard to the recreational setting. 

· Documented control actions to either eliminate or minimise risks. 

· Assignment of responsibilities and commitments to implement control 
actions. 

The plan should be regularly reviewed and updated. Commitments to review 
the plan should be included in an Operations/Business Plan. The control 
actions identified may be included in an Emergency Response Plan. 

Section 6.6 

6.11 Visual and 
scenic amenity 

Provide an assessment of the proposal’s impact on scenic values in the area 
and view fields from existing and potential viewpoints of the proposal’s 
infrastructure as well as views available to patrons of the NIW. 

The Visual Impact Assessment (VIA) should: 

· Describe the baseline setting and visual character of the landscape, its 
condition, and the way the landscape is currently experienced and 
valued. 

· Outline theoretical future surrounding uses that could potentially impact 
on the visual amenity of the NIW proposal (mining, surrounding PTPZ 
land). 

· Describe how the proposal would fit within the landscape and where the 
proposal is likely to be visible from, including from existing vantage 
points on the Tyndall plateau and from within the TWWHA (this may 
include a viewshed model, photomontage, and visual representations). 

· Detail how alternatives in design, materials and location have been 
considered to minimise visual impacts and any other mitigation 
measures adopted. 

· Assess the sensitivity of the site’s landscape character to the impacts of 
the proposal in that setting. 

· Summarise the proposed visual impacts and acceptability of the 
proposal. 

Section 6.10 

6.12 Waste 
management 

Discuss the likely impacts of waste generated by the proposal including: 

· Identify the source, nature and estimated quantities of all wastes (liquid, 
atmospheric, solid) for construction and ongoing operation of the 
proposal. 

Section 6.11 
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· Describe the methods and facilities proposed to collect, store, reuse, 
treat or dispose of each waste stream, including maintenance 
requirements. 

· Waste to be carried out of the reserve should detail how it would be 
disposed/treated. 

· Waste to be regularly removed by mechanical means, such as toilet 
pods, should detail the frequency and volumes of trips and how this is 
minimised. 

· Demonstrate that waste management measures adhere to PWS Leave 
No Trace Principles and also the following hierarchy of waste 
management: 

· Avoidance 

· Reuse 

· Recycle 

· Treatment 

· Disposal/permanent containment. 

Describe strategies to minimise habituation of wildlife to human food. This 
may include: 

· Educational measures such as walker check in briefings, Leave No Trace 
signage; 

· Hire or sale of lightweight airtight food storage equipment; 

· Provision of food/pack storage boxes or food hanging points at 
camps/huts; 

· Design of camping platforms to minimise food loss beneath; 

· Dedicated cooking, eating and clean up areas. 

6.13 Water quality The EIS should address the objectives and requirements of relevant water 
management policies and legislation, including the Water Management Act 
1999, the State Policy on Water Quality Management 1997, and the 
Tasmanian State Coastal Policy 1996. 

The EIS must discuss potential impacts of the proposal on surface water 
during construction and operation and detail appropriate mitigations that 
will preserve and protect watercourses and catchments. The EIS should: 

· Identify sources of wastewater or potentially contaminated (sediment 
entrained) stormwater flows; 

· Describe proposed stormwater management (including during 
reasonably foreseeable flood events); 

· Include a Soil and Water Management Plan 

· Describe the proposed wastewater management system and how each 
potential pollutant will be treated or avoided. 

· Describe the details and potential impacts of a mini-hydro power 
generation system, if proposed. 

Section 6.12 

Appendix S 

6.13.1 Soil and 
water 
management plan 

The Soil and Water Management Plan (SWMP) should include specific site 
plans that detail sediment and erosion control measures on the construction 
site. The SWMP should show the type, location, design, installation and 
maintenance schedule for all actions to control anticipated erosion and for 
preventing sediment from leaving the site. 

Reference should be made to best practice erosion and sediment control: 

https://www.austieca.com.au/publications/best-practice-erosion-and-
sediment-control-bpesc-document 

Appendix S 

6.13.2 Wastewater 
management 

Describe the proposed wastewater management system. Where 
disposal/treatment using soils is proposed, provide an assessment of the 

Section 2.2.8.4 

Section 6.12.3.2 
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Section of ToR Requirement Section of EIS 

soils for suitability for disposal of wastewater and achievement of water 
quality objectives. 

6.14 Tasmanian 
Wilderness World 
Heritage Area 

The potential for the NIW development to impact on the values of the 
TWWHA and CM-LS NP should be considered in the EIS, and mitigation 
measures aimed at protecting the OUV should be detailed. This should 
include: 

· potential visual impacts, particularly from prominent peaks within the 
TWWHA with views towards the proposal, such as Eldon Peak 

· potential for the proposal to provide informal access routes to the 
TWWHA (noting that the terrain over Unconformity Bluff and the Eldon 
River is likely a significant barrier). 

· Frequency, route and manner of helicopter flights over or near the 
TWWHA for construction and management purposes. 

· Artificial lighting associated with the development. 

Planning for the proposal should aim to avoid impacts to the Wilderness 
Quality of the TWWHA. 

As the TWWHA is a Matter of National Environmental Significance under the 
EPBC Act, a self-assessment should be undertaken by the proponent to 
determine if potential impacts are likely to be significant, requiring the 
proposal to be referred. Results of the self-assessment should be detailed in 
the EIS (refer section 5.1) 

Section 5.9 

Monitoring and 
review 

This section should provide an outline of any monitoring, review and 
reporting programs for the proposal. 

The program should be designed to meet the following objectives: 

· monitoring of compliance with objectives/standards and other 
performance requirements identified in the EIS 

· assessing the effectiveness of the performance requirements and 
environmental safeguards in achieving environmental quality objectives 

· assessing the extent to which the predictions of environmental impacts 
in the EIS have eventuated. 

· assessing compliance with management measures defined in the EIS. 

A Draft Environmental Management Plan should be prepared to incorporate 
a summary of the monitoring program. 

Section 7 

Decommissioning 
and rehabilitation 

The EIS should describe an on-going, staged approach to site 
decommissioning and rehabilitation throughout the stated proposal life. 
Provide an outline of intended rehabilitation commitments of disturbed 
areas following the completion of construction activities. Inclusion in a draft 
Environmental Management Plan is recommended. 

Section 2.6 

Management 
measures and 
commitments 

This section should contain a consolidated management measures table 
(numbered commitments) listing the management measures proposed 
throughout the EIS. Measures must be sequentially numbered, unambiguous 
statements of intent. For each measure, the table must specify when it is to 
be implemented (phases such as planning, construction, operations) and 
refer to the section of the EIS where the measure is detailed. Inclusion in a 
draft Environmental Management Plan is recommended.  

Section 8 

Conclusion Describe the proposal and draw together the critical environmental, social 
and economic impacts of the proposal, both positive and negative; present 
a balanced overview of the net impacts of the proposal, and the extent to 
which any adverse impacts can be satisfactorily avoided, mitigated, 
remediated or compensated and positive impacts promoted and sustained. 

Section 9 
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Section of ToR Requirement Section of EIS 

The conclusion should also describe how the proposal meets and furthers 
the objectives of relevant Commonwealth and State legislation, policies, 
plans and strategies. The conclusion should itemise the NPRM Act 
objectives with commentary about how the proposal addresses each of the 
objectives (see section 5). 
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Appendix B Framework 
Construction Environmental 
Management Plan (CEMP) 

A Construction Environmental Management Plan (CEMP) is an important document to effectively manage 
the environmental impacts of a project through the construction phase. A CEMP identifies potential 
hazards, assesses the risks, and outlines mitigation measures to be employed to minimise the risk of the 
hazard. While the Next Iconic Walk (NIW) Proposal will permanently transform the locality through the 
construction of approximately 31 km of walking track, accommodation nodes, and ancillary infrastructure, 
adherence to the CEMP during the construction phase of the Proposal can prevent undesirable impacts.  

Responsibilities for CEMP actions are provided in Table B.1. Job and site-specific Operational 
Environmental Management Plans (OEMPs) will be required to further detail the responsible person for 
oversight of each mitigation measure. 

B.1 Responsibility for EMP actions 

Action Responsibility Phase 

Engage suitably qualified contractors to undertake 
construction works 

PWS Prior to commencement of 
works 

Develop a site and job specific Construction Environmental 
Management Plan (CEMP)  

Principal Contractor Prior to commencement of 
works 

Review and provide feedback on Principal Contractor’s CEMP PWS Prior to commencement of 
works 

Comply with the CEMP and provide regular reports detailing 
monitoring, environmental incidents, non-compliance, 
corrective action and auditing 

Principal Contractor Throughout the 
construction period 

Regularly monitor Principal Contractor’s compliance with 
CEMP during construction works  

PWS Throughout the 
construction period 

Develop an Operational Environmental Management Plan 
(OEMP) 

PWS Prior to commencement of 
works 

Monitor compliance with OEMP, along with other developed 
plans and commitments, during operation. Perform periodic 
reviews and updates of the OEMP.  

PWS Throughout the operational 
period 
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Appendix C Framework 
Operational Management Plan 
(OEMP) 

An Operational Environmental Management Plan (OEMP) is used to minimise the environmental impacts of 
a project through the operational phase. An OEMP will be created by Tasmania Parks & Wildlife Service 
(PWS) prior to the commissioning of the Proposal and opening the experience to visitors.  

Mitigation measures for identified impacts are detailed in Table C.1 and will form the basis for the OEMP. 

C.1 Responsibility for EMP actions 

Action Responsibility Phase 

Engage suitably qualified contractors to undertake construction 
works 

PWS Prior to commencement 
of works 

Develop a site and job specific Construction Environmental 
Management Plan (CEMP)  

Principal Contractor Prior to commencement 
of works 

Review and provide feedback on Principal Contractor’s CEMP PWS Prior to commencement 
of works 

Comply with the CEMP and provide regular reports detailing 
monitoring, environmental incidents, non-compliance, corrective 
action and auditing 

Principal Contractor Throughout the 
construction period 

Regularly monitor Principal Contractor’s compliance with CEMP 
during construction works  

PWS Throughout the 
construction period 

Develop an Operational Environmental Management Plan 
(OEMP) 

PWS Prior to commencement 
of works 

Monitor compliance with OEMP, along with other developed 
plans and commitments, during operation. Perform periodic 
reviews and updates of the OEMP.  

PWS Throughout the 
operational period 
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Appendix D Aboriginal Heritage 
Assessment 

To be redacted for public version 
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Appendix E Historic Cultural 
Heritage Assessment 
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Appendix F Glacial features 
assessment 
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Appendix G Natural Values 
Assessment 
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Appendix H Biosecurity Plan 
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Appendix I Site Analysis 
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Appendix J Architectural 
Drawings  
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Appendix K Identity, Themes and 
Interpretation – Concept 
development statement 
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Appendix L Aboriginal 
Interpretation Framework 
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Appendix M Wastewater 
Management System Report 



 

Next Iconic Walk | Environmental Impact Statement era-advisory.com.au 

Appendix N Stormwater 
Assessment and Hydraulic Design 
Report 
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Appendix O Feasibility Study 
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Appendix P Location Assessment 
Report 
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Appendix Q Visitor Risk Control 
Plan 
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Appendix R Landscape and Visual 
Impact Assessment 
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Appendix S Soil and Water 
Management Plan 
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Appendix T Bushfire Hazard 
Management Report and Bushfire 
Hazard Management Plan 
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Appendix U Fire Engineering 
Report 
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Appendix V Aquatic Ecology 
Report 
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Appendix W Hydrology Modelling 
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Appendix X Energy Supply 
Analysis 
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Appendix Y Building Services 
Report 
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Appendix Z Geotechnical 
assessment report 
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Appendix AA Landslip risk 
assessment 
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