Draft West Coast Off-Road Vehicle Strategy

Public Submissions

Submissions received in response to the Draft West Coast Off-Road Vehicle Strategy that were
marked as confidential or contained defamatory or offensive material are excluded from publication
in accordance with the Guideline “Publication of submissions received by Tasmanian Government
Departments in response to consultation on major policy matters”. The guideline provides that the
following information is not to be published:

a. private addresses and contact details (including mobile phone numbers);

b. defamatory or offensive material,

c. submissions which breach any laws;

d. submissions that do not substantively comment on issues that are relevant to the consultation;
and

e. entire submissions where the submitter has requested the submission remains confidential.

Table 1: List of organisations and individuals that made
submissions

Submission | Submitter: Individual/Organisation: Date Received:
number:

1 Ben Wilson Individual 27/05/2024
2 Peter Dohnt Individual 27/05/2024
3 Owen Wensley Individual 27/05/2024
4 Mitchell Goss Individual 27/05/2024
5 Patrick McDermott Individual 27/05/2024
6 Megan Bugg Individual 27/05/2024
7 Bradley Walker Individual 27/05/2024
8 Scarlett Beech-Jones Individual 27/05/2024
9 Tom Cooper Individual 27/05/2024
10 Fred Cahill Individual 27/05/2024
11 Jerry Kleyn Individual 27/05/2024
12 Peter Storr Individual 27/05/2024
13 Harry Walsh Individual 27/05/2024
14 Mary Rummery Individual 27/05/2024
15 Fletcher Brownrigg Individual 27/05/2024
16 Brendan Costello Individual 27/05/2024
17 Sharna Murphy Individual 27/05/2024
18 Brad Bramich Individual 27/05/2024
19 Lochie Burr Individual 27/05/2024
20 Dennis Travers Individual 27/05/2024
21 Kelvin Parsons Individual 27/05/2024

Page 1 of 100
Draft West Coast Off-Road Vehicle Strategy — Public Submissions


https://parks.tas.gov.au/be-involved/have-your-say/draft-west-coast-off-road-vehicle-strategy
https://www.dpac.tas.gov.au/divisions/corporate-and-government-services/government_services/public_submissions_policy
https://www.dpac.tas.gov.au/divisions/corporate-and-government-services/government_services/public_submissions_policy

22 Clint Broomhall Individual 27/05/2024
23 Jasmine Mcleod Individual 27/05/2024
24 Zoe Cozens Individual 27/05/2024
25 Hayden French Individual 27/05/2024
26 Thomas Wesley Individual 27/05/2024
27 Harry Anderson Individual 27/05/2024
28 Curtis Murray Individual 27/05/2024
29 Steven Dobson Individual 27/05/2024
30 Terry Delphin Individual 27/05/2024
31 Fraser Langton Individual 27/05/2024
32 James Owens Individual 27/05/2024
33 Bronte House Individual 27/05/2024
34 David Schaller Individual 27/05/2024
35 Jonny Cunningham Individual 27/05/2024
36 Blair Garwood Individual 27/05/2024
37 Conner Bakes Individual 27/05/2024
38 Nick Saunders Individual 27/05/2024
39 Melissa Howard Individual 27/05/2024
40 David Shepherd Individual 27/05/2024
41 Troy Banham Individual 27/05/2024
42 Nathan Page Individual 27/05/2024
43 Tyler Page Individual 28/05/2024
44 Dylan Reid Individual 28/05/2024
45 Harvey Jacka Individual 28/05/2024
46 Colby Monks Individual 28/05/2024
47 Cassandra Royle Individual 28/05/2024
48 Jake Scott Individual 28/05/2024
49 Callan Kerby Individual 28/05/2024
50 Alexander Leishman Individual 28/05/2024
51 James Aherne Individual 28/05/2024
52 Toby Davis Individual 29/05/2024
53 John Moore Individual 29/05/2024
54 Jack Peterson Individual 29/05/2024
55 Steven Vant Individual 29/05/2024
56 Julian Mare Individual 29/05/2024
57 Joanne Croke Individual 29/05/2024
58 Jye Guest Individual 29/05/2024
59 Matt McAlister Individual 29/05/2024
60 Sam Farr Individual 30/05/2024
61 Tony Roberts Individual 31/05/2024
62 Brett Murphy Individual 31/05/2024
63 Jack Briggs Individual 1/06/2024
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64 Merrick Young Individual 2/06/2024
65 Kevin Duffy Individual 2/06/2024
66 Deon Heys Individual 2/06/2024
67 Madeline Southey Individual 4/06/2024
68 Ben Masterman Individual 11/06/2024
69 Nic Droscher Individual 13/06/2024
70 Cory Edmonds Individual 13/06/2024
71 Daniel Newman Individual 13/06/2024
72 Liam Wright Individual 13/06/2024
73 Campbell Tebbutt Individual 13/06/2024
74 Timothy Westwood Individual 13/06/2024
75 Corey Hannaford Individual 13/06/2024
76 Nick Unwin Individual 13/06/2024
77 Back To The Bush Indigenous Back To The Bush Indigenous 13/06/2024
Corporation Corporation
78 Rodney Dillon Aboriginal Heritage Council 18/06/2024
79 Hank Horton Kooparoona Niara Aboriginal 19/06/2024
Community (KNAC)
80 Klaudia Marte Individual 20/06/2024
81 Terry Bailey National Parks and Wildlife Advisory 25/06/2024
Council (NPWAC)
82 Sam Rando Individual 28/06/2024
83 Matthew Ratcliffe Individual 30/06/2024
84 Joanne Wakefield Individual 5/07/2024
85 Steven Wakefield Individual 5/07/2024
86 Barnaby Campbell 4WD Tasmania 10/07/2024
87 Chris Chatterton Land Rovers Owners Club Of 12/07/2024
Tasmania
88 Anthony Coulson Individual 12/07/2024
89 lan Hughes Individual 15/07/2024
90 Elias Eichler Individual 16/07/2024
91 James Walker Individual 16/07/2024
92 Greg Daly Independent 4X4 Club Of Tasmania 18/07/2024
93 Rochelle Godwin Circular Head Aboriginal Group 18/07/2024
94 Nicholas Sawyer Tasmanian National Parks 18/07/2024
Association
95 Rodney Flowers Individual 18/07/2024
96 Stewart Nicol Individual 18/07/2024
97 Tony Ling Individual 19/07/2024
98 Vanessa Adams Circular Head Council 19/07/2024
99 Anne Ferguson Department Of Climate Change, 19/07/2024
Energy, The Environment And Water
100 Alice Hardinge Wilderness Society 19/07/2024
101 James Hattam Tasmanian Land Conservancy 19/07/2024
102 Anthony Mockunas Individual 19/07/2024
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103 Northern Explorers Four Wheel Northern Explorers Four Wheel Drive 19/07/2024
Drive Group Inc. Group Inc.
104 Daniel Eiszele Individual 19/07/2024
105 James Cannell Individual 19/07/2024
106 Adrian Hayes Braddon 4WD Club 19/07/2024
107 Gaynor Palmer Individual 19/07/2024
108 Sue Johnson Individual 19/07/2024
109 Jack Speirs Individual 19/07/2024
110 Gail Dobe Individual 19/07/2024
111 Martine West Individual 19/07/2024
112 Karen North Individual 19/07/2024
113 Lawrence Dorsett Individual 19/07/2024
114 Calvin Zeininger Individual 19/07/2024
115 Tony Lippey Individual 19/07/2024
116 Manfred Otto Individual 19/07/2024
117 Joel Charley Individual 19/07/2024
118 Zeehan Thrives Inc Zeehan Thrives Inc 20/07/2024
119 Robert Campbell Individual 20/07/2024
120 Devonport 4WD Club Devonport 4WD Club 20/07/2024
121 Phil Whiteway Braddon 4WD Club 20/07/2024
122 James Everett Individual 20/07/2024
123 Steve Kyle Individual 20/07/2024
124 John Miko Individual 20/07/2024
125 Les Hoffman Individual 20/07/2024
126 Ronald Heard Individual 20/07/2024
127 Carl Latham Individual 20/07/2024
128 Mark Bruggemann Individual 20/07/2024
129 Donald Mccoll Individual 20/07/2024
130 Alex Cosmetto Individual 20/07/2024
131 Lyndon Kettle Individual 20/07/2024
132 Graeme Munro Individual 20/07/2024
133 Lou St George Individual 20/07/2024
134 Gary Humphries Individual 20/07/2024
135 Colin Von Rechenberg Individual 20/07/2024
136 Anne Cranitch Individual 20/07/2024
137 Wane Perry Individual 20/07/2024
138 Stephen Backway Individual 20/07/2024
139 Geoffrey Wilson Individual 20/07/2024
140 Jason Cassidy Individual 20/07/2024
141 Peter Cosmetto Individual 20/07/2024
142 Daryl Vernon Individual 21/07/20241
143 Neil Flower Individual 21/07/2024"

' Approved late submissions
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Table 2: Submissions received

Number:

Submitter:

Submission:

1

Ben Wilson

| run a Tasmanian off road experience on adventure bikes. We are a PTY
LTD company offering tours within Tasmania for the last 15 years.
6.1 and 6.11 refer to supporting existing tourism operators.
| would like to submit the below for consideration:

- organised motorbike tours be exempt from winter closures as this is our
peak season

- organised motorbike tours max numbers be different to 4wd as tour groups
to be viable need to be 30 or more. This could be solved by the larger
groups needing to travel in smaller sub groups.

- permit process , the process for attaining appropriate permits for track use
need to be easily accessible for tour operators and be linked to the vehicle -
not the person. Larger operators can purchase parks passes on behalf of
tour guests , this needs to be the same process for off road permits.
- in supporting tourism operators the fees need to be available in daily blocks
like a parks pass. Off road tourism is extremely seasonal and fees need to
reflect this.
- any fully road registered vehicle should be exempt from additional fees.
Thank you for your consideration, please call any time for further clarity.
Running a tourism business on a small scale is difficult as it is, please do not
make this harder with extra costs and limiting access.
Ben Wilson
Tasmanian Motorcycle Tours

Peter Dohnt

It strikes me that most of the "management and access" issues would be
diminished if the roads were made 2WD for as far as is feasible from the
entry points to the area.

The "less challenging" the route is, the less "serious 4WD enthusiasts" to
exacerbate ruts and mud-holes.

This would also increase "general" use by tourists and locals alike.

A secondary option (IE after the other has been substantially achieved)
would be to consider some purpose made 4WD areas of lesser eco-
significance - this would again draw serious (and contained) 4WD users and
may even become an area for events.

Good luck with the balancing act - wherever possible, lesser development
for all potential users would be the best approach.

Owen Wensley

| was deeply disappointed to read the proposed west coast off road vehicle
plan.i have grave concerns that this plan will only result in the lose of access
for the majority of the population to enjoy what has become a key part of
Tasmania culture to 4wd,can and explore the more remote areas of this
wonderful part of the state.in my opinion we do not need better facilities or
walking trails ,we have many opportunities for these experiences else wear
on the west coast but what we are losing is the freedom to free camp and
explore the remote and quiet areas.the vast majority of people who 4wd the
west coast go there as it is some of the last remaining remote free
adventurer areas in the state.we need more open tracks,more free wild
camping.

This proposal is nothing more then pandering to the vocal minority in this
state that gets more attention then it should.

Mitchell Goss

Keep it open for 4wd access so we can enjoy

Patrick
McDermott

After a read on this new “strategy” | would consider my self a large amount
of other people quite unhappy and displeased with this me as a Tasmanian
especially

Yes | have used these tracks and yes some are quite difficult but that is also
what make the west coast of Tasmania what it is

I’'m not saying they don’t need a little bit of attention so some of the parts that
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Number: | Submitter:

Submission:

are getting very damaged eg. soft soil areas but as fare as the difficult parts
that’s what it should be every man and his dog does not need to be able to
access it and if they want to do so then they should there for have the means
to be able to

| have not once been on a track that has been “fixed” and would ever call it a
track again Tasmania is loosing what makes it what it is and if you can get
into everything on west coast with a forester then quite frankly it has lost
completely all its appeal, adventure, uniqueness and the fact | will be nothing
but another gravel road

So as a Tasmanian, an Australian tax payer and a 4wd owner and operator i
speak on behalf off a lot of people that share the same opinion - don’t wreck
the west

6 Megan Bugg

The whole idea of having 4WD vehicles and taking them off road is to drive
them on designated tracks that have sand, mud, rocks etc. That is the whole
point of 4WD. By changing these tracks and making them “better” it is going
to cause people who are inexperienced driving on these tracks including
tourists who have no idea on the dangers associated with 4wd. As seen in
other areas tourists get lost, hurt, or even worse death due to inexperience.
If the issue is wanting more tourist to be able to enjoy the adventure and
outdoors maybe the government could provide a 4WD tourist guide with
vehicles/buggies. This provides not only the correct vehicles but people with
knowledge and experience behind them to guide people through the tracks
as well as teaching them the right and wrong way about safety around 4wd
and remote areas.

Also to add to the importance of safety on the track. Sand tracks are a slow
moving area due to the dense sand and humps that in high traffic areas
(track into the bowl) allows vehicles to slow down in time if they see another
vehicle coming. By putting gravel on sand tracks, this will not only cause
more traffic (including inexperienced drivers) but increases speed in which is
going to cause bad accidents that were never subject on certain tracks
before.

The West Coast is a place that is beautiful. As someone who goes down to
Arthur Ricer quite frequently it is kept in a very good condition. Barely any
rubbish, and if there is we always pick it up as we highly respect this place.
By making these tracks and areas accessible to anyone in the community
us, the people who love the West Coast do not want an increase in litter with
the minimal that we have now, an increase in inexperienced drivers and the
the enjoyment of 4WD to stay the same.

Obviously there is room for improvement in these areas where individuals
are using a shortcut around as the track in blocked however, a few metres
around a track isn’t going to cause much damage to heritage land in the 2-6
metre length of the off track to get back onto the track.

Please keep the West Coast beautiful and clean for Tasmanian’s. We want
to continue to enjoy these areas.

7 Bradley Walker

The West Coast of Tasmania has been Tassies hotspot for local and
interstate 4wding for as long as | can remember and brings much needed
economy to the region.
PWS should be continuing all current maintainence to current tracks while
also looking for areas to extend and add to the this network. While |
understand some areas currently open are high in cultural and natural
assets, | do not believe these should be closed to public, although | see no
issues with creating keyed/gated tracks where problem areas are common.

| say all this with utmost appreciation for the work PWS have provided over
my years of 4wding, including gate key services.

8 Scarlett Beech-
Jones

As a person who's family has a shack down the West Coast and we are
down there every weekend this does not need to happen, leave the tracks
how they are, track maintenance yes changing the tracks completely and
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Number:

Submitter:

Submission:

putting gravel on them, no. This is a 4wd area and these tracks are designed
to take 4wds on. It is beautiful just the way it is and gravelling all these tracks
is going to encourage people to speed and increase the risk of gnarly
accidents, which is definitely not what we want. There are plenty of other
beaches that are available to all kinds of vehicles so | personally do not see
the reasoning behind ruining these perfectly fine tracks. Speaking for all of
the Arthur River/ West Coast community | do not think that any shack
owners/ frequent visitors would appreciate gravel on these great tracks. I'm
sure there is plenty of more important things you could be spending this
money on, instead of wasting it away. If your happy to be responsible for
crashes and deaths then this is the way to go. And who exactly is going to
pull out these clueless tourists stuck on the beach? because if parks don’t do
recovery’s or rescues there are going to be a few cars permanently bogged
on the beach, because no shack owners are wanting to waste away there
weekends pulling out inexperienced drivers from the mainland. Good luck
with your money wasting project. And maybe parks and wildlife should go
buy a tow truck!

Tom Cooper

Please do absolutely nothing, there is nothing wrong with how the area is
currently run. It does not need any attention or work, or ‘strategies’ in place.
Leave it alone.

10

Fred Cahill

Don’t lock any tracks up- manage them better, do maintenance on them so
people are not driving around difficult area creating new tracks. , install
toilets and garbage bins along these tracks n camp areas, embrace off-road
motorcycles, buggies, 4wds and market the area too attract more

11

Jerry Kleyn

Leave the tracks and beaches open

12

Peter Storr

Leave tracks open, and repair those in poor condition. Allow camping and off
road including beach driving. Invest in the above, provide some basic
facilities. Instead of locking Tasmanians out of these areas to protect
environmental and indigenous values employ additional rangers with
authority to police any unauthorised driving. It would be easy to simply
accept opposition from small, narrow interest groups who would like to make
the area a national park and keep ordinary people out. This would be wrong
and unfair. Don’t make it more difficult or expensive to use this area than is
absolutely necessary. Governments support many recreational activities,
bush walking, mountain biking in particular; support for continued
recreational use by ordinary Tasmanians should also receive financial and
moral support. We do NOT need this to become another National Park with
all the costs and use .limitations which are part and parcel of National Parks.

13

Harry Walsh

Keep the west coast tracks 4wd only don’t make the tracks easier for 2wd

14

Mary Rummery

Given the environmental and cultural uniqueness of the west coast there
should be absolutely restricted areas only for off road vehicle use. The
damage caused by off road vehicles is significant and evidence of which can
be seen just about anywhere along the beaches and coves of the west
coast. This access is not in line with international cultural and environmental
standards and given that the state markets itself based on tourism, we
should be limiting this significantly and attempting to remediate areas which
have been damaged.

15

Fletcher
Brownrigg

These tracks are for 4wd vehicles and should remain as so. We don'’t need
gravel On them and logs put across side tracks. This is why we own 4wds
and motorbikes to have fun and test there limits. The Aurther river area is
very popular for this doing this drives locals away it ruins there fun. | believe
it should remain how it is how it's always been fun and wild all these rules
and well bullshit is not on. | understand that there is a need to protect sacred
land but don’t stop people from enjoying them selfs and having fun. LEAVE
IT WILD
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Submitter:
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16

Brendan
Costello

Open up all tracks from Sandy Cape back Down to the Pieman River, Fence
off 'sensitive' areas, provide information of why they are sensitive or
culturally significant with your driving permits and with signage around
specific areas. And impose life time bans and significant penalties for those
who do the wrong things.

17

Sharna Murphy

Keep it open!!

18

Brad Bramich

Most of North west Tasmania agree the tack to the pieman River should be
re opened and there is no reason that it should nit be allowed

That balfour track is famous for being difficult no one drives the balfour track
because it is easy we drive it because of the challenge it has there should
not be more gravel put in bog holes that is wrecking the track making it too
easy and pointless

This is coming from a 3rd generation shack owner at Arthur River and there
was no reason to put gravel in the track to the bowl we don't need people
getting there 2wd cars in there playing up we go to Arthur River for fun
challenging driving and it's just being turned into something no one wants
listen to the people

19

Lochie Burr

Don’t reopen old tracks, or close existing tracks, maintain current tracks.
Leave open for ALL permit holders

20

Dennis Travers

We all need to have a good hard look at the devastation caused to
Queensland's coastal national parks by four wheel drive vehicles and decide
if we want our precious wild areas to suffer the same, the majority of people
that go to these areas have little or no respect for the environment, there
must be a plan in place to monitor persons who enter these areas the local
indigenous people should be the ones who issue permits and make sure wild
areas are respected otherwise wild places will cease

21

Kelvin Parsons

Why lock up the country between Sandy Cape and The Connicles to every
one except walkers, the Midden’s could be fenced off properly and cameras
installed to deter the idiots that do the wrong things, a lot of older people like
me can’t walk that far and have to go by vehicle, | grew up on the West
Coast and | don't like having my heritage taken away from me, all | want is to
be able to go and catch a cray or fishing from the beach and rocks and
camping, protect the Middens properly and hefty fines should deter the
wrong doer’s !!!

22

Clint Broomhall

Leave it as is. The attraction is the wild west and the conditon are the
adventure.

There is nothing green or environmentally friendly about putting in roads
introducing what isn't natural.

Not everyone wants a road to a to a attraction and at the end it's fenced and
baracaded with rocks etc.

Leave something to adventure for the adventurers stop providing for the city
slikers and international tourists.

We don't want it but please leave some for us average Tasmanians to do
want we like and what is so special to tasmanian.

23

Jasmine
Mcleod

| think a long term solution to decrease traffic to the area is to have LESS
infrastructure, no toilets or shower blocks, don’t make it physically easier for
people to access, leave it to the true 4wd/travel enthusiasts who invest the
time and money to have adequately equipped vehicles to access what's
currently difficult/impossible to access via a 2WD!

YouTube/social media has also been a contributing factor in the increase of
visitors to the area! Make something ‘cool’ by someone ‘cool’ and you get
every person who wants to be someone there!

The idea of going to places like Sandy Cape and Climies or the Arthur
Pieman region is alluring for the real wilderness enthusiasts due to the fact
that there is minimal people there, it's a part of the experience that makes
the danger of getting there worth it!
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24

Zoe Cozens

| do not support the West Coast Offroad Vehicle Strategy. | want the Arthur
Pieman Conservation Area returned to Tasmanian Aboriginal people. It is a
nationally protected cultural landscape. Offroad vehicles are incompatible
with the protection of these cultural values, as recognised by Tasmanian
Aboriginal people.

25

Hayden French

Just wanted to add, I'm apposed to the potential graveling and ease of the
track of Arthur pieman and west coast in general. The useable area that is
camping/4wding/motorbike riders are being left within this state and Australia
in general is shrinking at a rapid rate, the west coast is renowned for
challenging tracks and untouched areas that are there to be explored, this
brings in the vast majority of tourism from like minded people all over the
country to the small towns. With closing it down and or making access easy
and un challenging it won’t be worth anyone coming to visit all the beautiful
areas of our state that would otherwise go unknown, why can’t we put
energy into building more tracks for people like me? Like the mountain bikers
hikers push bike riders ect get? Rather than them all being shut down?
Maybe even adding some more bins? Or public toilets in support?

26

Thomas Wesley

| think that involving 4wd clubs is a great decision but they should have
much more control over popular tracks rather than a government department
with very different intentions.

| don't agree with permits for access, gates or seasonal closures either or
anything that restrict someone's ability to see this country because such
things are easily abused by the wrong person.

| also don't agree with any excessive construction of car parks, information
centres and so on. If a bog hole is a such an eye sore then a big carpark that
covers ten times the area is equally destructive. Simple toilets in locations
are a good idea however to help reduce waste left by those that don't know
better.

Improving knowledge of people like the 4wd clubs do is a good idea.
Generally serious adventurer types know how to be respectful and its a small
minority (mostly people new to it) that are unaware of some things.

27

Harry Anderson

The wild and rugged beauty that belongs to the west coast of Tasmania only
remains beautiful and pristine because of the limited access to the shoreline.
| believe these areas should stay as such, leaving it preserved for tasmanian
locals and welcomed travellers for generations to come.

28

Curtis Murray

Don’t change anything!! the 4wd people that enjoy the challenges of the west
cost are the ones that respect and look after the place. make the tracks easy
and it will make the problem so much worse, MORE PEOPLE more
problems. Less capable 4wds less capable people. More accidents more
people needing assistance. More reason for governments to close the
tracks.

29

Steven Dobson

No more shutting tracks. They’re not doing any on going harm. Reopen the
pieman to sandy cape. Monitor everything all you need to to have everything
open

30

Terry Delphin

We already pay enough taxes and rates.

Along side the growing costs.

We shouldn't have to pay to use our own back yard. I'm a shack owner at
Granville harbour.

| absolutely object to paying any sort of 'parks pass' or not being able to use
the tracks in the winter.

| enjoy using them in the winter because their are far less people around.

31

Fraser Langton

| believe that the west coast is a beautiful location that is well preserved and
well looked after by current rangers and rangers policing is mostly
reasonable. By leaving the tracks as there are ensures no harm to the native
environment and its habitats. If it ain’t broke don't fix it!
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32

James Owens

| vote the track should stay as it should if we make the track more accessible
they’ll be more traffic which means either more crashes or injuries and
definitely more chances of people littering and not respecting the beautiful
west coast we have more trouble makers that only need a 2wd, all wheel
drive car to ruin the place.

33

Bronte House

Vote no

34

David Schaller

Issue fines for irresponsible behaviour and drink driving and close sections
that are too degraded. Better maintenance on certain spots would be good
and upgrade of facilities in general

35

Jonny
Cunningham

Am glad to see no proposals for opening tracks between sandy cape and
pieman heads, | believe some upgrades can be made to camping areas with
multi use in mind (hiking and recreational 4x4) with a high focus on toilets
and water storage and distance between hikers and vehicles. Both at sandy
cape and also peddar north - the toilet in use there is most likely having an
impact on the water system and collectibility of potable water from peddar
north.

Strongly agree that a focus on single tracks and minimising use of multiple
entries is key to management but not to develop tracks to the point of 2wd
access. The more vehicles the more impact to environment, cultural values
and user enjoyment. “Keep the west wild”

| think also a designated recreational play area or “get stuck pit” could be
viable and regulated to be safe and run a trial period to assess degradation
over time and survey users for their level of enjoyment and if this helped
minimise “antisocial or damaging” 4x4 behaviours in other areas.

Flag system is a must and ensures both walker and vehicle user safety.
Much of the operation of this comes down to regulation of users and safety
he possibility of enforcement of fines to disincentivise inappropriate
behaviour, | see the patrol and watch of these areas by park personnel and
possibly stronger “dob a hoon” incentives as being key to long term
management.

36

Blair Garwood

I've got aboriginal background and I've grown up around 4wding and I've
always loved it and I'm grateful that | get to do it now with my old man and
my mates in these awesome places, we build our cars to tackle these tracks
it would be a shame for the tracks to be improved because the more difficult
they are the more fun you get to have and all the memories you get too have
and you’ll never forget those memories. As long as we respect the area we
are driving in and not littering that’s the main part of it all, it's also a shame
that there has been so many tracks and areas closing down because some
people just don’t like what we do. | just love the getting out and about and
exploring it just makes life fun and | don’t want anything being shut down
anymore or improved cause it just takes the fun away. Like south port lagoon
my dad and all his mates grew up going down there every weekend in a
Massive group and just going away with the kids as well and just having a
good weekend until it got closed and | wish it didn’t cause | never got too
experience the fun they had in there camping on the beach and just having a
good time. Honestly | would just leave everything as it is and let us have our
fun please cheers.

37

Conner Bakes

| don’t think it should happen the west is fine how it is it's a beautiful? Place

38

Nick Saunders

Very disappointing read.

Delivers nothing. As a fisherman have been locked out fram accessing the
area north of Arthur river for diving and fishing. It's far too difficult to walk into
the area carrying all of your equipment.

No mention of any solution, day permit vehicle access solely for the purpose
of accessing fishing spots.

Nick
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39

Melissa Howard

After reading the draft in depth, | note there are some good changes and
some not so good.

The points that | agree with is the new gateway access to sandy cape, we
are a shack owner of more than 30 years down there and lately the traffic
has been an issue. | note that the dumping ground and compressor are great
addition, they are much needed! Perhaps a wash bay could be included as
well or a wash cage, this could get funded as well, I'd be happy to pay $5 per
wash.

The parts | don’t agree with include making the tracks more accessible for
the inexperienced drivers. The track needs to be left to deteriorate so that it
is 4WD accessible ONLY. | constantly see people in the bowl in small 2WD
cars. This is not good enough. The area is a 4WD area and needs to be left
that way. | do not agree with people making 100 tracks around certain parts,
but this can be managed by fencing off the area. All areas should be
accessible all year round, after all, parks do not recover vehicles so this
should not affect the team. These tracks have been just fine the last 60
years, they do not need renovating, improvements or rehabilitation, they do
that themselves. Yes, we have some years wetter/dryer than others, during
these periods the tracks sort themselves out. Parks need to do their set jobs
and that is to maintain the camp ground and ammenities that are already
there. As far as | have seen over the last 30+ years, the ammenities have
been absolutely disgusting, they are not clean and they smell. The caravan
dumping point is in a terrible spot, once there is a few tourists are the edge
of the world there is no where to pull up or turn around. Theo removal of
rubbish bins was also not very smart.

The camp grounds have been deteriorating over the years with trees
encroaching, button grass, weeds, etc. the camp grounds are small, pokey
and not appealing. The environmental toilets stink. Parks have no manners
when they come around to check permits and campers.

The closure of the tracks in Sandy Cape is ridiculous. If you are not confident
to drive them, then do not! Closing them off to everyone and turning it into a
walking track with a day site is unnecessary and will cause more damage to
environment. More signage about the difficult terrain would be a better
option.

The tracks need to be cut back, the trees are out of control, no one wants
their vehicle scratched.

The aboriginal heritage in the area would be more respected if they stopped
locking everything up and taking it away. The areas where there is actually
evidence of the past, fair enough, but fencing off grassed areas is a joke.
The sundown reserve is a prime example of this. The popular pull up spots
have been blocked by logs, no one was hurting these areas. Not to mention
that shack at sundown that was taken back from a loving family who have
done a wonderful of looking after the land with no damage to the surrounds.
Reopen the church rock track. This should have never been closed.

Leave the ‘difficult’ parts of the track alone, it stops people from flying
through the tracks. If you wish to see more death and injury in the area,
continue to downgrade the tracks difficultly. There has been enough lives
lost already, let the tracks deteriorate to a more difficult level that requires
technical skills and it will slow the vehicles down.

As for the interview river track from Sandy cape, we have been told that this
track is closed and | have received a fine for being in the area previously,
however, the current track management plan stipulates you can be in the
area, pending weather conditions. This will need to be further investigated
and the track reopened, it is hardly closed anyway as the amount of people
that go in there is high.

There is common occurrences where this is a group of more than 8 people
going in at once, if you introduce hard to manage rules like this, it will do
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nothing but cause a head ache for parks. | can guarantee you no one will
respect this rule come long weekends or group trips.

Please take into consideration what the people who actually use the area
want to see and not what people who sit in a fancy office in Hobart dictate.
We are locals and have been for a long time, and don’t want to see the area
loose its main attractions. Making all these changes will not raise the
revenue of the area, it will make a lot of people quite angry and | would hate
to see the repercussions of these actions because the whole community will
rally behind each other. We take great pride in being a part of the area and
the community, we respect the area and we know it can be very unforgiving
having being present to lives lost on the tracks. Theo aim should be to slow
the traffic down, not improve the track so people can go faster. Please take
into consideration peoples safety and stop fixing things that aren’t broken.
This area is loved by many and is an attraction for the 4WD community. The
shacks in this area also hold quite high value due to the versatility of the
area, please don’t devalue these to make sure ‘everyone’ can enjoy the west
coast, unfortunately, sometimes certain people just need to miss out and
that’s that. No sour grapes, perhaps tours could be offered for these people
with experienced drivers.

40

David Shepherd

Overall excellent strategy. Would prefer to see 100 million. Most of the users
have significant money as the vehicles are expensive to purchase and
expensive to use on these tracks (eg 1000 dollar track name gives you an
idea how much they are willing to risk/expect to pay for the experience).They
are likewise happy to spend money in the state/area. The vast majority are
people want to see tracks and areas preserved and those who do cause
damage to the tracks and areas are almost all completely ignorant or
unaware of the damage they are causing rather than doing it in a wilful
manner. Users are far less likely to cause damage if they think they are likely
to be observed or identified. The best way to minimise the damage is to
improve the tracks particularly by improving drainage/installing culverts or
bridges and having a roadside drain on steep sections so users are not
driving where the water will cause further erosion by running in the wheel
ruts. The use of advertised cameras improves behaviour and compliance as
does signage. Bushwalkers and mountain bike riders are more likely to
report illegal activities as are 4wd club members and should be encouraged
to do so perhaps even anonymously. The presence of Parks staff and Police
is of course the greatest deterrent and track users are generally very well
connected by word of mouth and via social media. | have interviewed
hundreds of track users and observed their behaviour intimately as they
used to pass through my property on a recently closed track going into the
TWHA.

41

Troy Banham

Leave the tracks as is no need to be filling in obstacles and making easy
solutions, which will encourage less experienced people to take on harder
tracks which will create more accidents as the land will all ways change
creating a false sense of experience for in adequate vehicles and there
drivers. | also believe the rules for Offroad vehicles need to be re looked as
machines such as kids motorcycles can not legally use these areas as |
have been made aware by parks and wildlife which leaves young kids left
with out the experience of enjoying these areas like everyone else. If
mountain bike tracks can be pushed in across natural land with access to
bike riders with out permits or license why not the same for motorcycle
enthusiasts that are unable to yet contain a license or rv registration for there
motorcycle. Fair go for those who have a go.

42

Nathan Page

The West Coast should remain open to recreational vehicle use as it has for
decades, for the most part, the users of this area love and respect this area
more than any city clicking activists do. It is a generational right of passage
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spending long weekends down West and long may that continue, for our
kids, their kids and so on

43 Tyler Page | would like to throw in my 2 cents for the Draft West Coast Off Road Vehicle

Strategy.

| am a shack owner of over 10 years in the town and have noticed the huge
increase in traffic in the area and the increased risk of accessing the tracks
during busy periods.

| would like the make the following suggestions:

1. Consider rationalising tracks and providing a designating single access
point onto the beach or coast. | disagree as this is what makes the area fun,
different tracks etc. | also use all these tracks and coastline to avoid the main
track as its too busy and dangerous. Also provides access to great fishing
and swimming areas.

2. Agree with cleaning up ruts into camp sites, make the camp sites and
their access from the main track nice and tidy and WELL DRAINED. The
water is what causes the issues with ruts if excavated correctly the water
mostly drains away. | have walked an excavator out the track in the past and
completed some repairs myself which are still holding up now years later.

3. | disagree with cleaning up the main track except maybe from town to
Stingray bay as this is used for boat launching. The main track itself is a 4wd
track and making it any easier only attracts less experienced drivers in less
capable cars, leading to accidents, garbage, mechanical breakdowns etc. |
have a stock standard Landcruiser shack bus with bald tyres and | can drive
to pieman and back anytime of year without getting bogged, have not been
bogged in years. Use your head know how to drive and its fine. It is a 4wd
track not | highway.

| can’t do Climies track in the Landcruiser because it is too hard and | don'’t
care, we need these harder tracks for the hardcore guys, and tourists and
people that invest heavily in their cars, want to test them out and are
respectful and look after the place. i.e. proper enthusiasts. If | want to go to
trial | take my buggy which provides a fun challenging day. To make it easier
would be boring and defeat the purpose of a ‘4wd track’.

4. Introduce a fee — yes as long as its annual and per person not vehicle as
we have multiple vehicles we access with — Use this money to install
cameras on camp sites and fine and BAN those that leave rubbish behind
and destroy the camps. This is the biggest issue for us locals, we pull up, fire
up the cooker, throw out the kids sandcastle stuff only to find broken glass
everywhere and have to pack up and move. The rubbish and broken glass
has to stop. Everytime we go out we come back with the boot full of others
rubbish. This needs to be monitored and impose HEAVY penalties.

5. Town — Another HUGE issue for me is the speed of the cars in town, |
have installed the big signs in town to slow the cars down, which has worked
to a degree but we desperately need other measures — a chicane and or
speed humps, something to physically slow the cars down.

10 years ago there was no kids in town, now the town is full of them and all
the cars flying down the main street have bullbars at childrens head height.
We don’t see any low cars with plastic bumpers. It's a very scary thought for
me but | think it's a matter of time before something terrible happens.

| have personally found people drive in nice and slow and respectful then go
out the beach and party all night then in the morning fly out of town half
drunk with little to no sleep when the kids are all out playing and riding bikes
etc.

6. Town maintenance — The town public areas are all maintained and
mowed by a local resident who is getting of the age he can no longer
continue to do it. | think this is something that needs to continue as the town
is now a beautiful maintained clean place that everyone respects. If this is let
go no one will respect it and it will be an overgrown mess like it was 10 years
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ago.
I hope this helps, | would like Granville (and the greater west coast) to be
somewhere everyone including my children can enjoy, have fun but also
respect.

| personally avoid the place during holidays and long weekends as its too
dangerous for my children (age 4 and 7) which is sad.

Happy to offer anymore input if you wish and all the best with it, PWS do a
great job keeping these places open for all to enjoy.

44

Dylan Reid

| am all for it

45

Harvey Jacka

| would live to see the arthur-pieman stay the way it is, with 4wd only access
down into the cape. | fear that making this road more accessible may attract
the wrong crowd to such a beautiful wilderness. It would be great to make a
secondary track, one way in one way out for the safety of travellers as we all
know there have been a few nasty accidents through the cape access road. |
also feel the cost for people entering the area seems a bit high, once you
pay for a parks pass it seems as if yoy can enter but then you need vehicle
passes, camp spot passes and it makes going there legitimately too out of
reach for most. | would rather the cost of a parks pass be increased in total
and just allow access without needing additional permits however |
understand if this is not the scope of these developments. Having a few
more cheap camping spots closer to arthur river would be great for the busy
warmer months

46

Colby Monks

Highly disagree with the potential of seasonal closures of certain tracks
during winter months. These are some of the best times for 4wding for
enthusiasts.

47

Cassandra
Royle

| think it's a fantastic proposal, if we have dedicated and usable tracks then
people are less likely to go off roading in locations that they are not
supposed to.

48

Jake Scott

I'm a regular user of the sandy Cape track, as well as Granville to pieman
track. The tracks leading to the sandy Cape beach already maintained by
parks are great, and accessible to most 4x4s. The main issue | see is access
to camp sites at the other end of the Cape beach, there's only limited spots
and weather depending some can be very hard to get to. | would love to see
another camp area brought in. Also my last trip to the pieman the track
beyond 4 mile Beach was almost impossible for most vehicles, so possibly
some form of maintenance could be achieved at that end of the track. A big
ask | know but worth a shot.

49

Callan Kerby

Challenging track must stay Challenging as this is what draws people to the
area. The harder the tracks the more renowned it will be

50

Alexander
Leishman

| fully support, and hope TAS parks does too, allowing 4x4 tourers to explore
and enjoy the west coast trails and tracks to the fullest degree. Perhaps
opening more trails would be hugely beneficial too.

Responsible tourers ensure the region is know about and has public support,
essentially being PR to the area, and take good care of the land we are in as
we want others to enjoy the wildlife and fauna as much as we do. |, and
others | tour with take more rubbish out of parks than we take in because we
value the inherent beauty and worth of the parks.

Gates are proven to do more damage than good too, as less maintenance is
performed; and wilderness gets out of hand without unpaid tourers doing
much of the work parks rangers would otherwise have to do (but wouldn’t
due to time, funding and the inevitable disrepair trails would fall into).

51

James Aherne

As an avid Tasmanian four-wheel driver for many years it would be good to
see some track maintenance on the really difficult parts while still keeping
them as off road tracks (with some challenging parts)
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| would love to see more tracks available.. although i understand this is not
part of this.. its still worth mentioning :)

Initiatives to stop people ruining the tracks would also be a good idea! as
well as improved camping facilities

A wider inclusion of other very difficult tracks to make them more accessible
would also be good to see (e.g. Mt. Darwin, Lake Spicer, etc.)

52

Toby Davis

| would like to see the track down to interview river opened back up..

53

John Moore

Hi,
Thanks for the opportunity to comment on the West Coast Off Road Vehicle
Strategy.

| have seen and been appalled by the massive amount of damage done by
4WD vehicles in the APCA. | believe that conservation cannot co-exist with
allowing such ongoing damage. Any attempt to ameliorate this vehicular
damage, while well intentioned, will alter the ACPA and compromise its
purpone and sadly is doomed to fail and will also be an ongoing drain on the
Parks budget.

In general, using Tasmanias beaches anywhere as roads is somthing |
stongly oppose. Beaches are in my opinion for nature and can be enjoyed
for our relaxation and swimming, 4WD beach access negates and detracts
from both nature and relaxation and should be banned.

Many Thanks
John Moore

54

Jack Peterson

All west coast Tracks are fine the way they are.

Each year the track becomes different due to the weather and always brings
new people to explore them. The tracks serve as a challenge for those who
love off-roading and test there vehicles and themselves. | believe that all
west coast tracks should be left the way they are and continue to let nature
and weather so it’s thing as it has been doing for years. All tracks should be
free for entry for everyone. Deep holes and washouts left the same as they
are now and leave it up to the 4wd community decide if something needs to
be changed. Tasmania has a name for its self especially the west coast as
being wet and wild. Keep it that way.

55

Steven Vant

My family has been closely involved with Granville Harbour for over 63
years. We still visit at least 4-5 times a year to spend time at our shack.
The money would be better spent on improving and maintaining the access
road from Granville Harbour to the Pieman Heads .

Since the recreational vehicles have been banned from the east and south
coast the traffic between Granville Harbour and Pieman Heads has
increased dramatically causing massive damage to the previously formed
track and break downs are common.

| feel it would benefit locals as well as the numerous tourists visiting the
area more if money was spent on the Granville to Pieman Heads track first,
then worry about the Climies track.

56

Julian Mare

You will ruin the wild aspect of the west coast and with easier access for
non-4x4 cable vehicles will overrun the area and it will become another place
ruined by tourists with their campervans and littering/degrading the area

57

Joanne Croke

Dear Parks and Wildlife,
In January 2024, | returned to Victoria from the most beautiful holiday in
Tasmania. | toured National Parks on the East Coast and visited your
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incredible West.

Trial Harbour was not a National Park, but its campground was highly
recommended. When | arrived, | was delighted by this remote fishing village,
its wild beauty and interesting geology.

| camped for two days in Trial Harbour and walked along the beaches. The
harbour, the reefs, the broad beach, ancient geology, the enormous dunes,
rocky peaks all appeared rich with life.

Behind the foreshore something else was going on. | was saddened to see
motor bike and quad bike tracks over the dunes. The Goat Rock was badly
scarred and eroded. The sign said it was closed. Another large dune south
of Goat Rock had a similar scar travelling up its hillside. In other places,
towards Henty Beach, there were several examples where dual tracks had
occurred. It looked as if the trail bike riders could no longer access the
original tracks, because they were damaged or boggy, so they drove beside
them and made parallel tracks causing further damage, wide scars, and
more erosion. Some damage to the dunes is difficult to describe in words or
photos. Examples of the damage around the head between Trial Harbour
and Henty Beach, where bikes have gone directly up and down sand dunes,
was concerning. | have photos.

We also found a significant midden on the beach and indigenous stone tools
near by which we reported at the time.

| have a few questions about the land use, the dunes and behind the
beaches. Are the activities of off-road trailbikes and quadbikes adventuring
an appropriate use of crown land?

An exceedingly small number of people are off road riding on heritage land
entrusted by the crown. The damage was extensive and irreparable. |
assume this is happening in other parts of Tasmania. What public education
is in place to protect these natural assets especially about off-road vehicle
erosion?

In a time of global environmental degradation, is Tasmania aware of its
potential asset of natural magnificence? These beaches are enviable
havens.

In and behind the dunes of Trial Harbour, there was little fencing, or signage
about environmental protocol. Is the coastline and behind dunes protected
by Law? Are off road vehicles complying with the Law?

Coastal dunes require environmental safeguarding for the protection of
wildlife, flora, fauna, and indigenous cultural history. This beach could be a
walking trail to Strahan. Are there plans to develop this area to protect and
maintain this place of beauty with economic and environmental safeguards?

58

Jye Guest

| think the idea of making the west coast more accessible is wrong. Keeping
it accessible and maintained if very important but, the extent that you guys
have been going is realistically making it more unsafe for the people who
frequently use it. | don’t disagree with filling in some of the wholes along the
Temma to Sandy cape track but massively disagree with the changes made
to the bowl track, it's only going to make for faster traffic and more accidents
and for our emergency services, just more work for them due to accidents
that are not needed. | think keeping it sustainable is important and looking
after our west coast by leaving it how it's been for years and years so it's not
so accessible for the people who are equipped to explore our west coast.
I've got some of the best memories from my child hood and too now that
have been down the west coast and how it's been preserved, but making it
more accessible for everyone is going to ruin that in the years to come! |
think you guys should listen more to the local community and the frequent
uses and then you’ll see how well kept the west coast could actually be.
Tourism’s isn’t everything.

59

Matt McAlister

Gravelling the main sandy cape track is not required and only makes the
track faster and more dangerous. Softer sandy areas are best left as they
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are for this reason and gravel will have the opposite effect to the objectives
parks have noted.

The sandy cape track was much safer before any so called remediation
works were completed. The majority of users prefer the track be left as is.
Currently there wouldn’t be many tracks classified as difficult let alone very.

Groups travelling in convoy including large convoys has less effect on tracks
as the groups move much slower. Often seperate groups with no intention to
travel together meet up along the tracks and end up in a convoy. A proposed
permit system to reduce the amount of people in the area is ridiculous
regardless the time of year. This is being proposed for the wrong reasons
and has nothing to do with track or environmental impacts.

The entire sandy cape area including the camp grounds were in a better
state before the tracks were made easy to access. Those that had vehicles
equipped to access year round, the experience and love for the area
maintained the camp grounds and tracks, parks never.

Over my years travelling the sandy cape track the environment and tracks
changed with the seasons. Everyone knew that if your going down in the
middle of winter you should be prepared and travel in equipped groups.
Come summer you could travel the track alone in 2 wheel drive as you can
now 90% of the time.

The more accessible the area becomes the more issues will arise. Increased
traffic, increased personnel with little off-road experience, increased speeds
and potential accidents, increased personnel that do not care for the area at
all, increased risk of theft around shacks (already increased since track
works have been done), impacts to recreational fishing along the coast, list
goes on.

The Balfour track isn’t difficult in the middle of winter in the right vehicle. As
the signs state “snorkel and winch, travel in CONVOQY. The main track with
deep water holes are rock bottom, people attempt to go around the water on
to the grass flats because they think that the main deep water areas along
the main track are bottomless when they’re not or their probably looking for a
challenge. Put signs up stating that the majority of the track is rock bottom
and there’s no need to go off it. Don’t shut it down or try remediate the main
track that doesn’t need to be done. People do these tracks because they
want a challenge, if you don’t want a challenge don’t go there. The less
challenging tracks are made the more people will search and look for or
make new tracks to experience a challenge creating more issues around the
area.

Agree that another track be implemented from Arthur to the bowl to reduce
traffic for shack owners in particular. Again, don’t make this all gravel.

Don’t agree with any track closures during Winter, only limited personnel use
these areas during winter months that have experience, capable of
challenges that they may face who like to get away to a remote area where
there’s no phone reception and little to no civilisation.

Some of the money could be spent on minor clearing of shrub from blind
corners, tidying up and maintaining camp areas that already exist, improved
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toilet facilities, implement a waste disposal facilities at Arthur River and
surrounding camp grounds, signage and education etc. The rest should be
put into our medical system where it's quite clearly required.

The locals, shack owners and major uses of these areas must be considered
and heard. We are the subject matter experts not minority groups that have
never been to the area who have no connection with the area or the people
within it. These areas are unique to all of Australia for what they are right
now don’t attempt to fix things that aren’t broken, keep it as rugged as
possible.

Bush walkers, hikers and the likes (minority users) have the coastal tracks
that were already closed to vehicle use. Tidy up entry points to the coast and
be happy with what is already there. No need to implement more walking
tracks.

Parks have trouble maintaining gravel roads let alone the sandy cape tracks,
Nelson bay / Sundown road is an example of that where multiple vehicles go
off the bank each year as a result of the road conditions and poor
management of. Work with the locals to achieve good outcomes for
everyone not just minority groups.

60

Sam Farr

Let me make my viewpoint clear | am a person/private citizen who thinks the
sight of any motorised vehicle on a beach or in a conservation area is one of
the ugliest things in the world.

It is awful that a supposed 'conservation area' is still being treated as a
place of entertainment for the minority and apparently we/Tasmania has to
spend millions to keep the 'bush bashers' amused.

| am heartened to read that it is not the intention to reopen closed or create
new tracks. | would hope that the proposals to improve open tracks in an
attempt to avoid drivers making new tracks to avoid impassable stretches
will lead to less destruction.

| can also see the benefit in improved campsites and creating formal short
walks.

| do feel litter management is of high importance, well placed and regularly
emptied bins/dumpsters must be provided, | am fed up of seeing rubbish
thrown into the bush and dumped at beaches and the coastline.

There must be extensive safety signage, compulory registration to use the
tracks, fines for damage details of which must be promoted 'up front' before
anyone tackles these tracks.

Also some promotion of respect for west coast communities would be nice
I'm sure the residents or Granville and Trial Harbours are fed up of speeders
in their towns, as am | in Zeehan. Our 50klm speed limit on all of Main Street
seems to mean nothing to the 4-5 vehicle long convoys that like to fly
through town in their 4WDs on the way to their 'playground' particularly
during peak season.

Through all this you have one major problem...the emergency services,
there are not enough police or paramedics on the west coast to be able to
deal with the offroaders at peak times and service the communities they are
meant to work for.
| believe at Easter 2024 we may have only had one paramedic available in
Zeehan (or west coast??) what's meant to happen if a resident has a heart
attack whilst someone flying around on an ATV gets thrown from their
vehicle?.

If you're attempting to increase accessibility you need to allow for the
increased potential in injury. Again good 'up front' information must be
provided to tourists to make them aware of what a poorly serviced part of the
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state they are entering into.

The protection and conservation of this' Conservation Area' has to be the
priority the 'it's not Australian' or 'it's the Tassie way of life' arguements are
irrelevant and redundant the environment and doing the right thing, must win
out over material gain and appealing to the few.

61

Tony Roberts

Absolutely appaling practise...that involves wrecking pristine bush/beach
tracks and Aboriginal sacred sites....killing numerous bird/animal nesting
sites...for the sake of a revved up few that | garantee couldn't give a stuff
about any of the above....give them a 100 acres of over used land in the

62

Brett Murphy

Don’t waste money on changing the way everyone sees the Wild West.
Spend the money on rangers making sure the current tracks aren’t being
destroyed and stop any litter being left around the place. The west coast has
a pristine nature to it and is very different from the rest of Tasmania. It would
be such a shame to turn it into the next bay of fires. Leave it for the explorers
and 4WD enthusiasts

63

Jack Briggs

You guys keep filling in bog holes with gravel as well as all tracks. “To save
the environment” but why? You “humans” also complain about hooning. Ive
been going west coast tracks all my life and the temma track for example is
turning into a highway. And it is all just welcoming all the hoons and city
people through to the sandy cape without any challenge and you wonder
why people die and hoon down the track. Keep it as it always was. It use to
be a challenge to get to the sandy cape. So keep it as it use to be and will
prevent all the hoons and city folks from hooning down the track. Everyone
wants to get to the cape. But its too easy these days so keep it how it use to
be so we can appreciate the challenge and make us appreciate the west
coast as it should be appreciated.

64

Merrick Young

Exploring this wild area is a dream of mine, and with a young family the only
way that seems practical is with a 4wd.

Keeping these areas natural, wild and accessible is something that’s very
important to me. Making sure the 4wd tracks remain difficult ensures that
only the most dedicated enthusiasts are able to reach the areas, without
obstructing freedoms of anyone choosing to reach these areas.

65

Kevin Duffy

As a Trial Harbour shack owner | don't think we should end up being
charged to drive around our local area. We often use the southern end of
Climies track to sight see the views and old mines with visitors and probably
only use a few kilometres of the track. | hope there is an exemption for us as
we rarely do the whole track and being charged a fee for using a small
portion of the track would be very unreasonable and unfair. Many people
come from the mainland and use these tracks and that's why they are in
such a poor state. Prior to social media and youtube they weren't as heavily
used and stayed in better condition. I'm happy for them to contribute to the
hopeful upkeep of the tracks they have come here to use instead of just
digging them up and then leaving us with the consequences. PWS always
say they have no money whenever we have mentioned any track
maintenance in the past. Hopefully if there is a fee they actually do some
maintenance and it doesn't just get forgotten again.

66

Deon Heys

open it all up,

Great drive from pieman heads north, needs to be enjoyed by more people.
The facilities are fine.

| identify as and am a Tasmanian and | respect cultural landscapes however
allowing easier access will encourage more cultural appreciation and
understanding to foster and grow in the Tasmanian community

Regards

Deon
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67 Madeline | am a Tasmanian born primary school teacher with a background as a
Southey wilderness guide in the Arthur-Pieman Conservation Area. Through my

guiding experiences, | have gained a deep understanding of the area's
cultural and environmental significance. This submission reflects my
concerns regarding the proposed strategy’s impact on Aboriginal cultural
heritage, supporting the views expressed by the Aboriginal Heritage Council.

The "Draft West Coast Off-Road Vehicle Strategy" suggests activities that |
believe are fundamentally incompatible with the preservation of Tasmania’s
irreplaceable Aboriginal cultural landscapes. As someone who has observed
the effects of off-road driving on these sacred sites, including damage to
ancient Aboriginal middens, | contend that such activities should not be
permitted on these grounds. These sites hold immense cultural significance
and should be respected and protected as such.

| fully support the Aboriginal Heritage Council's position against the strategy,
as they have clearly communicated to the Tasmania Parks and Wildlife
Service. Their statement emphasizes the unacceptable risk this strategy
poses to Tasmania's unique and ancient Aboriginal heritage.

I recommend a complete reconsideration of the strategy with the following
core principle:

Prohibition of Off-Road Driving on significant sites: Enforce a total ban on
off-road vehicle activities in areas identified as having significant Aboriginal
cultural value. This includes not proceeding with any new tracks and closing
existing ones where necessary.

Aboriginal Custodianship: Greater efforts in transitioning the management
and care of these lands to be primarily led by Tasmanian Aboriginal people,
in partnership with Parks and Wildlife Service. This approach will ensure that
management practices are deeply informed by traditional knowledge and
respect for cultural values.

While the "Draft West Coast Off-Road Vehicle Strategy" acknowledges the
views of Tasmanian Aboriginal people, it fails to sufficiently prioritize their
deep historical and cultural connections to the land, which spans over
40,000 years. The preservation of this heritage should hold significantly
more weight than the temporary benefits derived from recreational activities.
It is crucial that the strategy not merely acknowledge but robustly protect
these connections, recognizing them as invaluable and irreplaceable
compared to the transient nature of off-road vehicle recreation.

Prioritization of Cultural Heritage over Recreation: The strategy should
explicitly prioritize the protection of Aboriginal cultural heritage over
recreational use of the land. This can be articulated by stating that when
conflicts between cultural preservation and recreational access arise, the
former must always take precedence.

Inclusion of Aboriginal Voices in Decision-Making: Strengthen the
involvement of Aboriginal groups in the strategy's formulation and
implementation to ensure their perspectives are not only considered but are
decisive. This inclusion should be reflective of a genuine partnership,
empowering Tasmanian Aboriginal people to lead in managing their
ancestral lands.

The integrity and protection of Tasmania’s ancient Aboriginal cultural
heritage should be the foremost priority in any discussions about land use on
these sections of the West Coast. It is crucial that the strategy not only
recognizes but also prioritizes the cultural impacts of off-road driving,
adopting a framework that fully respects Aboriginal custodianship and
prohibits activities that threaten these sacred landscapes.

68

Ben Masterman

From what | have learned studying conservation and land management and
from working in public land administration and management for the last 15
years | would like to make the following submission.

- Palawa community should have a lead in decision making
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— responsible management of any recreational track or trail must regulate
and modulate the number of visitors and vehicles,

- routinely inspect and maintain and monitor the trails using up-to-date
methodologies considering surface erosion and impacts to corridor and
visual effects.

— uae should be by permit and charged per vehicle and/or person and those
monies should be used to improve administration and management directly.
— sometimes the trails should be closed to allow the country to rest and the
tracks and corridors to rehabilitate.

- The number of trails must not be allowed to grow, and braiding must be
prevented.

— consideration needs to be given to how some users may be displaced by
any changes made here, as some will just go and drive irresponsibly
elsewhere.

Thank you

69 Nic Droscher People of australia have the rights to access all land of this country by all
sorts of transportation, closing tracks ruins it for everyone

70 Cory Edmonds | Stop locking up parks, all Australians deserve to be able to visit these
places,

71 Daniel Newman | STOP LOCKUPS!

72 Liam Wright We the people whom you work for, do not consent to the proposed changes
you want to make on our free land. Leave these places alone. These are to
be used by anyone and always will be used by anyone. There is no way to
change that. The people have the right

73 Campbell Locking people out of national parks is in direct contrast to what national

Tebbutt parks should be, they should be a way for people to build a connection to
land by using it, to lock people out like nsw is a failure of management by the
people in charge, it does nothing to build relationships and only locks out the
people who wouldn’t damage the place anyway. It works in New Zealand,
you can free camp in any NP except for the great walks, and it works fine.

74 Timothy Please, please, please.. Do NOT do irreversible damage to Tasmania's

Westwood offroad experience & the economy around it (small town fuel stations, gift

stores, corner stores, 4wd accessory stores, parks pass sales) by making
changes, closures & legislations without fully considering the repercussions
of your actions. As we all know and is mentioned in this here proposal in
plain English "This will not discuss reopening old tracks" that tracks do NOT
come back, they only go..

And some of the "fixes" you suggest, might seem like it's fixing it for
someone behind a clipboard in an office, but more often than not it ruins it for
the people that actually use it respectfully that contribute to Tasmania's
tourism & West Coast economy more than most.

| do agree that there is problems, anyone reasonable would..

We DO have people that do a track and then venture out into the button
grass on the side ripping up newer and wider ground that spreads and is an
eye sore.. YOUR answer is to make the obstacle easier, but that ruins it for
me and others that are prepared for the main feature.. This exact thing saw
the top of Cumberland closed for good.. And now | don't get to experience it
because people wanted to avoid getting muddy.. And guess what? Now
people just go around the bollards and it continues to happen.. It's just not
the answer..

More issues:
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We DO have people that litter..

We DO have people in big groups that maybe didn't grow up with the same
respect for the land and others as some of us did growing up.

We DO have the odd person underestimating a track, that gets into trouble
that requires assistance from time to time.

These do need addressing, and | don't know the answer, but reducing it to
the lowest denominator is not the answer and all you're doing is taking things
from the honest, respectful people and the others will go on going around
your closures and signs anyway, it's just the way it is. and so please think,
consider & try harder before ruining it for all of us, as well as ruining it for the
offroad economy in Tasmania.. When you do some things like this, the only
people you ruin it for is the honest ones.

Now..

- | have an equipped vehicle to take on all aspects of all of these tracks &
frequently do and there's a lot of people like me.. Back when | was in a stock
dual cab did | think it was reasonable to demand Parks make it accessible to
me? No.. | evolved, got better, built my vehicle up.. Which is the way most
sane people think.

- | absolutely don't drive 3hrs to get to obstacles and drive around them,
perpetuating the horrible eyesore array of side-tracks around things.

- | drive slow & respectfully past families, bikes, other cars, fishermen.

- | avoid putting myself in dangerous situations that might result in accident
or injury but also if some day that does happen, is that what it's there for?
Absolutely..

- | take my litter home with me.. And just generally speaking | try to do the
right thing..

Just please.. We bring some of these things in or close some of these
places, we know damned well it's not coming back.. | just ask we consider
everyone here..

75

Corey
Hannaford

Very disappointed that this is what has been proposed to the public, I'm sure
that the culling of land that can be explored and driven on will subsequently
impact the local economy throughout Tasmania. Makes it harder to justify for
people like myself as an enthusiast to make the trip down and explore. THIS
WILL BE A MISTAKE if this goes ahead.

76

Nick Unwin

Victorian 4WD enthusiasts here who had already enjoyed two west coast
Tasmania trips and already planning a thirds as this is a fantastic,
spectacular area. It's brilliant the way it is, though understand the need for a
management plan.

Balfour track for example. 5 out of 6 of the group on our last tour were
unaware the main line had a hardened bottom in the deep crossings. Once
we knew, we drove them with ease. | imagine with a bit of education to
teaching others this knowledge, it would avoid many extra tracks being
formed.

Climbies is spectacular. Truely one of the best tracks in Australia.

Lake Cumberland also. This was so much fun that I'm already booking
another trip to visit Tasmanian and tackle this again. Please do not make this
track easier, or block access. The rating of Very Difficult is what makes it
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appealing.

1.11 - Seasonal road closures are frustrating. We have them in Victoria and
many enthusiasts are not a fan. They’re closed for far to long (mid
November) and all the gates and Managment required is astronomical.
Inevitably more and more tracks get shut, leading to a frustrated community
which is when you start to see damage to gates, bypass tracks and
disrespect to the area happen.

It's great to see many points in the strategy support the 4wd enthusiast.
Thank you. We love coming to Tasmania and spending. Support the smaller
businesses and community.

Nick

77

Back To The
Bush
Indigenous
Corporation

Allodial Aboriginal land must not be ‘locked out.” Environmental laws have
done nothing to protect Tasmania’s natural heritage from destructive fire
regimes.

Don't lock any more recreational gates or setup a lock and key system to
filter out malicious 4wding activity.

78

Aboriginal
Heritage
Council

ABORIGINAL HERITAGE COUNCIL (AHC) SUBMISSION IN RELATION
TO THE WEST COAST OFF ROAD VEHICLE STRATEGY

It is important to note that the AHC received a briefing from Inspiring Places
(lead consultant) and the Parks and Wildlife Service (PWS) project manager
on the draft West Coast Off-Road Vehicle Strategy at the meeting of 23
February 2024. The AHC has a number of concerns about the strategy in
general, including the process of its development. Those concerns were
relayed to the Secretary Department of Natural Resources and Environment
Tasmania/Director of National Parks and Wildlife in a letter dated 8 April
2024, the response to which was alarming.

It is abundantly clear to the AHC that the draft vision statement is
disingenuous, particularly where it states “The APCA and West Coast will be
recognised as the premier destination in Tasmania for sustainable off-road
driving...where outstanding natural and cultural values are protected”.

The PWS have previously engaged specialists to assess the Aboriginal
heritage located on the west coast and have also paid for a report on
proposed methods to protect Aboriginal heritage while allowing off-road
vehicles to drive over fragile sites unlawfully. The last report undertaken by
Aboriginal Heritage Officer Fiona Hamilton, determined that the strategies
being considered to protect Aboriginal heritage would not work. With all this
information available, the PWS are still trying to cater for a hobby group over
reserve values management. This move to allow 4-wheel driving over
Aboriginal cultural values not only contravenes the PWS’ statutory
requirement to protect and maintain Aboriginal cultural values under the
Nature Conservation Act 2002 and to conserve sites of cultural significance
under the National Parks and Reserves Management Act 2002, it also does
not align with the appropriate management of the area under the
Environment Protection and Biodiversity Conservation Act 1999 (EPBC Act).

The intent of the strategy is clearly to benefit the off-road driving community
and local users. There is nothing in the draft strategy to suggest that
consideration and protection of natural or cultural values is a focus, let alone
a priority. In fact, it could be argued that the protection of Aboriginal cultural
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heritage is only being given lip service in an attempt to deflect attention away
from the fact that our unique landscape and cultural values will be
irreversibly damaged and sections destroyed. For example, and offensively,
the draft strategy did not even acknowledge the existence of the nationally
listed and hugely important Western Tasmania Aboriginal Cultural
Landscape which overlays a large portion of the area covered by the
strategy.

Judging from the totally biased “Stakeholder views” presented in the
document, there appears to have been little to no consultation with
conservation specialists and relevant rightsholder groups. Clearly there has
been no effort to seek and respond to the views of Tasmanian Aboriginal
people. This is a must. Presenting to the AHC does not constitute
meaningful consultation with Tasmanian Aboriginal people.

Management of off-road driving in the region to date shows the vision
statement to also be impossible. As the land-managers responsible for the
Arthur Pieman Conservation Area and other public reserves on the west
coast, PWS have failed to comply with the State’s own cultural heritage
protection laws by knowingly allowing off-road driving to continue impacting
Aboriginal heritage in this fragile cultural area. Impacts to Aboriginal heritage
require a permit issued by the Minister responsible for the Aboriginal
Heritage Act 1975. To the best of our knowledge, the PWS have not applied
for or received permits allowing for the impact of vehicles upon Aboriginal
heritage.

The strategy should either acknowledge that PWS are sacrificing Tasmania’s
unique, irreplaceable, and ancient Aboriginal cultural heritage to service the
interests of off-road drivers, or else they would genuinely look for sustainable
alternatives that do not churn up Aboriginal heritage sites and landscapes.

The AHC also understands that the Arthur Pieman Conservation Area
Management Committee has been given around 10 million dollars to
advance off- road driving on the west coast. We have not seen the State or
Commonwealth make an investment of this size for Aboriginal heritage
protection in Tasmania. Obviously, there is more money for catering to
hobby groups than protection of Aboriginal cultural values in this State. This
is unacceptable.

It could be argued that the APCA Management Committee has a conflict of
interest — in so far as it consists of locals who stand to benefit from the
proposed track upgrades and other works. We also note that Aboriginal
participation on the APCA Management Committee is only through one
member of the Circular Head Aboriginal Corporation. This corporation does
not represent the views of the broader Aboriginal community nor has there
been proper consultation with Aboriginal people.

The AHC notes with concern that this government has not developed new
Aboriginal cultural heritage protection legislation and yet they have been in
government since 2014. This is obviously not a priority for this government
and so we, the AHC remain a toothless tiger, only able to provide advice on
these matters and being constantly ignored.

Unfortunately, historically and to date the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs’
focus has been on amending the Aboriginal lands Act 1995 to reduce
Aboriginal people’s rights to self-determination. This action is divisive and
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has caused the delay in establishing contemporary Aboriginal cultural
heritage protection legislation that allows Aboriginal people to have a
legitimate say in how our cultural values are managed and protected. This
has also allowed the degradation, destruction and demise of land, sky and
seascapes that are found nowhere else in the world as cultural living
landscapes. The AHC consider this to be nothing less than cultural
vandalism and can no longer expect accountability to occur on behalf of the
PWS or the State Government.

In summary, the AHC do not support this strategy and have no trust in either
the APCA Management Committee or PWS to appropriately manage off-
road driving on the west coast. Funding needs to be better utilised to protect
Aboriginal heritage on the west coast, including Page 3 of 3 developing
alternatives for off-road drivers that are a suitable distance from Tasmania’s
unique Aboriginal landscapes and sites of significant cultural value. The AHC
would be happy to work with PWS to identify alternative options for off-road
driving that do not impact Aboriginal cultural heritage. We would also like to
revisit previous commitments of PWS to fund Aboriginal rangers to protect
and manage cultural heritage on the west coast.

The Aboriginal Heritage Council encourages all Tasmanian Aboriginal
people to express their outrage regarding this draft West Coast Off-Road
Vehicle Strategy.

Rodney Dillon
Chairperson
Aboriginal Heritage Council

79

Kooparoona
Niara Aboriginal
Community
(KNAC)

Kooparoona Niara Aboriginal Community (KNAC) — Mob Response to
WCORVS and future management and planning.

We the KNAC feel that this Proposed Strategy is focused on the Off Road
Vehicle users and the Tourism (Destructive Tourism) sectors, As Normal the
PWS are promoting this as another “Tourism Adventure” that they operate.
We feel that PWS should be known as a Tourism Business, NOT a Land
Manager!

Looking at the strategy that has now been made available for Public
response and in-put, we only see that this is again aimed as another
“Tourism Business” and a way for PWS to make another income resource
and provide to the tourism sectors, of the Off Road Destroyer’s.

2.4 Views of Tasmanian Aboriginal communities:

The West Coast holds immense cultural significance to Tasmanian
Aboriginal people, with rich cultural and natural landscapes. This region is
significant for its deep Aboriginal culture and history. In recognition of the
significance of the APCA, WTACL and outcome of the Environment
Protection and Biodiversity Conservation Act 1999 referral decision that we
not reopen tracks that had been closed.

We (the KNAC Mob) feel that this (The views of Tasmanian Aboriginal
Community) was mainly only undertaken as a-part of the process
requirement, Not one that PWS was really wanting to engage with or listen
too, as the WTACL and the High Cultural Landscape Values, are not being
managed under the new management strategy or future land/environment
management.

We also feel that the area and whole region should be acknowledged and
Registered as “A PLACE” and feel that this is what it should become
and listed as an important Aboriginal Cultural Landscape. This ensuring the
future management is structured in a manner that cares for the environment
and all the Heritage values.
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3.0 Vision, Strategies and Actions. 3.1 Vision &3.2 outlines of
Strategies and Priorities;

The vision statement is:

The APCA and West Coast will be recognised as a destination in Tasmania
for off-road driving and for its sustainable recreational experiences, where
outstanding natural and cultural values are respected and protected.
Realisation of the vision will contribute towards achieving the following
outcomes:

Again; we feel that this “Vision” is totally aimed at the “Tourism” sectors,
namely the Off Road Destroyer’s and people wanting to only experience that
area for the off road use, NOT for the wonderful “Aboriginal Cultural
Landscape” and unique cultural/heritage values of the area and west coast
region.

The KDO’s are:

The Strategy then outlines 15 Key Desired Outcomes (KDOs) for which
they all recommend that future management actions are to keep tracks
maintained to a relevant level for the 4X4 off road use. The rationale for
these actions & priority and Management are for the destruction of the
region, to provide to tourism $$ and Not for Land Management purposes or
to look after the environment at all.

We feel that all these KDO'’s are aimed at managing the Tourism values and
income resource that PWS will gain from promoting this region as the “Off
Road Destination” here in Tasmania.

Why is this approach being taken? Who is managing the Impacts to our
Unique Aboriginal Cultural Landscape” values and the outstanding
Universal values of the region?

There was a $10M funding amount put up for this future use, direction for the
APCA and West Coast of Tasmania, We don’t see where any of this has
been allocated for the future management of the “Aboriginal Place” (or the
OUV and Cultural Landscape) or for employment of any aboriginal people.
My Mob have also asked that | strongly state the poor community
engagement, that was Not undertaken before the release of the Strategy,
as just doing a few calls, visiting small numbers and allowing little time for us
to become involved with the drafting of this strategy, only now allowing us to
comment on what had already been developed. A very poor process!

We know that this “Aboriginal Cultural Landscape” (A PLACE) would also
change the report on the Outstanding Universal Values of the area, this
stopping many of the proposed activities that have been stated in the new
region strategy. So being acknowledged as “A Place” would be a more
relevant description of the region and lead to better management of the
unique area and better inform visitors to area about the importance of
following good management structures and why we need to manage and/or
restrict access to some locations and places both in the APCA and more
broadly along the West Coast of Tasmania.

Looking after our Aboriginal Communities values and better informing the
visitors should be of High importance to the future management structures
and strategies. Looking after the Heritage Values for future generations to
know about and learn from should be a KDO and hold higher values than
some 4X4 off road users of the area.

OBO: The Kooparoona Niara Aboriginal Community.
Mr, Hank Horton.
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80

Klaudia Marte

My concern is the inclusion of the Mt McCall track in this whole project.
Reasons:

1) It's inside a World Heritage Area renowned for its remoteness and
wilderness and mainly natural values. How 4WD-ing fits that picture is
beyond me.

2) The now upgraded (since 2020) road is not even 4WD anyway. 2WD all
the way for a car with reasonable ground clearance like a VW Golf. It's in
way too good a condition and encourages speeding along it - danger to
wildlife!

3) Since the road "upgrade" very noxious weeds have sprung up all the
way right to the end - e.g. gorse, foxglove, scotch thistles. Suppose gorse
will look real pretty and attract bees when flowering.... There is nowhere near
enough emphasis on keeping this problem at bay for this particular location.
4) Toileting and other waste - is there going to be a toilet at the end of the
track considering it is in the TWHA? Or are the visitors going to take their
waste out? Especially towards the end of the track digging a hole is not
really feasible due to the rocky nature of the place. From experience car
based visitors are not great at taking their waste out.

5) Accidently lit bushfires are more likely the more humans are present.

Conclusion: Before there are viable and concrete solutions in place to
mitigate the spread of weeds (compulsory and policed vehicle washdown
station and frequent and regular checks and eradication trips ) - Leave the
road as is (behind the locked gate) and have it accessed with a permit only
and for emergency access.

81

National Parks
and Wildlife
Advisory
Council
(NPWAC)

Draft West Coast Off-Road Vehicle Strategy

The National Parks and Wildlife Advisory Council (NPWAC) is established
under the National Parks and Reserves Management Act 2002 to provide
strategic and policy advice to the Minister for Parks in relation to the
management of Tasmania’s parks and reserves. NPWAC is consulted by the
Tasmania Parks and Wildlife Service (PWS) to provide comment on
management plans, policies and proposals for reserved land.

NPWAC is also responsible for providing advice to the Tasmanian and
Australian governments on matters relating to the protection, conservation,
presentation and management of the Tasmanian Wilderness World Heritage
Area (TWWHA), under the Australian World Heritage Intergovernmental
Agreement 2009.

Members have considered the draft West Coast Off-Road Vehicle Strategy
(the strategy) in detail and provide their feedback below, followed by more
specific comments against individual sections of the strategy.

The unique beauty of the broader west coast region, and the extraordinary
richness and outstanding international significance of the Aboriginal cultural
heritage values and natural values of the Arthur Pieman Conservation Area
(APCA) and Western Tasmania Aboriginal Cultural Landscape (WTACL) are
well recognised and appreciated by NPWAC. Members also recognise that
while there are many hundreds of individual recorded Aboriginal cultural
heritage sites, the coastal area and seascape of the west coast are a cultural
landscape that needs to be considered as a whole. The importance of
ensuring that cultural landscape is protected for future generations to know
and learn from cannot be overstated.

NPWAC feels that the Vision of the strategy should be reframed and
reordered to emphasise that it is the protection of those outstanding cultural
and natural values that is leading the strategy.
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While the strategy acknowledges that there is still work to be done on
consultation, identification, monitoring and protection of Aboriginal cultural
heritage and natural values, NPWAC considers that this should be prioritised
above recreational use and identified as a clear overriding vision, strategy
and objective, with corresponding Key Desired Outcome(s) (KDOs) and
management actions.

NPWAC strongly supports the strategy’s commitment to not consider
development of new tracks or the reopening of previously closed tracks and
suggests that the title of section “2.6 Proposals for new tracks” should be
amended to reflect the policy position. It is however proposed that the
strategy should accommodate the potential to close tracks that are having a
deleterious impact on cultural and natural values in the future.

Multiple actions within the strategy identify that substantial work needs to be
progressed to evaluate impacts on values, yet there appears to be no
suggestion that the mitigation of those impacts may make proposed works
untenable. NPWAC feels that this possibility needs to be identified and
acknowledged within the strategy.

While consultation with stakeholders has stressed the need to recognise the
shared use of some off-road driving tracks for other recreational users for
activities including bushwalking, mountain bike riding, trail running, rock
climbing, fishing, bird watching etc., there is little discussion of this within the
strategy, with off-road driving seen as the priority option.

There is minimal discussion or recognition of historic cultural heritage values
in the strategy and NPWAC suggests that any impact assessment work for
the proposed initiatives should allow for this. For example, the proposal for
the development of a gateway on the former cattleyards site should include
an assessment of potential historic cultural heritage, in addition of course to
Aboriginal cultural and natural values surveys. Decision making should also
be made based on current values assessments and not rely on outdated
information.

NPWAC is supportive of the proposal to move campsites away from
Aboriginal cultural heritage sites, in a way that ensures no other high natural
or historic cultural heritage values are impacted.

NPWAC places a high priority on minimising destructive and unacceptable
user behaviour and suggests that there should be a strong and ongoing
emphasis on education and behavioural change of users and compliance
prior to the commencement of the infrastructure aspects of the project, in
order to achieve that.

It is noted that the bulk of the management actions associated with user
behaviour and compliance are not scheduled for implementation until the
2025-2026 and 2026-2027 financial years, however it is suggested that
these should be considered and incorporated into the implementation from
2024-2025. With a number of these actions either “unfunded” or “dependent
on additional staff resources” NPWAC considers that it is critical that
appropriate and sufficient allocation of resources is made early in the
process to address this gap. An additional initiative for compulsory online
cultural awareness training as part of the permit application process should
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also be considered, and the proposal for quality interpretation of the cultural
and natural value to assist in the education of users is supported.

Additionally, it is noted that a number of other management actions are
identified as having “no cost” for PWS, but with the additional resources,
either for materials or staff, likely being provided through existing programs
and funding, NPWAC would seek reassurance that other projects and
priorities will not be delayed or removed. Similarly, appropriate and ongoing
funding for management actions assigned to other parties, such as
Aboriginal Heritage Tasmania, is required.

NPWAC considers the strategy should more fully consider biosecurity risks,
with no management actions other than the proposed vehicle wash bay
stations at entry points to the APCA — see comments on management action
5.3 below. Biosecurity is a critical aspect of future and sustainable use and
should be recognised and considered in more detail in the strategy.

It is not clear from the document what opportunity there will be for ongoing
and future input into the process for implementation of the strategy, and
NPWAC suggests that the future role of Aboriginal participation be
considered and prioritised. Consideration should also be given to additional
KDOs for Tasmanian Aboriginal people, taking into account access to
Country, support for Aboriginal knowledge sharing, cultural interpretation,
public education to promote understanding of the landscape, joint
management, employment opportunities (directly or through contract service
provision) and involvement in all aspects of the strategy.

COMMENTS BY SECTION

1. Introduction

1.1. Context

The significance of the Aboriginal cultural values of the area should be
stated as the first text within this section, and NPWAC considers it vital that a
priority action around the protection of cultural and natural values should be
added to those already listed on page three.

1.2. Process

The diagram on page four should clearly show or state which stages in the
process for preparation of the strategy have been completed.

It is unclear what stakeholder consultation has already occurred, particularly
with Tasmanian Aboriginal groups, and details of these stakeholders should
be included.

It is also unclear what opportunity there will be for ongoing and future input
into the process, and NPWAC suggests that the future role of Aboriginal
participation be considered and prioritised.

1.3. Outcomes

A clear, priority outcome of the draft strategy should be the protection of
cultural and natural values.

Consideration should also be given to additional Key Desired Outcomes
(KDOs) for Aboriginal people, taking into account access to Country, support
for Aboriginal knowledge sharing, cultural interpretation, public education to
promote understanding of the landscape, joint management, employment
opportunities (directly or through contract service provision) and involvement
in all aspects of the strategy.

2. Regional Context
2.1. APCA and West Coast
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The final sentence of paragraph four should be amended to read “Not only is
there a rich variety of types of cultural heritage but many sites are relatively
undisturbed and should remain so.”

2.2. Existing off-road vehicle tracks

Information should be provided here on the number of off-road tracks within
the WTACL.

2.3. Off-road users market

It is important to understand how many Tasmanian and mainland Australian
users were surveyed in the market research. Considerable weight is being
placed on the results of the survey and this additional information would
assist with interpretation of the data.

2.4. Views of Tasmanian Aboriginal communities

This section should be the first to appear within “2.0 Regional Context” and
should provide details of which groups were consulted.

It is not clear where in the strategy the stated desire to strongly emphasise
the national significance of the WTACL has been addressed (refer
paragraph 2, page 12).

It would be of benefit to include an itemised list of key points from
Tasmanian Aboriginal communities here, as has been done in section 2.5 for
other stakeholder views.

2.5. Proposals for new tracks

As noted above, the title of this section should be amended to reflect the
policy position.

3. Vision, Strategies and Actions

3.1. Vision

The vision statement on page 15 of the draft strategy should be articulated
much earlier in the document, prior to 1.1 Introduction, and should be
reframed and reordered to emphasise that the respect, protection — and
additionally, understanding - of the outstanding cultural and natural values is
leading the strategy.

It should also be recognised that while there are many hundreds of individual
recorded sites, the coastal land and sea areas of the west coast are a
cultural landscape and need to be considered as a whole (not as a collection
of sites which diminishes the significance of the place).

Similarly, the other text from this section should be included prior to the
Introduction as the cultural and natural heritage background to the strategy.
The outcomes in this section should specify adequate resources for the
protection, rehabilitation and restoration of significant cultural and natural
heritage.

3.2. Outline of strategies and priorities

A strategy for the protection of Aboriginal cultural heritage values and natural
values should be included at this level.

3.3. Strategy 1: Track remedial works

3.3.1 Strategy

* This strategy should include the protection of Aboriginal cultural heritage
sites.

3.3.2 Context

« It is suggested that some tracks need to be moved further from Aboriginal
cultural heritage sites as the surface expression of these sites can move
over time with varying wind and weather conditions.

3.3.3 Key Desired Outcomes and Recommended Management Actions
+KDO 1

o Management action 1.9 It is NPWAC's request that the vehicle access
track is diverted from this area. The Aboriginal community representatives on
NPWAC are strongly opposed to concealment or covering of sites to enable
4WD access.

Page 30 of 100

Draft West Coast Off-Road Vehicle Strategy — Public Submissions




Number:

Submitter:

Submission:

*+ KDO 2

0 management action 1.14 The rationale for this action suggests “potential”
risk of impact on cultural and natural values, however it is the suggestion of
NPWAC that these are known risks.

o The management actions within this KDO should also consider the
exclusion/restriction of use of some tracks to protect these values. 3.4.
Strategy 2: Improve the basic facilities and services

3.4.1 Strategy

* This strategy should include the protection of Aboriginal cultural heritage
sites.

3.4.2 Context

* Development and installation of Aboriginal interpretation should be included
here.

3.4.3 Key Desired Outcomes and Recommended Management Actions
+KDO 3

o0 Management actions should incorporate cultural interpretation to inform
visitors of the importance of the area.

o Camp sites should be moved away from Aboriginal cultural heritage sites
in a way that ensures there are no impacts on important natural or historic
cultural heritage values.

o0 Management actions 2.8 and 2.9 Commercial tourism operators need
appropriate cultural awareness training, should be required to develop
culturally sensitive information in conjunction with Tasmanian Aboriginal
people for dissemination to guests, and need to be aware of sensitive sites
that should only be visited when accompanied by Aboriginal people.

+KDO 4

o0 Management action 2.10 It is noted that the Natural Zone of the Arthur
Pieman Conservation Area — Management Plan 2002 (the Management
Plan) provides for the conservation of important natural and cultural values in
the more remote and least disturbed areas of the reserve. It follows that
there may be values beyond Aboriginal heritage values that may be
impacted by the proposed new camping areas and would need to be

3.5. Strategy 3: Systems for ongoing maintenance and sustainable
management of the considered in the approvals process for such a proposal,
and indeed in the process for amendment of the Management Plan.

3.5.1 Strategy

* This strategy should include the protection of Aboriginal cultural heritage
sites.

3.5.3 Key Desired Outcomes and Recommended Management Actions

+ KDO 6

o Management action 3.2 Reallocation of recreational driving pass fees
should be used to protect Aboriginal cultural heritage.

+ KDO 8

o0 Management action 3.6 Stronger language should be adopted in the
Rationale for this action, and consideration given to making driving off track
a strict liability offence.

o Management action 3.7 Booking through the coming PWS online booking
system would provide an indication of who was on a track at the time of any
damage/incident, and in conjunction with regular surveillance would assist in
management and recording of offences.

3.6. Strategy 4: Research and site investigations to achieve more
sustainable use

This strategy for research and investigation should be the first listed within
the document in order to inform subsequent strategies and actions.

3.6.1 Strategy

* The strategy should be preceded by the text “Work with Tasmanian
Aboriginal people to undertake....”
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3.6.2 Context

» The WTACL should also be included in the first sentence of this section as
a place with gaps in information needed to achieve sustainable management
of off-road driving.

3.7. Strategy 5: Deliver improved information, interpretation and wayfinding
3.7.2 Context

* This should include promotion of the protection, conservation and
understanding of cultural landscapes as a means for influencing decision
making and behaviour.

3.7.3 Key Desired Outcomes and Recommended Management Actions

*+ KDO 11

o0 Management action 5.3 NPWAC is supportive of vehicle wash bay stations
but has concerns around their effectiveness without appropriate enforcement
and maintenance.

tracks and facilities

* KDO 12

o Management action 5.6 Should include cultural knowledge, information on
cultural landscapes and cultural heritage sites.

o0 Management action 5.7 Should include information on how users can help
to protect sites.

3.8. Strategy 6: Foster partnership opportunities

3.8.2 Context

* The first paragraph should be amended to start with “Strengthening
relationships between Aboriginal people, land managers, organisations...”.
* “Key stakeholder groups” include Aboriginal people and organisations,
however these are not acknowledged in this section.

3.8.3 Key Desired Outcomes and Recommended Management Actions

* KDO 14

o0 Management action 6.8 The facilitator role should also include
communication with Aboriginal groups.

0 Management action 6.9 NPWAC suggests that the proposed Advisory
Management Committee for West Coast off-road tracks would benefit from
representation from a natural heritage or environmental group, whether local
or with a broader interest. Tasmanian Aboriginal representation on the
Committee is essential.

* KDO 15

o0 Management actions 6.10 — 6.12 Tourism operators, enterprises and
training products should all include appropriate cultural awareness training.

4. Implementation Plan

4.1. Approval process

While the fifth dot point in this section requires that works proposed near
known Aboriginal sites will require an Aboriginal Heritage Assessment
Report, consultation with Tasmanian Aboriginal people and permit
applications to the Aboriginal Heritage Council, it should be acknowledged
that the whole of the APCA, WTACL and coastal areas south of the Pieman
River are a cultural landscape, and this should be at the forefront of any
proposal for works.

4.2. Summary of Overall Funding

An allocation of funding for the protection and interpretation of Aboriginal
cultural heritage values should be included.

4.2.1 Summary of Implementation Plan 2024-2025

* The final sentence of this section should be amended to read
“...recommends the continuation and enhancement of communication and
working arrangements with Tasmanian Aboriginal people and other
potential partners...”.

4.2.2 Summary of Implementation Plan 2025-2026
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* Aboriginal input for works to help protect identified Aboriginal cultural
heritage sites should be included.

* Information to be provided to drivers should include cultural interpretation.
4.2.3 Summary of Implementation Plan 2026-2027

* There should be provision for input from Tasmanian Aboriginal people.
4.3. Implementation Plans

Table 1: Implementation Plan Financial Year 2024-2025

* Management action 6.8 The facilitator role should also include
communication with Aboriginal groups.

* Management action 6.9 It is essential that the proposed Advisory
Management Committee for West Coast off-road tracks include Tasmanian
Aboriginal representation.

Tables 1 and 2: Implementation Plans — Financial Years 2024-2025 and
2025-2026

* Management action 1.9 As noted above, the concealment or covering of
Aboriginal cultural heritage sites to allow 4WD access is not supported.
Instead, vehicles need to be diverted away from these sites immediately.
Table 3: Implementation Plan Financial Year 2026-2027

» Many of the actions in Table 3 should be considered and implemented
earlier than 2026-2027, particularly seasonal closures, requirements for
passes for large groups, establishing criteria measuring impacts to cultural
and natural values, efficacy of maintenance programs, resourcing of PWS
and communications messages about use, particularly at entry points
(actions 1.11, 1.12, 3.3, 3.5, 4.5, 4.10, 5.3, 5.4, 5.6, 6.6).

* Provision should be made for the provision of cultural interpretation in
relevant management actions.

Attachments

Attachment 1: APCA and West Coast Land Tenure and Management
Objectives

While this table specifically lists the APCA as a separate ‘Land Tenure’, the
balance of entries are for generic tenures such as Regional Reserve,
Undedicated Crown Land etc., and there is no mention of the WTACL.

The WTACL should be included in the table, showing the tenures and
management objectives encompassed. The “Implications” column should
include the requirement for cultural awareness training to be undertaken by
recreational users on the West Coast, and the APCA and WTACL in
particular.

Attachment 3: Draft Site Concept Plans

Site Plans L-101, L-105, L-106, L-108 show the location of Aboriginal cultural
heritage sites, resulting in a significant risk of damage to these sites.
Attachment 4: Draft Criteria for Assessing Track Condition and Suitability
Criteria for Assessing Track Suitability should include proximity to known
Aboriginal cultural heritage sites.

Attachment 6: Draft Communications Strategy

Compulsory online cultural awareness training should be part of the permit
application process for 4WD track users in the APCA, WTACL and coastal
tracks south of the Pieman River.

Yours sincerely

Terry Bailey

Chairperson

82

Sam Rando

Whilst the 4WD clubs community may increasingly be adopting policies and
codes of conduct designed to minimise impacts on natural and cultural
values, it only takes a small number of "cowboys" to create irreversible
damage.

Earlier this year | walked from Pieman Heads to Sandy Cape, a stretch of
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coastline apparently closed to 4WDs. Despite this, vehicles had recently
driven this route, smashing recovering vegetation and treating middens like
play-things. The damage to the middens, in particular, from such behaviour
is likely to last for decades and may well be permanent.

Unfortunately, there remains a sizeable part of Tasmanian society which is
not concerned with how their actions degrade the natural environment nor
with how disrespectful their behaviour may be to Tasmanian Aboriginal
people. Such people are certainly present in the 4WD community. A quick
scroll through You Tube videos will reveal countless examples of macho
4\WD enthusiasts treating the bush like an adrenalin-producing obstacle
course.

Beefed-up surveillance, compliance and education will not stop a small
number of 4WDers continuing to behave inappropriately. And their selfish
behaviour ruins it for everybody else.

The draft strategy is hamstrung by its terms of reference. Unfortunately the
only way to protect the considerable natural and cultural values of this part of
Tasmania's coastline is to close it to all vehicles. It only takes one rogue
driver to permanently destroy irreplaceable sites. No amount of "managing"
4\WD use will guarantee such drivers will do the right thing. To think
otherwise is to wantonly ignore the evidence and turn a blind eye to further
degradation of this fabulous coastline.

83

Matthew
Ratcliffe

I’'m from Sydney have spent 2 weeks in the west coast exploring and
planning on going very soon to go again.
| would hate to travel that far to find gates

84

Joanne
Wakefield

No restrictions on group sizes on off road tracks because by the team shack
owners and locals get a permit there will be none left

Recreational driving permit should not be extend to West Coast starts off
cheap and ends up to expensive

No seasonal closures on any of tracks winter and summer. The repair work
on these tracks should fix these problems

Clines track should not be made why limiting the numbers of vehicles in
convoy should not apply . Preparing difficult areas would make tracks a
astinable. Should not have to pay to drive tracks (money grabbers)

4wd uses do not won't off road track to be up graded to become roads for
standard vehicles.

Fines should not be increased because you can get fined for the most stupid
and normal at the rangers description. Education would be better than a fine

| support for more toilets and improving camp grounds in all areas

85

Steven
Wakefield

No restriction on group sizes there will be not enough permits to go around

Recreational driving permit should not extend to West Coast starts off cheap
and ends up to expensive

No seasonal closures repair work on these tracks should fix this problems
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limiting numbers on the clines tracks should not apply reparing difficult
tracks would make tracks a stainable

4wd users do not won't off road tracks to be up graded to become roads for
standard vehicles

| support for more toilets and upgrading camp group in all areas

86

4WD Tasmania

4WD TASMANIA SUBMISSION TO THE DRAFT WEST COAST OFF-
ROAD VEHICLE STRATEGY

Introduction

4WD Tasmania is the ‘peak body’ representing a number of affiliated
recreational 4WD clubs and their members, together with supporters and the
wider recreational 4WD community.

The tracks on the Tasmania’s West Coast, including those tracks in the
Arthur Pieman Conservation Area (APCA) which are covered in draft West
Coast Off-Road Vehicle Strategy (WCORVS) are very popular with the
Tasmanian recreational 4WD community as a whole, as well as attracting
4WD visitors from mainland States.

The APCA in particular is also popular with other recreational visitors such
as surfers, fishers, divers and bushwalkers to name just a few, as well as
holiday shack owners, many of whom also use 4WD vehicles in pursuit of
their chosen recreation.

Over recent years, the tracks have become increasingly used by recreational
4WD vehicles. This is due to coverage of the area in ‘4WD adventure’
television programs, publicity in 4WD-oriented magazines, and trip photos
being posted on various social media.

It should also be said that 4WD track closures in other parts of Tasmania
(particularly in the south of the State) have been a major factor in the
increase of recreational 4WD traffic on the West Coast Tracks.

4WD Tasmania welcomes the opportunity to provide input to the WCORVS,
as we are very concerned that some groups who have an interest in the area
most notably various conservationist and aboriginal heritage groups are
averse to recreational 4WD use and apply a constant pressure to have 4WD
use drastically curtailed, if not prohibited.

The Strategy

The prime focus of the WCORYVS is stated at page 3 as “developing
sustainable management outcomes for existing off-road vehicle use and
delivering an improved experience for visitors, particularly those seeking
off road driving experiences”. (our emphasis).

4WD Tasmania in principle supports this focus, with the reservation that in
the context of the WCORVS “improving the experience” should be about
4WD tracks and associated amenities, and not general tourism or visitation,
although some such associated amenities (e.g. campgrounds) would also be
beneficial to general visitation.

The WCORVS then gives a number of Key Desired Outcomes (KDOs),
examines the regional context including the area’s history, 4WD tracks,
existing 4WD usage and stakeholder views, including the views of
Tasmanian Aboriginal Communities and examines proposals for potential
new tracks.

The WCORVS then outlines a ‘vision’ with strategies and priorities, and most
importantly for 4WD Tasmania, at Section 3.3.1 & 3.3.2, the proposed Track
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Remedial works. We note that there is no mention within the WCORVS of
any proposals for track closures, so we take this to mean that all the existing
recreational 4WD tracks will remain available for the future.

We note with some disappointment the statement under Section 1.1 (page 3)
“the Strategy does not consider the re-opening of the off-road vehicle tracks
which have been closed and or the development of new offroad tracks”
which we feel closes the door to potential new 4WD visitor experiences and
is seen by many as a lost opportunity.

That apart, 4WD Tasmania generally agrees with the KDOs, the Vision and
the Track Remedial works strategy, but with a number of reservations, which
we will outline under the specific KDOs.

Key Desired Outcomes (KDOS) and 4WD Tasmania’s Responses
KDO1: Track works will be undertaken in locations assessed as ‘Very
Difficult’ and deteriorating to impassable, to achieve more sustainable use of
tracks and management of the site impacts.

Response: 4WD Tasmania in principle supports this KDO and agrees with
the priority order for works. Our only concern is in regard to Sections 1.8 and
1.9, in which it is stated that works will be dependent and/or guided by the
assessment of Aboriginal Heritage values. 4WD Tasmania believes it is vital
that such assessment includes full consultation with all stakeholders, not just
a ‘handpicked’ group. In particular we believe that such consultation must
involve local Aboriginal groups, such as the Circular Head Aboriginal
Corporation. We will deal with this issue further under KDO9

KDO2: Track Management measures will be considered to help support
works aimed to achieve more sustainable use of track and management of
site impacts.

Response: 4WD Tasmania supports this KDO and its management actions
with the reservation that the management action at Section 1.11 (seasonal
closures of Balfour Track, Climies Track, Ring River Track, Lake
Cumberland Track) will meet resistance unless we have an assurance that
prior consultation and discussions with track users will occur. It is our past
experience in other parts of the State that seasonal closure of a track has
sometimes turned out to be the ‘thin end of the wedge’ that has led to
complete closure, we would need a guarantee that this won’t be the case on
the West Coast before we agree to such an action.

Likewise, the proposed action at 1.14 (rationalisation of tracks accessing
beaches) will require prior consultation and discussions with 4WD Tasmania,
its affiliated clubs, and other users before any action occurs, otherwise
opposition is certain.

KDO3: The use and layout of existing camping areas will be improved to
support the off-road driving experiences in the APCA and West Coast.
Response: 4WD Tasmania in principle supports this KDO, although we
would need to be kept informed of developments as they occur. As a general
comment, we trust that the improvements of camping areas will consider
increasing visitor numbers, and that the WCORVS should state clearly that
there will be no curtailment of existing camping rights.

KDOJ4: The feasibility for designating a new camping area and day use site
at Sandy Cape will be assessed.
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Response: 4WD Tasmania in principle supports this KDO, although as with
KDO3 above, we would need to be kept informed on developments as they
occur.

KDOS: Short walks will be developed to improve the visitor experience and
better manage site impacts associated with off-road vehicle tracks.
Response: 4WD Tasmania conditionally supports this KDO. We are
supportive of the proposed management actions to improve walking access
to sites that are at the end of or near to 4WD tracks but do not have direct
vehicular access. However, our concern is that the development of walking
tracks alongside 4WD tracks may at some later date be used as a reason to
at least partially close those tracks, i.e. a site manager could argue “why do
they need to drive all the way in when there’s a good walking track there?”
We would therefore need an assurance that the existence of walking tracks
would not compromise present and future vehicular access before giving this
KDO our full support and such assurance should be stated explicitly in the
WCORVS.

KDOG6: A consistent policy framework will be introduced for managing off-
road vehicle driving within the APCA and identified off-road tracks in the
West Coast.

Response: 4WD Tasmania has reservations about KDOG6, specifically, the
proposal to extend the current recreational driving pass and associated fee
to Climies Track, Granville Harbour-Pieman Heads Track and the Lake
Cumberland Track. As a matter of principle, 4WD Tasmania’s position is
that tracks on public land should be ‘free access’ to all users, and that
over the last 25-30 years we have already suffered severe curtailment
of our access to tracks around the State.

While we understand the stated rationale for the extension of the permit
system, such an extension is bound to meet strong resistance from the
recreational 4WDing community, unless it is preceded by full and careful
consultation. In order to be accepted, the permit system would need as a
bare minimum to encompass the following:

» The application system must be user friendly and convenient. In the
past, permit application processes (not just for APCA but around the
State) have been perceived by the users as inconvenient and
unnecessarily complex. Also, such a system must be flexible enough
to accommodate groups who wish to make a trip at short notice, and
not require a lengthy processing time. Finally, it must be focused on
the needs of the visitors, not the convenience of the land manager.

» The fee structure of permits must be reasonable, and not excessive. It
is essential that as part of any consultation process, that proposed
fees must be discussed and negotiated with 4WD Tasmania and
other users and set at an affordable level. As many people have
already said to us, “4WD owners should not be used as cash cows”.

* The money raised from any 4WD permit system must be spent on the
maintenance of 4WD tracks and related amenities, with
transparency in how the money is spent.

* Also, it will be necessary to allay concerns many 4WDers have
expressed to us, such as:
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» That a permit may be arbitrarily withheld for ‘safety reasons’ or

‘shortage of staff’ or ‘system updates’.

« That it will become more difficult to obtain access to tracks that are

currently freely available.

+ That a permit system takes away the freedom - as some people have

put it - “to just jump in your vehicle and go 4WDing”.

KDO7: PWS will have the capacity, as principal land manager, to
effectively manage off-road vehicle use within the APCA and West
Coast

Response: 4WD Tasmania in principle supports this KDO, although
in regard to Section 3.5, 4WD Tasmania would like to be involved in
any track evaluation process.

KDO8: Compliance measures and penalties for offences relating to
illegal off-road vehicle activities in the APCA and West Coast will be
reviewed.

Response: 4WD Tasmania in principle supports this KDO, although
we comment that the proposed increase of penalties (Section 3.6)
will not in itself guarantee that unlawful activities will be controlled,
unless there is also regular compliance and enforcement action
(Section 3.7) to back up those penalties. At the risk of stating the
obvious, it is not the severity of the penalty that acts as a deterrent, it
is the prospect of being caught. In other words, if potential offenders
feel that it is highly likely that they will be detected and prosecuted
they will reconsider their actions. On the other hand, if they feel that
there is only a remote chance that they will be detected, they will
persist in unlawful activities, regardless of how severe the penalty is.

We also feel that there must be a concerted effort to educate users
on what the regulations are, and why. If people understand and
accept the reasons for the regulations, they will be more willing to
comply with them.

KDO9: The risk and impacts of damage to Aboriginal heritage and
natural values from off-road vehicle use will be further assessed.

Response: 4WD Tasmania has a number of concerns with this
KDO. We understand that members of the Aboriginal community feel
a strong physical, spiritual, and emotional connection to the land.
We also realise that Aboriginal Heritage and its assessment and on-
going management can be a political ‘hot potato’. We therefore
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accept that Aboriginal involvement in implementation of the
WCORVS must occur.

Nevertheless, there are some concerns that we have and which we
believe are shared by other recreational users of the APCA and
West Coast.

We state categorically that we make the following comments not out
of any racist motives but to pass on the concerns that 4WDers both
within and outside of our organization have expressed to us.

» There is a strident element within both the Tasmanian Aboriginal
Centre (TAC) and the Aboriginal Land Council of Tasmania (ALCT)
which appears to be opposed any form of recreational 4WDing on
State Land. Unfortunately, this element has dominated the debate
over the implications for Aboriginal heritage by recreational 4WD use
within the APCA and the wider West Coast; to the extent that local
Aboriginal groups with a less extreme view, such as Circular Head
Aboriginal Corporation (CHAC), have been sidelined.

* There also appears to be an alliance between the element within
TAC/ALCT referred to above and some of the more extreme
conservationists (‘greenies’), and it is perceived by many
recreational users — not just 4WDers - of the APCA that this alliance
is driving much of the opposition to recreational 4WD use and
related activities within the APCA in particular.

» Aboriginal Heritage assessment/protection has been weaponized
against 4WD users and other recreational users of the APCA and
West Coast (and elsewhere in the State) by those groups who wish
to see 4WDers and other recreational users excluded. The
unsuccessful attempt by the Government to re-open the tracks south
of Sandy Cape, and the seven-year legal, political and bureaucratic
battle that followed is a prime example.

* There is also a perception by 4WDers and other recreational users of
APCA that the regional PWS staff (at the Arthur River Centre in
particular) are unduly influenced by the TAC/ALCT in their decision-
making, and it is feared that this influence may lead to any
assessment of Aboriginal heritage under KDO9 being skewed
toward severe limitation of track use.

In order to address the above concerns, we feel that the following
must occur:

» The Aboriginal Heritage assessment process must be transparent and
subject to review and consultation with other stakeholder groups, as
it appears that in many places the WCORVS regards the
assessment of Aboriginal Heritage as the prime/sole criterion in the
planning and management processes.
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* Local Aboriginal groups such as CHAC must have a role in any
Aboriginal Heritage assessment.

+ So far as is practicable, the Aboriginal Heritage assessors should be
seen as independent of and uninfluenced by ‘pressure groups’, and
that local PWS staff should maintain ‘arm’s length’ during the
assessment process.

KDO10: Baseline assessments will be undertaken to inform and
monitor sustainable management of the existing tracks and facilities.

Response: 4WD Tasmania in principle supports this KDO and its
management actions.

KDO11: Management Measures will be adopted to support more
sustainable management of the APCA and West Coast off road
vehicle tracks and facilities.

Response: 4WD Tasmania in principle supports this KDO, with the
proviso that 4WD Tasmania and its affiliated clubs are involved in
the development of an off-road classification system.

KDO12: Introduce better access to information that will better inform
off-road vehicle users of existing facilities, risks and support
sustainable management of the tracks.

Response: 4WD Tasmania in principle supports this KDO, with the
same proviso as KDO 11, i.e. that 4WD Tasmania and its affiliated
clubs are involved.

KDO13: A whole-of-Government approach will be adopted to
achieving sustainable management of off-road vehicle tracks and
facilities in the APCA & West Coast.

Response: 4WD Tasmania in principle supports this KDO and its
management actions, although with regard to Section 6.4 (Aboriginal
Assessment) we reiterate the concerns expressed under KDO9.

KDO14: Opportunities to involve key stakeholders with a diversity of
knowledge, skills and experience will be encouraged to assist in
achieving sustainable management of tracks and facilities in the
APCA and West Coast.
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Response: 4WD Tasmania supports this KDO, however, we would
comment that a facilitator as proposed in Section 6.8 must be given
a level of authority that will enable him/her to resolve issues
promptly. With regard to Section 6.9, 4WD Tasmania is supportive of
the establishment of the proposed Advisory Management Committee
(AMC) and we look forward to being part of it. However, we would
ask how the AMC would stand in relation to the existing Arthur
Pieman Conservation Area Management Committee (APCAMC),
would it be part of APCAMC, independent of it, subordinate to it, or
duplicate it’s functions? As some people have suggested to us, the
proposed AMC may just add an extra layer of bureaucracy.
Therefore, the make-up, role, responsibilities and terms of reference
of the Advisory Management Committee would need to be defined
carefully.

KDO15: Opportunities for small-scale nature-based tourism
experiences associated with the use of the off-road vehicle tracks
and facilities in the APCA & West Coast

Response: 4WD Tasmania has serious reservations with this KDO;
there is a concern that tourism operators may be given ‘priority of
access’ over recreational users; we would need assurances that this
will not happen.

Also, we are concerned that some tourism operators may lobby for
tracks to be upgraded to public road standard to give their clients a
more comfortable ‘visitor experience’, which we also believe must
not happen.

Implementation Plan
Approval Process

4WD Tasmania understands and accepts that all work projects
under the WCORVS must go through the usual planning approvals.
However, we do have serious concerns that those groups opposed
to recreational 4WDing in APCA and West Coast may — as was the
case with the attempted re-opening of the tracks south of Sandy
Cape — use the approval processes as a means to block the
proposals with a constant round of objections, litigation (‘lawfare’),
assessments and ‘red tape’. We trust that everything reasonably
possible will be done to prevent this from happening.

Funding

Line Item 1: 4WD Tasmania is pleased to note that the largest
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component of the funding ($5.05M) will be devoted to” improve the
off-road experiences across the whole West Coast” although we do
have some reservations about the other line items as follows:

Line item 2: 4WD Tasmania notes that the funding model includes
$900k allocated to ‘APCA Shack Node roads’. A number of our
members (and other 4WDers from outside our organization) have
stated strongly that this subproject should be the responsibility of the
Circular Head Council. It has also caused some complaints that the
decision to spend the $900k on the shack node tracks was
presented to us as a ‘fait accompli’.

Line Item 3: We further note that $750k is earmarked for a review of
the APCA Management Plan. Although we believe that this should
have been provided for under PWS’ general budget allocation, we
would not object to this expenditure provided that the retention of
4WD access in the APCA is a major component of any such review.

Line Item 4: With regards to the $2.57M allocation to ‘Support
Service and Initiatives’ 4WD Tasmania is most concerned that the
‘improvements to the gateway to the APCA and PWS Field Centre”
be carried out with the needs of 4WDers and other recreational
users of APCA being the prime focus.

In particular we do not wish to see funds from this allocation
‘siphoned off’ to support general tourism. As an example, we were
advised some time ago at a meeting with the previous Parks
Minister (Hon Roger Jaensch) that the proposed tourism
development of the Edge of the World Visitor Centre will be funded
separately to the $10M allocation to the WCORVS and we assume
that this is still the case, therefore the WCORVS should state this
categorically.

We also point out that some of the 4WD-related amenities
(campgrounds, day shelters, walking tracks etc.) will also be of
benefit to general visitation.

Line Item 5: Finally, we assume that at this stage the $730k
‘unallocated funds’ are a reserve amount to cover any possible
increases in the cost of works under line item 1.

Schedule of Implementation 2024-2027

4WD Tasmania is generally supportive of the proposed schedule of
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Implementation for the next three financial years.

We are pleased that most of the projects that we believe are highest
priority have been scheduled for 2024-25, although we note that
Climies Track, which we also identified as high priority has been
listed for 2025-26.

We would prefer that the Climies Track remedial works take place in
2024-25, given the state of the track, but if this is not achievable, we
would ask that the works on Climies Track are carried out as the
earliest opportunity in 2025-26.

Monitoring and Evaluating Implementation

4\WD Tasmania in principle supports the proposed monitoring and
implementation process, and its Key Evaluation Outcomes (KEOs),
provided that 4WD Tasmania and other recreational stakeholders
receive regular updates on progress and have the opportunity to
provide on-going comments and suggestions (the AMC referred to
under KDO14 would potentially be a ‘forum’ for such feedback and
stakeholder commentary also refer KEO9)

With regard to development of off-road vehicle management policies
(KEO3) and an off-road track classification system (KEO7) we
believe it is imperative that 4WD Tasmania and its affiliated clubs
are involved in both policy development and track assessment
processes.

With regard to KEOS8, (improved information availability); 4WD
Tasmania would also wish to be involved in the development of any
information systems that are put in place.

In Closing

4WD Tasmania is supportive of the general direction of the draft
WCORVS, while expressing some reservations and concerns as
outlined in this submission. We trust that these reservations and
concerns will be taken into consideration in the final WCORVS.

We are more than willing to meet with PWS officers who are
managing the WCORVS to discuss our concerns in detail.
We look forward to continuing progress on the WCORVS.
Executive Committee

4WD Tasmania

Contact Officer:

Barnaby Campbell
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87 Land Rovers Land Rover Owners Club of Tasmania Inc. (LROCT) Submission to the
Owners Club Of | Draft West Coast Off-Road Vehicle Strategy
Tasmania Introduction

This contribution is being made on behalf of the members and supporters of
the Land Rover Owners Club of Tasmania Inc. (LROCT) by the Committee.
The tracks on Tasmania’s West Coast, including those in the Arthur Pieman
Conservation Area (APCA) covered in the draft West Coast Off-Road
Vehicle Strategy (WCORVS), are highly popular with the Tasmanian
recreational 4WD community and attract 4WD visitors from mainland States.
The APCA is also frequented by other recreational visitors such as surfers,
fishers, divers, bushwalkers, and holiday shack owners who use 4WD
vehicles for their recreational activities.

Over the years, there has been an increase in the use of these tracks by
recreational 4WD vehicles, partly due to media coverage and closures of
4WD tracks in other parts of Tasmania. LROCT welcomes the opportunity to
provide input to the WCORVS, as there are concerns about potential
restrictions on 4WD use due to opposition from certain interest groups,
notably various conservationist and aboriginal heritage groups.

The Strategy

The WCORVS aims to develop sustainable management outcomes for
existing off-road vehicle use and deliver an improved experience for visitors
seeking off-road driving experiences. LROCT generally supports this focus
but emphasizes that the focus on "improving the experience" should be
specific to 4WD tracks and associated amenities, rather than general tourism
or visitation, although some associated amenities such as campgrounds
would also benefit general visitation. The Key Desired Outcomes (KDOs) of
the WCORYVS include track remedial works, managing site impacts, and
considering new track development. While LROCT generally agrees with the
KDOs, the Vision, and the Track Remedial Works strategy, it has
reservations about certain aspects, as outlined under the specific KDOs.

Key Desired Outcomes (KDOs) and LROCT’s Responses

KDO1: Track works will be undertaken in locations assessed as ‘Very
Difficult’ and deteriorating to impassable, to achieve more sustainable use of
tracks and management of the site impacts.

Response: LROCT supports this KDO and agrees with the priority order for
works. Our only concern is regarding Sections 1.8 and 1.9, in which it is
stated that works will be dependent and/or guided by the assessment of
Aboriginal Heritage values. LROCT believes such assessment must include
full consultation with all stakeholders, rather than just a ‘handpicked’ group.
We believe that such consultation must involve local Aboriginal groups, such
as the Circular Head Aboriginal Corporation. We will address this issue
further under KDO9.

KDO2: Track Management measures will be considered to help support
works aimed to achieve more sustainable use of track and management of
site impacts.

Response: LROCT supports this KDO and its management actions with the
reservation that the management action at Section 1.11 (seasonal closures
of Balfour Track, Climies Track, Ring River Track, Lake Cumberland Track)
will meet resistance unless we have an assurance that prior consultation and
discussions with track users will occur. Our experience in other parts of the
State has shown that seasonal closure of a track has sometimes led to

Page 44 of 100

Draft West Coast Off-Road Vehicle Strategy — Public Submissions




Number:

Submitter:

Submission:

complete closure. We would need a guarantee that this won't be the case on
the West Coast before we agree to such an action.

Likewise, the proposed action at 1.14 (rationalization of tracks accessing
beaches) will require prior consultation and discussions with 4WD Tasmania,
its affiliated clubs, and other users before any action occurs. Otherwise,
opposition is certain.

KDO3: The use and layout of existing camping areas will be improved to
support the off-road driving experiences in the APCA and West Coast.
Response: LROCT is in favour of this KDO in theory, however, we would
need to be updated on any changes as they happen. In general, we hope
that when camping areas are improved, more people will be able to enjoy
them, and that AWCORVS will make it very clear that no current camping
privileges will be restricted.

KDOJ4: The feasibility for designating a new camping area and day use site
at Sandy Cape will be assessed.

Response: In theory, LROCT is in favour of this KDO; but, similar to KDO3
above, we would need to be updated on any changes as they happen.

KDOS: Short walks will be developed to improve the visitor experience and
better manage site impacts associated with off-road vehicle tracks.
Response: This KDO is conditionally supported by LROCT. The suggested
management initiatives to enhance walking access to locations that are
close to or at the end of 4WD routes but do not have direct access by car are
something we support. Our worry, though, is that the addition of walking
trails next to 4WD tracks would eventually be used as justification to restrict
those tracks altogether or at least in part. For example, a Ranger might say,
"Why do they need to drive in when there's a good walking track there?"
Therefore, before fully endorsing this KDO, we would require confirmation
that the presence of walking trails will not impair vehicular access in the
present or the future. This confirmation should be made clear.

KDOG6: A consistent policy framework will be introduced for managing off-
road vehicle driving within the APCA and identified off-road tracks in the
West Coast.

Concerning KDOB, especially, LROCT especially objects to the idea of
adding the Climies Track, Granville Harbour-Pieman Heads Track, and Lake
Cumberland Track to the current recreational driving pass and related price.
LROCT holds the notion that all users should have "free access" to tracks on
public land, and that our access to tracks has already been severely
restricted during the last 25-30 years throughout the State.

Although the justification for extending the permit system is understandable,
the recreational 4WDing community will likely oppose it vehemently unless
thorough engagement has occurred beforehand. At the very least, the
permit system would have to include the following to be approved:

o An easy-to-use and convenient application system is required. Users
have historically found permit application procedures (not just for
APCA, but throughout the State) to be cumbersome and needlessly
complicated. A system like this should also not take too long to
process and be adaptable enough to take groups that want to go at
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short notice. Ultimately, the demands of the guests—not the land
manager's convenience—must be the main priority.

o Permit fees have to be fair and not disproportionate. Proposed fees
must be reviewed and negotiated with 4WD Tasmania, LROCT and
other users as part of any consultation process, and they must be set
at a reasonable amount. "4WD owners should not be used as cash
cows," as numerous individuals have previously expressed.

o All proceeds from the sale of 4WD permits shall be used, in a
transparent manner, to maintain 4WD tracks and associated facilities.

o We also need to address some of the worries that a lot of 4WDers
have shared with us, namely:

o The idea is that a permit may be revoked for no apparent reason,
like "safety reasons," "staff shortages," or "system updates.

o Accessing tracks that are currently available for free will become
more challenging.

o The ability "to just jump in your vehicle and go 4WDing" is taken
away by a permit system, as some people have expressed.

KDO7: PWS will have the capacity, as principal land manager, to effectively
manage off-road vehicle use within the APCA and West Coast

Response: 4WD Tasmania should be included in any track evaluation
process with respect to Section 3.5, and LROCT supports this KDO in
principle.

KDO8: Compliance measures and penalties for offences relating to illegal
off-road vehicle activities in the APCA and West Coast will be reviewed.
Response: LROCT generally endorses this KDO, however, we note that
without ongoing compliance and enforcement action (Section 3.7) to support
those penalties, the proposed increase in penalties (Section 3.6) will not
ensure that unlawful acts will be controlled.  To put it plainly, the possibility
of getting caught serves as a stronger deterrent than the harshness of the
punishment. Put another way, potential offenders will think twice about
acting if they believe there is a good chance they will be discovered and
charged. But, regardless of how serious the consequences are, they will
continue their illegal operations if they believe there is little possibility that
they will be discovered.

KDO9: The risk and impacts of damage to Aboriginal heritage and natural
values from off-road vehicle use will be further assessed.

Response: LROCT is concerned about this KDO in several ways. We are
aware of the deep emotional, spiritual, and physical ties that Aboriginal
people have to the land. We also understand that managing and evaluating
Aboriginal heritage can be politically contentious. For this reason, we
acknowledge that all Tasmanian Aboriginal people must be included in the
WCORVS's implementation.

That being said, we have certain concerns, which we think are common to
other recreational users of the West Coast and the APCA.

We firmly declare that the following remarks are not the result of racism;
rather, they are a response to the worries that 4WDers have shared with us
from both inside and outside of our organisation.
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o The Aboriginal Land Council of Tasmania (ALCT) and the Tasmanian
Aboriginal Centre (TAC) both seem to have ardent members who are
against 4WDing on State Land for recreational purposes.
Unfortunately, to the extent that local Aboriginal groups with a less
extreme view, like Circular Head Aboriginal Corporation (CHAC), have
been sidelined, this element has dominated the debate over the
implications for Aboriginal heritage by recreational 4WD use within the
APCA and the wider West Coast.

o Additionally, there seems to be a coalition between the aforementioned
TAC/ALCT element and some of the more radical conservationists, or
"greenies," and many recreational users of the APCA—not just
4WDers—believe that this coalition is primarily responsible for the
opposition to recreational 4WD use and related activities within the
APCA.

o Parties who want to exclude 4WDs and other recreational users from
the APCA, West Coast, and other parts of the State have weaponized
Aboriginal Heritage assessment and protection against these parties.
A good example is the government's failed attempt to reopen the
tracks south of Sandy Cape and the ensuing seven-year legal,
political, and administrative struggle.

o 4WDers and other APCA recreational users also believe that the
regional PWS staff, particularly at the Arthur River Centre, are unduly
influenced by the TAC/ALCT in their decision-making. They fear that
this influence could skew any assessment of Aboriginal heritage under
KDO@9 in favour of severe track use limitations.

To address the above concerns, we feel that the following must occur:

e Since it seems that the WCORVS views the evaluation of Aboriginal
Heritage as the primary or only criterion in the planning and
management procedures in many instances, the Aboriginal Heritage
assessment process needs to be transparent, open to review, and
involve input from other stakeholder groups.

e Any assessment of Aboriginal heritage must involve local Aboriginal
groups, such CHAC.

e Local PWS staff must keep at "arm's length" from the Aboriginal
Heritage assessors throughout the assessment process, and the
assessors themselves should be viewed as independent of and
unaffected by "pressure groups" as far as is practical.

KDO10: Baseline assessments will be undertaken to inform and monitor
sustainable management of the existing tracks and facilities
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Response: This KDO and associated management initiatives are, in theory,
supported by LROCT.

KDO11: Management Measures will be adopted to support more
sustainable management of the APCA and West Coast off road vehicle
tracks and facilities.

Response: LROCT states that it is in favour of this KDO in theory, provided
that 4WD Tasmania and its associated clubs work together to create an off-
road rating scheme.

KDO12: Introduce better access to information that will better inform off-road
vehicle users of existing facilities, risks and support sustainable
management of the tracks.

Response: With the same caveat as KDO 11, namely that 4WD Tasmania
and its affiliated clubs be involved, LROCT endorses this KDO in principle.

KDO13: A whole-of-Government approach will be adopted to achieving
sustainable management of off-road vehicle tracks and facilities in the APCA
& West Coast.

Response: Although we restate our concerns raised under KDO9, LROCT
accepts this KDO and its management activities in principle, with the
exception of Section 6.4 (Aboriginal Assessment).

KDO14: Opportunities to involve key stakeholders with a diversity of
knowledge, skills and experience will be encouraged to assist in achieving
sustainable management of tracks and facilities in the APCA and West
Coast.

Response: LROCT concurs with this KDO, however, we would add that a
facilitator, as described in Section 6.8, ought to be granted sufficient power
to address problems quickly. Concerning Section 6.9, 4WD Tasmania
should be part of the planned Advisory Management Committee (AMC) and
support its formation. LROCT has questions about, how the AMC would fit
into the current Arthur Pieman Conservation Area Management Committee
(APCAMC) and if it would complement, replace, or be independent of it in
terms of its duties. The proposed AMC might merely add another layer of
red tape, as several have suggested to us. As a result, the composition,
function, duties, and scope.

KDO15: Opportunities for small-scale nature-based tourism experiences
associated with the use of the off-road vehicle tracks and facilities in the
APCA & West Coast

Response: LROCT is quite concerned about this KDO because we are
worried that tourism businesses would be granted "priority of access" over
recreational users. We would need guarantees that this won't occur.

Furthermore, we worry that certain tourism businesses would push for the
tracks to be improved to public road standards to provide their customers
with a more luxurious "visitor experience," something we also think should
not happen.

Implementation Plan

Approval Process
LROCT acknowledges and agrees that the standard planning approval
process must be followed for any work project funded by the WCORVS. But,
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as was the case with the attempted reopening of the tracks south of Sandy
Cape, we do have grave concerns that those groups opposed to recreational
4WDing in the APCA and West Coast may use the approval processes as a
means to thwart the proposals with a never-ending barrage of objections,
litigation, assessments, and "red tape." We have faith that every effort will
be made to keep this from occurring.

Funding

Line Item 1: While LROCT is happy to see that the majority of the funds
($5.05M) will go towards "improving the off-road experiences throughout the
entire West Coast," we do have concerns regarding the following additional
line items:

Line item 2: According to the draft document, "APCA Shack Node roads"
are allotted $900k under the funding model. Many LROCT members (as
well as other 4WDers from outside our group) have made it clear that the
Circular Head Council need to be in charge of this subproject. The fact that
we were given the impression that the $900k expenditure on the Shak Node
tracks was a "fait accompli" has also sparked some objections.

Line Item 3: We also observe that a review of the APCA Management Plan
has been allocated $750k. Although we think that PWS' general budget
allocation should have covered this, we would not object to this expense as
long as the APCA's 4WD access is maintained as a key element of any such
review.

Line Item 4: LROCT is particularly concerned that the "improvements to the
gateway to the APCA and PWS Field Centre" be carried out with the needs
of 4WDers and other recreational users of APCA as the major emphasis,
with reference to the $2.57M commitment to "Support Service and
Initiatives."

Specifically, we don't want money from this budget to be "syphoned off" to
promote travel in general. For instance, during a meeting with the former
Parks Minister, Hon. Roger Jaensch, 4WD Tasmania was informed that the
planned tourism development of the Edge of the World Visitor Centre will be
funded independently from the $10M allocated to the WCORVS. We believe
this to be true, so the WCORVS should make this clear.

We also mention that several of the 4WD-related facilities such as (day
shelters, walking trails, and campgrounds) will be useful for regular visitors.

Line Item 5: Lastly, we presume that the $730k in "unallocated funds" at this
point is a reserve for any potential increases in line item 1's cost of works.

Schedule of Implementation 2024-2027
The suggested schedule of implementation for the following three fiscal
years has the general approval of LROCT.

Although we observe that Climies Track, which we also rated as high priority,
has been listed for 2025-2026, we are happy that most of the projects that
we consider are highest priority have been planned for 2024—-2025.

Given the condition of the track, we would like that the remedial work on
Climies Track be completed in 2024—2025. If this is not possible, we would
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want that the work on Climies Track be completed as soon as possible in
2025-2026.

Monitoring and Evaluating Implementation

As long as LROCT, 4WD Tasmania and other recreational stakeholders are
given regular updates on the project's status and are given the chance to
offer ongoing feedback and suggestions, LROCT supports the proposed
monitoring and implementation process as well as its Key Evaluation
Outcomes (KEOs) in principle (the AMC mentioned under KDO14 could
serve as a "forum" for such feedback and stakeholder commentary also refer
KEQ9)

4WD Tasmania and its affiliated clubs (of which LROCT is one), are crucially
important in the establishment of off-road vehicle management policies
(KEO3) and an off-road track rating system (KEO7). They must be included
in both the policy development and track assessment processes.

Concerning KEOS, (improved information availability); LROCT feels that
4WD Tasmania should be involved in the development of any information
systems that are put in place.

In Closing

Notwithstanding the doubts and concerns expressed in this submission,
LROCT supports the draft WCORVS's broad orientation. We hope that
these doubts and worries will be considered when creating the final
WCORVS.

We would be more than happy to have 4WD Tasmania attend detailed
discussions with the PWS officers overseeing the WCORVS during a
meeting.

We're excited to keep moving forward with the WCORVS.
Chris Chatterton

President/Public Officer

Land Rover Owners Club of Tasmania Inc. (LROCT)

88

Anthony
Coulson

| strongly object to any developments in TWWHA. The Wild Rivers national
park and in particular the Franklin River is perceived as Tasmania's wild
heart and developing this area for vehicular recreation is very counter
intuitive.

That said, the level of works that have already been carried out have
removed the off-road element. The 20K spend to delineate a track onto Mt
McCall will require parking demands then a toilet will be required and at that
point there will be development and structure in a World Heritage reserve. All
just for some off-road recreationalists and some more cheap tourism.

Some questions.

Why were only off-road recreational groups and clubs engaged for inputs
into the production of this strategy and not any current activity
providers/stakeholders?

Why is the Lake Rolleston, Sterling valley, Mt Huxley and many other tracks
that off-road clubs, groups and individuals already frequent not considered in
preference? These areas are not within TWWHA.

One of the big problems we already experience is that the vehicular
recreational demographic drive these tracks where many noxious weed exist
and carry organic contaminants into TWWHA. This will only escalate.
Another big issue will be the visual of vehicles, earthworks and structure
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which we can already see from Frenchmans Cap.

The rafting expeditions on the Franklin River are world renowned,
recognised as one of the few total wilderness experiences and are a natural
asset that has a substantial positive economic and reputive effect for
Tasmania. Vehicular activity into the area will conflict and impact these
expeditions. Visitation into this most sacrosanct wilderness area must be
very carefully managed.

How can we promote pristine wilderness and then allow 4X4 enthusiasts to
displace high yield ecotourism that employ people who care about the
environment.

89

lan Hughes

My name is lan Hughes and | have been enjoying exploring the West Coast
of Tasmania with my two young children for over 10 years now. Most years
we have been there at least once.

We enjoy the remoteness of it, and the beauty of the differing landscapes of
this region. It has a uniqueness not found in other parts of Tasmania. Much
of Tasmania is now over developed and is more akin to visiting a theme
park, than enjoying a true wilderness experience.

As a family, and also with friends and a local 4wd club, | have toured the
West Coast extensively and am very familiar with most of the tracks in this
area.

| think it is great that $10M is being put forward for use as detailed in the
West Coast Off-Road Vehicle Strategy report. However, | do have some
concerns that | believe should be given consideration, hence my submission.
Many tracks are in poor condition. A large reason for this is the increase in
popularity of 4wdriving as a pastime. Since Covid, more Australians have
begun to explore their own back yard. And with the popular use of social
media, more and more interstate visitors are seeing the beauty of Tasmania
and heading down here. | have noticed significant increased use of the
tracks in recent years.

There is much talk in this draft report about improving and developing
facilities — campsites, toilets, visitor centres, etc. | think it is wrong to develop
any facilities before the tracks have undergone some repair and are in a
better state for people to use. One major effect of improving facilities like this
will do, is increase visitor numbers. And the people making up most of those
increased numbers, will be the type of people in 4wd’s not equipped to deal
with the difficult 4wd track conditions of the West Coast.

| sincerely hope that should any purpose built camping facilities be put it, the
freedom to camp informally is not taken away. One of the great attractions of
the West Coast is that ability to find a remote and discreet camp spot to
make camp. To be able to explore and enjoy nature without having other
people all around you. Something that is hard to do in so many parts of
Australia now, and one of the things that makes the West Coast so special.

| think the money should be used first to improve the tracks and secondly, if
still financially possible, look at improving facilities. To put facilities in ahead
of improving the tracks, encouraging yet more people to visit the region is a
mistake.

In the report it mentions several times comments of ‘rationalising tracks’,
‘seasonal closures’, ‘resting tracks for a period of time’.

To me, that all reads more of closing tracks rather than repairing them. That
is not what | was to understand this $10M package was to be about.
Amongst other things, one major issue with any track closures or
restrictions, is it puts even more pressure on the tracks that are open.

And it restricts peoples access to a region that in parts, is only possible to
access by the 4wd tracks.

| don’t agree with the statement that this strategy won’t look at opening new
tracks, or re-opening closed ones. Taking into account my comments above,
a new track, or re-opening a closed one, may well help ease pressure on the
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current tracks, maybe give options of a circuit and exiting a track elsewhere,
instead of having to back-track. And could give an overall better user
experience.

But more than all of the above, | hope the final outcome of this strategy does
not destroy what is so special about the West Coast. Heading to the West
Coast each with my children has been such an adventure. The challenging
tracks, the rugged landscape and the wild weather. The network of tracks
allows you to explore and find remote bays with not a sole around for miles.
The freedom to camp in such secluded spots has been priceless in the
raising of my kids.

I hope my children’s kids can enjoy the same experience in years to come,
and the West Coast doesn’t become yet another sanitised destination like so
many other parts of Tasmania are heading.

Regards,

lan Hughes

90

Elias Eichler

To Whom It May Concern,

We are writing to express our concern regarding the increased activity on the
road to Mt. McCall. We seek clarification on the intended plans for this area.
In our opinion, enhancing 4WD access within the World Heritage Area could
potentially undermine the wilderness qualities of this unique and pristine
environment.

At Franklin River Rafting, we do not utilise the Mt. McCall access for any of
our expeditions. Given that this road was initially constructed to facilitate
access to a potential dam site, we believe it would be more appropriate to
close it and allow the natural environment to reclaim the area.

Enhancing the track and increasing accessibility seem inconsistent with the
current management objectives of the World Heritage Area. We urge you to
consider the potential impact on the wilderness aspect of this region and to
prioritise its preservation.

Thank you for your attention to this matter. We look forward to your
response.

91

James Walker

| would like to see more access for fourwheel drives and other users local
clubs and groups should have a greater input into managment of the area
the TAC should not have their opinion valued higher than the local aboriginal
groups as they appear to only care about the best outcome for their
organisation

92

Independent
4X4 Club Of
Tasmania

Submission to the West Coast Offroad Vehicle Strategy 2024

In general we agree with the principles of the draft strategy and the KDO'’s,
although straight away we would have reservations about only the Parks and
Wildlife rangers being the only ones who make any decisions regarding the
implementation of the key strategies and ongoing track maintenance with
these West Coast tracks. History has proven that Parks staff who are
allowed to make their own decisions on these matters have a proven record
of track closures and restrictions of access as their first option. It is my belief
and that of my club that all management decision should be done in
consultation with all stakeholders, not just one or two like the TAC.

It is our view that the only stakeholder that should be consulted in regards to
aboriginal cultural and heritage issues and the use of the land is the Circular
Head Aboriginal Community (CHAC), these people are direct descendants of
the traditional users of these areas, not someone in Hobart or Launceston.
We believe that there should also be consideration given to those white
Australians who have over 40 years of lived experiences in these areas and
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are familiar with all the good camping and fishing spots and have used these
areas in a sustainable manner and have respected the land over that period
of time. Their rights to camp and fish responsibly in these areas should not
be affected.

We would also point out the following-

Tracks should only be rehabilitated to the standard of the 4WD experience
that they offered before overuse became a problem, they should under no
circumstances be turned into a “road”. The implementation of a permit
system is seen as the first step into restricting access and we do not support
this.

Access to all areas currently used by 4WDer’s should not change.

The provision of new and upgraded camping areas should be for all the
users of these area’s, not restricted to select groups.

We stress that it is our belief that the Circular Head Council should be paying
for the cost of upgrading access to the shack nodes in the Arthur Pieman
area, not from the funding set aside for this Tracks Strategy.

We also stress that it is our understanding that the funding for the new Edge
of the world visitor facility is in a separate funding model to the Tracks
Strategy, we were advised of this by former Minister Roger Jaensch.

Greg Daly

Independent 4X4 Club of Tasmania

4WD Tasmania affiliated member.

93

Circular Head
Aboriginal
Group

WCORVS Submission

To whom it may concern,

| am writing to you on behalf of the Circular Head Aboriginal Corporation
(CHAC), regarding the DRAFT West Coast Off-Road Vehicle Strategy. We
write to you to represent the broader Aboriginal community of the Northwest
and their interests as they pertain to the draft. The histories and heritage of
the 12 tribes of the Northwest span the entire West Coast coastline (and
some inland areas), it is those histories that CHAC seek to protect, preserve
and celebrate. Largely, we believe that this can be

achieved through mutual respect, not only of culture and history, but of the
land and the country itself. Whilst we can acknowledge that the time has
been taken to include "Tasmanian Aboriginal people" and the cultural
significance of the Western Tasmania Aboriginal Cultural Landscape
(WTACL) within the Draft strategy, we fail to see actionable or tangible
outcomes throughout, it is this primary concern that we will address
throughout this letter.

First and foremost, we must address the language/terminology used
throughout the draft strategy. The term "Tasmanian Aboriginals" or "The
Tasmanian Aboriginal Community", seeks to presume a pan-Aboriginality
across Tasmania, which is not the reality. In fact, Tasmania has always had
multiple Aboriginal "communities" across the island, each with distinctive
cultural and linguistic differences. These "communities" persevere today. We
recommend that all terminology is amended to "Aboriginal
people/communities OF/IN Tasmania"”. This creates a more inclusive
strategy and would bring it into line with Federal and State Legislation.

Under the KDO 9, the strategy gives detail into the risks and impacts of
damage to Aboriginal heritage, however it does not provide any detail at all
as to its protection. As mentioned above, CHAC believe that protection can
be achieved through mutual respect and education of cultural values. For
this to have affect, it needs to be reiterated and encouraged at many points
along the coastline. We recommend that in order for off-road vehicle
users to obtain a permit to use the area, that every vehicle holder must
watch a mandatory short film about the culture in the area. What's more,
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that film must be made in collaboration with the LOCAL Aboriginal
community to ensure its effectiveness.

This brings us to an additional point about the need to consult directly with
the local Aboriginal community. The strategy mentions that the "involvement
of Tasmanian Aboriginal people is essential",

but that term is too broad, and thus invites its own level of controversy. As
mentioned above, there are multiple Aboriginal communities across
Tasmania, so who, under this draft, would be "involved"? The strategy will
need to provide specificity otherwise it'll only blur the issues and the result
will surely not be a positive one for the Aboriginal community and the
heritage they seek to protect. We recommend that the strategy names the
LOCAL Aboriginal community to be "involved"” in management, and be
the determinants of outside consultation where necessary, i.e,
Aboriginal Heritage Assessments. The LOCAL Aboriginal community in
this case, refers to CHAC, as they are the representative Aboriginal
organisation in Northwest Tasmania and the contemporary custodians. This
locality extends from the Wynyard area right around the coastline of
Tasmania as far south as Port Davey, as they seek to represent the histories
of the 12 tribes in the area that formed the larger kinship network (or 'notion’
as we know it more contemporarily).

Therefore, CHAC must consult and manage the process of any
language, signage and cultural information that is displayed in the
area.

As part of the $10 million commitment, there should be funds allocated
to pay for a consultancy with a member of the CHAC community to
make determinations based on cultural information of the area. This
suggestion refers to our overarching statement that education is key to
protection, whilst

also providing a tangible and actionable suggestion to make this a reality. In
addition to the short film as a mandatory requirement to obtain a permit,
meaningful signage should be placed at key points in the WTACL. We
recommend that at the gateway to Arthur River and to the Tarkine (T-
junction to Western Explorer), as key locations to include signage of
Aboriginal cultural significance in the area. This should be done in a way
that is inviting for users to stop with funds allocated to artwork/sculptures
that would encourage users to pull in and toke a photograph and stay to read
the signs. The content of the signage should also be at the determination of
the CHAC community. This opportunity to educate will create a pivotal point
to the respect of cultural values and thus protection.

This idea should be reiterated at key points/tracks in the WTACL, i.e., at
the entrance the Sandy Cape track. The signage should be one that
encourages users to stop and not to simply pass, i.e. enough space is
provided for vehicles to pull in and stop.

Further to this, the strategy should include the upgrade of signage and
infrastructure at West Point and Arthur River's Edge of the World. As key
sites that visiting users will stop, these areas should harness its audience to
educate and inspire on cultural values. West Point for example, contains
numerous culturally significant sites including substantial hut depressions as
the ancestral home of the Peerapper tribe. These should be fenced off and
protected whilst also constructing a viewing area for one so that users can
see what a hut depression looks like (to be aware of others along the
coastline), but to also learn the significance of them. Alongside the
considerable sized cultural living sites at this area, West Point is an area
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perfectly poised for upgrade for education and protection aims. These are
tangible actions that the draft strategy should include and allocate
funds toward.

The overarching aim of the concept of education for protection is to create a
community of off-road vehicle users that foster respect of cultural heritage, if
this becomes part of the culture of the community they will in turn help to
'police’ the respect of cultural sites. As CHAC already maintain a positive
relationship with many users in the area, one of mutual respect, we can
attest to its success and how endorsing CHAC as the custodians of this area
will allow this success to flourish and broaden.

Broadly, across the span of the Draft Strategy, CHAC support that any new
track works or camping ground proposals will need to undertake updated
Aboriginal Heritage Assessments. Protection of

anything uncovered through this process will need to be essential for any
progress in the planning process. The LOCAL Aboriginal community
should be part of that process, and that includes

accompanying the Aboriginal Heritage Officer when conducting such
assessments. This opportunity can go back to the funds allocated to the
local consultant from CHAC. Ultimately, this concept sits at the heart of self-
determination: by empowering local Aboriginal people to part of the of
planning and

protection processes of their country, whilst gaining significant
skills/education along the way.

An additional consideration will need to be made as to the longevity and
strength of this draft strategy with potential amendments being made to the
Aboriginal Heritage Act. Will determinations made under this strategy uphold
if changes are made to the Act? Whilst the key aim of both documents (or
parts thereof), should be for the protection and preservation of heritage,
other intricacies such as custodianship and consultation may change or
differ across the documents. What will safeguard decisions made in the
strategy in such instances? This should be addressed and acknowledged
in the strategy.

Another overarching concern throughout the document, is that whilst it might
be advantageous to suggest increasing fines, the primary barrier to that
success or effectiveness is the ability to police it. The draft strategy makes
no suggestions or allocates funds to off-set this. The power will be in the
hands of the users and thus referring back to the need to foster a culture of
respect among the off-road vehicle community. They will effectively police
one another where current Parks staff allocations are unable to

provide provisions for. This culture of respect would be significantly more
effective than the poorly designed campaign of 'Dob in a hoon'. This
campaign is centred around shaming community rather than creating a
culture that discourages illegal activities and keeps one another (and new
users) accountable. A campaign centred around inclusivity would be
more effective, one that includes all communities, Aboriginal or
otherwise.

In reference to KDO | 5 and nature-based tourism, there needs to be more
added as to how that will be managed. Who or which tourism operators will
that be open to, or who does this strategy support? Who makes such
determinations? We recommend that any Aboriginal based tourism
ventures will need to be done in collaboration with and at the
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determination of the LOCAL Aboriginal community. The LOCAL
Aboriginal community should also be part of that process of approving any
nature-based tourism, Aboriginal or otherwise, because it will naturally
increase users and capacity in these culturally significant areas. Any tourism
ventures will need to consist of a degree of acknowledgement of the
traditional owners and the heritage in the area, and this should be done in
collaboration with the LOCAL Aboriginal community.

In summary, the important points for CHAC to submit are:

1. Inclusion not exclusion = fostering a community of mutual respect.

2. Education = protection.

3. Tangible actions = allocate funds to staff a CHAC community member to
consult on cultural significance and potentially upskill into areas of Aboriginal
Heritage Assessment.

4. Actions = allocate funds to purposeful and meaningful signage in
collaboration with CHAC.

5. Actions = Acknowledge CHAC as the LOCAL Aboriginal community,
whilst also acknowledging that Tasmania consists of multiple Aboriginal
communities through appropriate terminology.

| thank you for taking the time to consider our points mentioned above and |
hope that they help to guide and inform the strategy moving forward.

Kind regards,

Rochelle Godwin,

Communications and Engagement Manager

Circular Head Aboriginal Corporation

94

Tasmanian
National Parks
Association

This document sets out comments by the Tasmanian National Parks
Association Inc. (the TNPA) on the Draft West Coast Off-Road Vehicle
Strategy (the draft strategy) published by the Parks and Wildlife Service in
May 2024.

The problems associated with using vehicles off-road have been recognised
since at least 1991". Nevertheless, there has been a failure to adequately
implement the various prescriptions in the subsequent 2002 Arthur-Pieman
Conservation Area Management Plan, partly leading to the need to prepare
the draft strategy.

The TNPA provided comments on the Draft Arthur-Pieman Conservation
Area: Sustainable Recreational Vehicle Access Plan in June 2010. We
argued then that strategic action and resource allocation on recreational
vehicle access issues was urgently required and that, in particular, the
following was necessary:

[ Development of a statewide action strategy for recreational vehicles on all
public land. This should encompass a) an effective regulatory system and
compliance procedures, b) well managed infrastructure that protects values
and meets demands, c) sustainable and effective community participation,
and d) education and out-reach programs. Such a strategy would be
underpinned by a comprehensive inventory of existing tracks and a good
picture of ORV usage patterns.

[0 Effective ongoing monitoring of recreational vehicle activity in Tasmania’s
conservation reserves, and, where necessary, active rehabilitation works in
damaged areas.

It is disappointing to note that little, if any, of this has been progressed and
that the draft strategy is revisiting the same issues and problems.
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Some aspects of the strategy should be extended to areas not covered by
the draft strategy. These are discussed in the appendix to these comments.

General comments

Hardening tracks, upgrading facilities (e.g. campgrounds) associated with
them and promoting them is likely to increase use. This will in turn increase
environmental impacts (especially in parts of the tracks that have not been
hardened and on other tracks to which users are displaced in a quest for
less crowding and improvements), leading to a vicious circle of increased
demand, degradation and management costs.?

Closing and rehabilitating off-road vehicle tracks is the best means of
reducing the environmental impacts of off-road vehicle use. In many cases, it
will also enhance the wild character of nearby areas, an aspect for which
parts of the west coast are renowned.

The TNPA welcomes the fact that the draft strategy does not provide for new
tracks or reopening closed tracks. This position should be maintained when
the strategy is finalised.

The TNPA notes that the draft strategy focuses on a small number of tracks,
and suggests that consideration be given to closing and rehabilitating other
tracks, as well as the Mt McCall Track® and the Sandy Cape Track. Closing
and rehabilitating the Mt McCall Track and the Sandy Cape Track will
substantially increase the wild character of the Franklin-Gordon Wild Rivers
National Park within the Tasmanian Wilderness World Heritage Area (the
TWWHA) and the Tarkine, regions that are both renowned for their wild
character. The retrospective statement of outstanding universal value of the
TWWHA recognises the importance of the wild character of the TWWHA in
maintaining its outstanding universal value, and has been prepared by the
Australian and Tasmanian Governments and internationally accepted
through the World Heritage Committee. The TNPA notes that the
management plan for the TWWHA would need to be changed to support
closure of the Mt McCall Track,* but understands that the plan is currently
under review (which provides an opportunity for such a change). Closing the
Mt McCall Track and Sandy Cape Track would also save spending about
$820,000 on proposed development of extra infrastructure associated with
those tracks and further hundreds of thousands of dollars on proposed works
on the Sandy Cape Track itself.

The TNPA is concerned about the low priority given by the draft strategy to
some management actions proposed in the draft strategy, especially those
relating to assessment and monitoring of impacts. As section 3.6.2 of the
draft strategy says, “There needs [sic] to be adequate baseline assessments
of the natural and cultural values to inform and monitor sustainable
management of the existing off-road vehicle tracks and facilities™. It is
therefore incomprehensible that management action 4.5, about establishing
a baseline for “assessing the condition of the natural and cultural resources
and monitoring the location and extent of impacts related to off-road use” is
regarded as “moderate-low” priority and is not proposed to be undertaken
until the 2026-27 financial year (after many of the management actions,
involving the bulk of the expenditure, are proposed to be taken). A baseline
needs to be established as soon as possible, so that all management actions
can be properly evaluated. There is little point in establishing a baseline after
management actions are taken, because that will not allow proper
assessment of the effects of those actions. Similarly, it is incredible that Key
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Evaluation Outcome 6 regards completion of baseline assessments of high
use off-road vehicle tracks within 36 months (presumably of the proposed
commencement in the 2026-27 financial year, i.e. by June 2030) as a “Great
result” and completion of baseline assessments within 60 months
(presumably of the proposed commencement in the 2026-27 financial year,
i.e. by June 2032) as an “Acceptable result”. Although it is an ongoing action,
management action 4.11, about monitoring off-road vehicle use of tracks,
needs to be given similar priority to management action 4.5, so that impacts
can be correlated with levels of use. The impression of a lack of serious
commitment to evaluation is reinforced by the fact that the monitoring action
proposed for Key Evaluation Outcome 1 is limited to work on a “Very
Difficult” section of the Balfour Track, when work on “Very Difficult” sections
of other tracks is also proposed but no subsequent evaluation is advocated.

Comments on selected Key Desired Outcomes

Introduction

Various Key Desired Outcomes stated in the draft strategy really seem to
identify processes rather than the outcomes of such processes.

Key Desired Outcome 8

The draft strategy states Key Desired Outcome 8 is “Compliance measures
and penalties for offences relating to illegal off-road vehicle activities in the
[Arthur-Pieman Conservation Area] and West Coast will be reviewed”. A
review is not an outcome. A more appropriate statement of the outcome
would be along the lines “lllegal off-road vehicle activities are substantially
reduced”. The TNPA questions the need for a further review, given the
statement in section 3.5.2 of the draft strategy: “The current penalties for
most of these illegal activities are considered low and an insufficient
deterrent to change such behaviour”.8 Management action 3.6 associated
with Key Desired Outcome 8 should also be altered to make it clear that the
action extends to action to legislate for increased penalties and whatever
other measures are needed to facilitate recovery from offenders of costs
associated with enforcement action. Likewise, the “Acceptable result” for Key
Evaluation Outcome 8 in section 4.4 should involve legislation having been
drafted.

Key Desired Outcome 9

The draft strategy states Key Desired Outcome 9 is “The risk and impacts of
damage to Aboriginal heritage and natural values from off-road vehicle
access and use will be further assessed”. An assessment is not an outcome.
A more appropriate statement of the outcome would be along the lines
“‘Damage to Aboriginal heritage and natural values from off-road vehicle
access and use are substantially reduced”.

Key Desired Outcome 15

Key Desired Outcome 15 is about supporting “opportunities for small scale
nature-based tourism experiences associated with use of the off-road vehicle
tracks and facilities in the [Arthur-Pieman Conservation Area] and West
Coast”. In determining what should be supported, it is important to have
regard not only to the scale of particular tourism operations but also the
overall scale of tourism operations’.

Comments on particular proposed management actions

Management actions 1.2, 1.7, 1.9, 1.14, 1.16, 2.2, 2.6, 2.7, 2.9, 2.10, 2.11,
2.13 and 4.8 (relating to Sandy Cape Track)

So far as they relate to the Sandy Cape Track and nearby areas,
management actions 1.2, 1.7, 1.9, 1.14, 1.16, 2.2, 2.6, 2.7, 2.9, 2.10, 2.11,
2.13 and 4.8 would be unnecessary if the Sandy Cape Track were closed
and rehabilitated.

Management actions 1.10 and 2.12 (relating to Mt McCall Track)

Page 58 of 100

Draft West Coast Off-Road Vehicle Strategy — Public Submissions




Number:

Submitter:

Submission:

Management action 1.10 (about maintaining the track surface and table
drains on the Mt McCall Track) and management action 2.12 (about
constructing a short walk up Mt McCall off the Mt McCall Track) would be
unnecessary if the Mt McCall Track were closed and rehabilitated.
Management action 1.11 (seasonal closure of tracks to prevent
damage)

It is not clear why management action 1.11 (about seasonal closure of
tracks) is proposed (in Table 3 of section 4.3 of the draft strategy) to be
delayed until 2026-27, especially given that the table indicates there is no
cost to the measure. It would seem much more sensible to implement this
measure immediately, rather than allowing further degradation to occur
before it is implemented.

Management actions 3.1 and 3.2 (scope of recreational driving pass
and fees)

The TNPA supports management actions 3.1 and 3.2, about extending the
scope of the recreational driving pass and allocating the associated fees to
more tracks across the West Coast. However, the TNPA considers the
extension should relate to all tracks on PWS-managed land, rather than
being limited to designated tracks.8 This would be easier to understand and
enforce.

Management actions 3.3, 3.4 and 3.5 (resourcing of management)

The TNPA supports management actions 3.3, 3.4 and 3.5 about resourcing
and evaluation of maintenance and other management.

Management action 3.7 (compliance action)

The TNPA supports management action 3.7, about increasing compliance
action.

Management actions 4.1 to 4.4 (Aboriginal heritage and involvement)
The TNPA supports management actions 4.1 to 4.4 to assess Aboriginal
heritage and support the involvement of Aboriginal people in management of
off-road vehicle use.

Management action 4.9 (supporting research on impacts on birds)
The TNPA supports management action 4.9 to support research to identify
and manage impacts of off-road vehicle tracks on birds. However, this
support should be provided on an ongoing basis throughout the period for
implementation of the strategy (as seems to be envisaged in table item 9 of
section 3.6.3 of the draft strategy) and not delayed until 2026-27 (as is
envisaged in table 3 of section 4.3 of the draft strategy).

Management actions 5.5 and 5.6 (information or marketing)
Management actions 5.5 and 5.6 should be combined and the emphasis on
marketing removed. It is appropriate to inform potential users that there are
challenging off-road driving experiences “where users should be
experienced, well prepared, self-reliant and respect the need to protect the
natural and cultural values”, but the TNPA believes it is inappropriate to
market the challenging experiences with a view to increasing the number of
users. TNPA supports the proposal for management action 5.6 that “Minimal
signage should be used for ... tracks other than at the main entry points and
key junction points”.

Management action 5.8 (GPS app)

The purpose of the “GPS app ... linked to the recreational drivers pass” is
unclear. If its function is to provide GPS linked information that PWS deems
appropriate about tracks and facilities and best practice four wheel driving,
the TNPA supports its provision by PWS. If this is not its function, it is not
appropriate for it to be provided by PWS.

Installing Bluetooth beacons and associated infrastructure (e.g. solar
charging facilities for the beacons) seems an extremely expensive way of
making the app available to drivers who did not have the forethought to
download it before leaving areas with internet access. The provision of
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beacons is likely to involve ongoing demand on resources for management
(e.g. for maintenance, protection in case of fire and replacement after
vandalism). Key Evaluation Objective 8 in section 4.4 may need to be
changed accordingly.

Management action 5.9 (promoting alternative tracks)

The TNPA is concerned that implementing a communications strategy “to
promote alternative tracks and routes” is likely to increase the displacement
of recreational users and thus spread impacts and consequent demands for
resources to manage those impacts. Given the undesirability of this, it is
good that it is to be postponed until after the implementation of the draft
strategy (as is also recognised in management action 6.5).

Management action 6.7 (corporate support for management)

The management of public land should properly be resourced from public
funds, and not depend on corporate funding or sponsorship. Also, any such
corporate support should not provide an opportunity for “greenwashing” the
corporation concerned.

Management actions 6.10 and 6.12 (supporting commercial activity)
The TNPA recognises the role of land managers in providing information to
support tourism operators providing interpretation to their customers and the
need for regulation of commercial tourism operators. However, support for
tourism operators should not come at the expense of management of
reserved land for conservation. The TNPA does not favour supporting
registered training organisations for the commercial provision of training on
reserved land when the training could occur on other land.

Other comments

It is not clear what “the assessment” mentioned in the text introducing the
final table in section 4.4 is. The table is strange in that the first row mentions
some specific proposed actions while other rows seem more generic.

Appendix — aspects of the draft strategy that should be extended to
other areas

Introduction

The Draft West Coast Off-Road Vehicle Strategy covers only part of the west
coast (north of Macquarie Harbour).

Some aspects of the draft strategy (or at least the principles underlying
them) should also be applied to other parts of Tasmania, including the area
south of Macquarie Harbour west of the TWWHA (especially the Southwest
Conservation Area and Cape Sorell Historic Site).

These are discussed in this appendix.

Given the costings in the draft strategy for these aspects, it appears that
applying them to other areas will not involve significant capital costs.

No new off-road vehicle tracks

The TNPA believes that no new off-road vehicle tracks should be
established purely or largely for recreational purposes anywhere on reserved
land in Tasmania. This is a particular concern in areas south of Macquarie
Harbour.

Low Rocky Point Track

The TNPA considers that the Low Rocky Point Track, which extends from
Birchs Inlet to Low Rocky Point (although is now not trafficable south of the
Lewis River), and all branch tracks, should be closed to all vehicular access.
Such closure would appropriately enhance the wild character of the region,
which is a landscape extension of the TWWHA. We understand present use
is limited and unauthorised track clearing is persistent.

Monitoring (including establishing baselines)

Establishing baselines and monitoring on an ongoing basis are essential to
determine the needs for, and effectiveness of, management of reserved

Page 60 of 100

Draft West Coast Off-Road Vehicle Strategy — Public Submissions




Number:

Submitter:

Submission:

land. There is a critical lack of monitoring of tracks and associated
unauthorised shelters and huts in the Southwest Conservation Area south of
Macquarie Harbour.

Permits for off-road vehicle use

The regime requiring permits for driving off-road vehicles on tracks should be
expanded to cover at least some tracks outside the area covered by the draft
strategy, including all tracks south of Macquarie Harbour. The regime would
obviously need to be enforced, and compliance work done, but could provide
valuable information to assist with monitoring. Also, the fees from permits
could be used to support management of those tracks. This should apply
particularly to the network of tracks accessed from Butt of Liberty, on the
southern shore of Macquarie Harbour®.

Resourcing for management

Resources for management of reserved land in Tasmania are critically short.
However, there are some areas, especially those of very high conservation
value, such as the Southwest Conservation Area south of Macquarie
Harbour, that obviously need a greater commitment of resources. This
should be taken into account in carrying out the review envisaged as part of
management action 3.3, given that the Parks and Wildlife Service’s West
Coast Field Centre is responsible for that part of the Southwest Conservation
Area as well as for a substantial part of the area covered by the draft
strategy.

1 By the then-Lands Department’s Interim Arthur-Pieman Protected Area
Plan of Management.

2 The draft strategy already acknowledges in section 3.5.2 how climate
change will increase costs of managing tracks and related facilities.

3 The draft strategy refers to the Mt McCall Track, but it appears that its
formal name is Franklin River Road (see the Placenames Tasmania
website).

4 Also referred to as the Mt McCall Road in the plan.

5 The draft strategy makes no mention of the baseline monitoring previously
undertaken for PWS in 2011-2013 on certain tracks in the Tarkine region. It
is unclear why such existing monitoring data would not be utilised going
forward.

6 Similar comments are also made in table item 3.6 in section 3.5.3. Section
3.5.2 also says “The basis for increasing the penalties should also recognise
the substantial costs that are often incurred by land managers to identify
offenders, to secure evidence and take offenders to prosecution”. These
costs are more appropriately dealt with by a court making costs orders rather
than increasing fines.

7 Recent reporting indicates four wheel drive tours and touring are
“booming” in Victoria (https://www.abc.net.au/news/2024-07-13/4wd-tracks-
see-boom-in-drivers-damaging-landscape-high-country/104049400). It is
reasonable to think this may eventually be replicated in Tasmania and the
strategy’s proposed actions should anticipate this.

8 It is not clear why management action 3.2 (about allocating fees) does not
relate to the Lake Cumberland Track when management action 3.1 (about
the tracks to which fees should apply) does. It is also unclear why the Lake
Cumberland Track is not mentioned in the description of management action
3.1 in Table 3 in section 4.3 of the draft strategy.

9 A permit system already exists for use of the Low Rocky Point Track,
which initially passes through the Tasmanian Wilderness World Heritage
Area, but enforcement and compliance is mostly lacking. The TNPA
considers that the Low Rocky Point Track and all branch tracks should be
closed to vehicular access.
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95

Rodney
Flowers

the coastal track from 4 mile beach pieman heads goes through private land
there has been no consultation with the owners and by improving this track
you will be putting more vehicles onto this private land which increases there
public liability and the land owners don't want the track on their property

96

Stewart Nicol

As an off-road 4WD enthusiast and academic biologist/ecologist |
congratulate PWS on this document. | found all the sections, Context, Vision,
Strategies and Actions, Implementation Plan and attachments, to be
comprehensive, balanced, clear and appropriate.

| was impressed by the way that potentially contentious areas, like
proposals for new tracks, dealt with in a sensible and pragmatic manner.

97

Tony Ling

SUBMISSION IN RESPONSE TO DRAFT WEST COAST OFFROAD
VEHICLE STRATEGY MAY 2024

| have read the Draft West Coast Off Road Vehicle Strategy May 2024.

It is a large document quite repetitive in places but still a lot of information to
process.

| have visited and recreated in the area since my childhood | am now 72
years of age. It was a fantastic area to enjoy and still is but diminished by all
the restrictions modern society has necessitated.

| first traversed in vehicles the entire coast from Arthur River to Pieman River
in 1969 and an incredible adventure it was, although we were by no means
the first to do this. | have done it again with my son and would like to do the
same with my grandson but of course this is not possible due to court action
taken by Tasmanian Aboriginal Corporation (TAC) and facilitated by Bob
Brown Foundation (BBF).

Retired politician Tony Fletcher before his death organised all interested
parties to work together and resolve all concerns hampering continued
access, extensive research and consultation were carried out mostly by
volunteers, recognised aboriginal consultants were engaged and solutions
were found to all concerns which involved fencing some areas, realigning the
track in some places, a comprehensive report was provided which obviously
did not fit TAC objective of total control of as much of Tasmanian land mass
as possible. This report appears to have conveniently disappeared.

It is time the local people claiming aboriginal ancestry were listened to, these
are the people who have connection to the area not a bunch of activists from
Hobart.

What is actually meant when we hear claims of this incredible culture
extending back 60,000 years needs to be adequately explained, having
visited the area all my life | am sometimes left a little puzzled, I'm aware of
the rock carvings and midden sites and hut depressions but we are
continually given the impression there is much more.

| fully support the presence of aboriginal rangers who can conduct tours and
show the culture to visitors, this could be a tourist experience.

Immediate action needs to be taken to preserve some of these features, an
example just north of Rebecca Creek are excellent examples of hut
depressions which have survived to the present day. | was shown them by a
local aborigine many years ago, after | expressed my disbelief of such
features, | have subsequently shown my children and the area has been
fenced to protect them and the dune system, previously cattle had grazed
the area and vehicles had been driven recklessly over the area. The fence
has been in place for many years now and has been fairly well respected,
recently | took grandchildren who have been studying aboriginal culture at
school to show them only to find several are no longer accessible as they
are covered by thick scrub, one excellent example in a sheltered spot right
beside Rebecca Creek has tea tree sprouting up through it. Doesn’t seem
like anyone actually cares that much about the physical remnants of this
culture.
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| assume the catalyst for this West Coast Off Road Vehicle Strategy was the
provision by Government of $10,000,000 as a compensation to users for the
ban on access south of Sandy Cape.

This funding was slated to provide alterative 4WDing opportunities and
improve existing access. The draft plan offers no additional opportunities.
There is no doubt basic maintenance of tracks such as Balfour Track,
Climies Track, Ring River, Lake Cumberland are long overdue, Sandy Cape
Track has been maintained and requires no major maintenance at this stage.
| am appalled at the management of the dispersal of the money $600,000 for
consultants? The money could have been administered by 4WD Tas and of
all of it would have been utilised to maximum benefit of the 4WD community,
how can we be commenting on a draft plan and half the money is already
spent?? Resurfacing gravel roads to shack sites at a cost of $1,000,000
which were already satisfactory is no benefit to the 4WD community, and a
survey of mainlanders to see if people might be thinking of coming to
Tasmania? again how does this benefit Tasmanian 4WDers?

The 4WD community does not want or need a “interpretation centre” at
Gairdner Point, have one if a significant proportion of the population want it
but fund it separate to the money supposedly offered for increasing
improving 4WD opportunities.

| fully support wash down bays, around the state, long overdue. Rebecca
Lagoon is a classic example once an idyllic spot now ruined by rice grass
obviously transported in from some where and never any effort made to
control it once its existence became obvious.

Not mentioned in the draft plan is the need for skip bins at Arthur River and
ideally Temma myself and acquaintance’s use to regularly collect rubbish but
now that it necessitates a trip to Smithton and tip fees we have ceased this
practice if the quantity is significant. Skip Bins are provided for the public in
the Highlands and Macquarie Heads so it's obviously quite feasible.

There is already a policy for use of Recreational Vehicles on public land
which was ratified and agreed upon by all land managers many years ago
and has never been rescinded but seems to be regularly ignored.

One provision was no tracks to be closed, even temporarily without
consultation with 4WD Tas. Yet users are surprised to find locked gates or
track closed signs which no one knew was about to happen.

A toilet at Sandy Cape and maybe even Greens Creek as well is probably a
good idea as there seems to be a fair percentage of people who have no
idea how to bush toilet appropriately.

| don’t support the formalization of camping areas preferring the “free range
style” unless it's proven an area is impacting on significant tangible
aboriginal artifacts.

| live in the hope that some one did read this, I've commented on many
management plans over the years but it doesn’t seem to alter the final
document, | think the word “draft” is often misleading.

Tony Ling

98

Circular Head
Council

DRAFT WEST COAST OFF-ROAD VEHICLE STRATEGY — COUNCIL
FEEDBACK

| am writing to convey Council’s support for the development of The West
Coast Off-Road Vehicle Strategy (The Strategy), and to provide Councils’
collective feedback on The Strategy. Council appreciates the recognition as
a key stakeholder. Council is an organisation representing the Circular Head
community’s aspirations and acting as a regulatory authority. The following
feedback represents advice in relation to how The Strategy might interact
with Council’s core, and regulatory functions, and also seeks to provide
broad comment on The Strategy, on behalf of the Circular Head community
and particularly users of the Arthur Pieman Conservation Area (APCA).
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Regulatory Compliance and Permitting

Council supports and recognises a need for, the development of better
facilities and amenities (e.g. camping area constructions, toilets, day
shelters, visitor facilities). Council reminds Park & Wildlife Services (PWS)
that it is crucial that all development comply with standard approval
processes (e.g. building, planning and plumbing regulations) prior to
construction. Council officers would be most happy to discuss these
requirements. Council supports considerations around catering for/promoting
the use of self-contained vehicles, as practicable, to reduce pressure on
facilities. Relevant KDOs: 3, 4.

Information Dissemination and Tourism Collaboration

Education and provision of ready access to information, is considered to be
critical in improving track, and off-road area, usage. As such Council can
assist by distributing information, provided by PWS, through Council’s
Tourism Department. Real-time information on track conditions, extreme
weather events and emergency management should be shared e.g., through
our Tourism Information Centre or Council’s website.

Relevant KDOs: 2, 12.

Environmental and Heritage Protection

It is recognised that information sharing between PWS and Council is crucial
for effective environmental management. Council can play a role to assist in
educating users of the area on vehicle hygiene and weed management, by
distributing information provided by PWS. Relevant KDOs: 9, 10, 11.

Compliance and Enforcement

Council supports compliance management initiatives. Although Council does
not have a direct role in enforcement, it supports improved compliance
management against the 0.05 alcohol rule and more controls during peak
seasons. In the past, PWS Arthur River staff, who receive Council’s
Community Road Safety Partnerships (CRSP) meeting minutes, have
collaborated with Council on road safety messaging and media campaigns,
and Council is willing to continue this support. Relevant KDOs: 8.

Infrastructure and Maintenance Coordination

Council owns and maintains roads in the vicinity of the APCA, namely Arthur
River Road, West Point Road (part), Temma Road, Airey Drive, Freeman
Place & Gardiner Street. Council should be consulted when new access
roads, impacting Council’s roads, are proposed, to ensure that aspects such
as sight distance requirements, drainage and construction standards are
met. It is noted that Stormwater management is not covered in the strategy.
Council would like to express the critical role that an asset management
system plays in the sustainable operation, maintenance, upgrade, and
replacement of assets. Council recognises the funding challenges that exist
when it comes to the ownership of transport assets and particularly draws
reference to shack roads within the APCA, currently under the control of
PWS. Council suggests that priority be given to implementing/improving
asset management systems to ensure sustainable economic management of
assets. Relevant KDOs: 1, 7, 13.

Tourism and Recreational Planning

Council recognises the need for shared use ideas and the role that proper
compliance plays in ensuring that the area is effectively managed for
vehicles, motorbikes and walkers. Council supports drawing inspiration from
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the Tarkine Walks Document and the Tarkine Trails book (Author: Phil
Pullinger) in this regard. Relevant KDOs: 5, 14, 15.

Partnership Development

Council as a key stakeholder, acting on behalf of the Circular Head
community, recognises the importance of fostering partnerships with external
organisations including PWS. Council is committed to continue development
of existing relationships with PWS. Council suggests to lobby with Spirit of
Tasmania and Biosecurity Tasmania to enhance biosecurity measures (e.g.
wash down stations on the Spirit premises in Devonport) and help stop the
spread of weeds, diseases etc. through off-road vehicles. Relevant KDOs: 6,
14,15

Vision, Strategies and Actions

Council supports the vision but seeks further clarification on what is exactly
meant by "sustainable recreational experiences". It is important to ensure
that the natural area itself remains the main attraction which should be
encompassed in the definition of "sustainable recreational experiences."
Similarly, Council seeks clarification as to the meaning of the terms
“Sustainable Management” and “Sustainable Use”. Do these terms refer to
just the tracks, or also the natural environment and broad community
benefits?

Consultation

Council seeks clarification as to why the Circular Head Aboriginal
Corporation (CHAC) is not listed as key stakeholder and supports The
Strategy’s mention of the need for greater representation of broader
Tasmanian Aboriginal communities within the APCA Management
Committee. Council notes that shack owners have not specifically been
consulted with to date in relation to the Strategy. Council requests that, if
tracks are closed, either permanently or temporarily, that a communication
process is carried out to advise the public of the closures. Council can
support efforts in this regard by disseminating information.

Track Safety

Council supports the commentary in The Strategy around track safety.
Council notes that there is no one-way track system in place currently.
Council suggests consideration as to the implementation of a duplicate track,
such that each track can be designated as one-way, reducing risk of head-
on collisions. Council appreciates the opportunity to provide feedback to this
valuable process and invites PWS to contact Council to discuss or seek
clarification in relation to the above.

Budget allocation

Council seeks clarification as to how the budget will be allocated to the track
upgrade component of the plan and specifically asks, what dollars have
been budgeted for actual roadworks including the kilometres to be
completed?

| trust that Council’s feedback provides value to the development of The
Strategy and | invite you to contact Council for any further information or
clarification.

Yours sincerely

Vanessa Adams

GENERAL MANAGER
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99 Department Of Some suggested additions (in red, below) for Section 1.1 Context (p. 3,
Climate paragraph 4).
Change,
Energy, The The significance of the Aboriginal cultural heritage values was recognised
Environment with the listing of the Western Tasmania Aboriginal Cultural Landscape
and Water (WTACL) as a National Heritage place in 2013. National Heritage places are
Matters of National Environmental Significance under the Commonwealth
Australian Government’s Environment Protection and Biodiversity
Conservation Act 1999 (EPBC Act)in2043.
Approval under the EPBC Act is required for any action occurring within, or
outside, a National Heritage place that has, will have, or is likely to have a
significant impact on the National Heritage values of the National Heritage
place (see Significant Impact Guidelines 1.1 - Matters of National
Environmental Significance - DCCEEW).
100 Wilderness About the Wilderness Society
Society

The Wilderness Society is an independent, community-based, not-for-profit
environmental advocacy organisation. Our vision is to transform Australia
into a society that protects, respects and connects with the natural world that
sustains us. We are committed to protecting, promoting and restoring
wilderness across the continent for the survival and ongoing evolution of life
on Earth. From community activism to national campaigns, we seek to give
nature a voice to support the life that supports us all. We are powered by
more than 150,000 supporters from all walks of life.

Key Recommendations

1. No new off-road vehicle tracks should be established purely or largely
for recreational purposes anywhere on reserved land in Tasmania.

2. A statewide action strategy should be developed for recreational
vehicles on all public land. This should encompass; a) An effective
regulatory system and compliance procedures, b) Well managed
infrastructure that protects cultural and ecological values of public
land, c) Education and out-reach programs to off road vehicle users,
d) A comprehensive inventory of existing tracks and a good picture
of ORV usage patterns and, e) Effective ongoing monitoring of
recreational vehicle activity in Tasmania’s conservation reserves,
and, where necessary, active rehabilitation works in damaged areas.

3. The closure and rehabilitation of the Mt McCall track in the TWWHA,
the Sandy Cape track and of the Low Rocky Point track in the South
West Conservation Area.

4. That aspects of the draft strategy (or at least the principles underlying
them) should also be applied to other parts of Tasmania, including
the area south of Macquarie Harbour west of the TWWHA
(especially the Southwest Conservation Area and Cape Sorell
Historic Site).

5. Increased resources to Parks and Wildlife to ensure adequate
management of public reserved land.
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General Comments

The Wilderness Society thanks the Parks and Wildlife service for the
opportunity to comment on the Draft West Coast Off-Road Vehicle Strategy
(the draft strategy), published in May 2024.

The negative impacts of off road vehicular use on the ecological and cultural
values of reserved land have been well documented for many decades.
There has been a failure to adequately implement the various prescriptions
in the subsequent 2002 Arthur-Pieman Conservation Area Management
Plan.

Closing and rehabilitating off-road vehicle tracks is the best means of
reducing the environmental impacts of off-road vehicle use. In many cases, it
will also enhance the wild character of nearby areas, an aspect for which
parts of the west coast are renowned.

The draft strategy focuses on only a small number of tracks and only on
some areas of the west coast. The Wilderness Society recommends that
consideration be given in the strategy to closing and rehabilitating other
tracks, as well as the Mt McCall Track and the Sandy Cape Track.

The Wilderness Society is also concerned about the low priority given by the
draft strategy to some management actions proposed in the draft strategy,
especially those relating to assessment and monitoring of impacts. A
baseline needs to be established as soon as possible, so that all
management actions can be properly evaluated.

The Draft West Coast Off-Road Vehicle Strategy covers only part of the west
coast (north of Macquarie Harbour). Aspects of the draft strategy (or at least
the principles underlying them) should also be applied to other parts of
Tasmania, including the area south of Macquarie Harbour west of the
TWWHA (especially the Southwest Conservation Area and Cape Sorell
Historic Site). Given the costs in the draft strategy for these aspects, it
appears that applying them to other areas will not involve significant capital
costs.

Comments on Key Desired Outcomes of the draft strategy

Various Key Desired Outcomes stated in the draft strategy really seem to
identify processes rather than the actual outcomes of those processes.

Key Desired Outcome 8

The draft strategy states Key Desired Outcome 8 is “Compliance measures
and penalties for offences relating to illegal off-road vehicle activities in the
[Arthur-Pieman Conservation Area] and West Coast will be reviewed”. A
review is not an outcome. A more appropriate statement of the outcome
would be along the lines “lllegal off-road vehicle activities are substantially
reduced”. The Wilderness Society questions the need for a further review,
given the statement in section 3.5.2 of the draft strategy: “The current
penalties for most of these illegal activities are considered low and an
insufficient deterrent to change such behaviour”.
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Management action 3.6 associated with Key Desired Outcome 8 should also
be altered to make it clear that the action extends to action to legislate for
increased penalties and whatever other measures are needed to facilitate
recovery from offenders of costs associated with enforcement action.
Likewise, the “Acceptable result” for Key Evaluation Outcome 8 in section
4.4 should involve legislation having been drafted.

Key Desired Outcome 9

The draft strategy states Key Desired Outcome 9 is “The risk and impacts of
damage to Aboriginal heritage and natural values from off-road vehicle
access and use will be further assessed”. An assessment is not an outcome.
A more appropriate statement of the outcome would be along the lines
“Damage to Aboriginal heritage and natural values from off-road vehicle
access and use are substantially reduced”.

Key Desired Outcome 15

Key Desired Outcome 15 is about supporting “opportunities for small-scale
nature-based tourism experiences associated with use of the off-road vehicle
tracks and facilities in the [Arthur-Pieman Conservation Area] and West
Coast”. In determining what should be supported, it is important to have
regard not only to the scale of particular tourism operations but also the
overall scale of tourism operations.

Comments on particular proposed management actions

Management actions 1.2, 1.7, 1.9, 1.14, 1.16, 2.2, 2.6, 2.7, 2.9, 2.10, 2.11,
2.13 and 4.8 (relating to Sandy Cape Track)

So far as they relate to the Sandy Cape Track and nearby areas,
management actions 1.2, 1.7, 1.9, 1.14, 1.16, 2.2, 2.6, 2.7, 2.9, 2.10, 2.11,
2.13 and 4.8 would be unnecessary if the Sandy Cape Track were closed
and rehabilitated.

Management actions 1.10 and 2.12 (relating to Mt McCall Track)

Management action 1.10 (about maintaining the track surface and table
drains on the Mt McCall Track) and management action 2.12 (about
constructing a short walk up Mt McCall off the Mt McCall Track) would be
unnecessary if the Mt McCall Track were closed and rehabilitated.

Management action 1.11 (seasonal closure of tracks to prevent damage)

It is not clear why management action 1.11 (about seasonal closure of
tracks) is proposed (in Table 3 of section 4.3 of the draft strategy) to be
delayed until 2026-27, especially given that the table indicates there is no
cost to the measure. It would seem much more sensible to implement this
measure immediately, rather than allowing further degradation to occur
before it is implemented.

Management actions 3.1 and 3.2 (scope of recreational driving pass and
fees
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The Wilderness Society supports management actions 3.1 and 3.2, about
extending the scope of the recreational driving pass and allocating the
associated fees to more tracks across the West Coast.

Management actions 3.3, 3.4. 3.5 and 3.7 (resourcing of management and
compliance action)

The Wilderness Society supports management actions 3.3, 3.4 and 3.5
about resourcing and evaluation of maintenance and other management.

Management actions 4.1 to 4.4 (Aboriginal heritage and involvement)

The Wilderness Society supports management actions 4.1 to 4.4 to assess
Aboriginal heritage and support the involvement of Aboriginal people in
management of off-road vehicle use.

Management actions 5.5 and 5.6 (information or marketing)

Management actions 5.5 and 5.6 should be combined and the emphasis on
marketing removed. It is appropriate to inform potential users that there are
challenging off-road driving experiences “where users should be
experienced, well prepared, self-reliant and respect the need to protect the
natural and cultural values”, but the Wilderness Society believes it is
inappropriate to market the challenging experiences with a view to
increasing the number of users. The Wilderness Society supports the
proposal for management action 5.6 that “Minimal signage should be used
for ... tracks other than at the main entry points and key junction points”.

Management action 5.9 (promoting alternative tracks)

The Wilderness Society is concerned that implementing a communications
strategy “to promote alternative tracks and routes” is likely to increase the
displacement of recreational users and thus spread impacts and consequent
demands for resources to manage those impacts. Given the undesirability of
this, it is good that it is to be postponed until after the implementation of the
draft strategy (as is also recognised in management action 6.5).

Management action 6.7 (corporate support for management)

The management of public land should properly be resourced from public
funds, and not depend on corporate funding or sponsorship. Also, any such
corporate support should not provide an opportunity for “greenwashing” the
corporation concerned.

Management actions 6.10 and 6.12 (supporting commercial activity)

The Wilderness Society recognises the role of land managers in providing
information to support tourism operators providing interpretation to their
customers and the need for regulation of commercial tourism operators.
However, support for tourism operators should not come at the expense of
management of reserved land for conservation. The Wilderness Society
does not favour supporting registered training organisations for the
commercial provision of training on reserved land when the training could
occur on other land.
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Low Rocky Point Track

The Wilderness Society considers that the Low Rocky Point Track, which
extends from Birchs Inlet to Low Rocky Point (although is now not trafficable
south of the Lewis River), and all branch tracks, should be closed to all
vehicular access. Such closure would appropriately enhance the wild
character of the region, which is a landscape extension of the TWWHA. We
understand present use is limited and unauthorised track clearing is
persistent.

Monitoring (including establishing baselines)

Establishing baselines and monitoring on an ongoing basis are essential to
determine the needs for, and effectiveness of, management of reserved
land. There is a critical lack of monitoring of tracks and associated
unauthorised shelters and huts in the Southwest Conservation Area south of
Macquarie Harbour.

Permits for off-road vehicle use

The regime requiring permits for driving off-road vehicles on tracks should
be expanded to cover at least some tracks outside the area covered by the
draft strategy, including all tracks south of Macquarie Harbour. The regime
would obviously need to be enforced, and compliance work done, but could
provide valuable information to assist with monitoring. Also, the fees from
permits could be used to support management of those tracks. This should
apply particularly to the network of tracks accessed from Butt of Liberty, on
the southern shore of Macquarie Harbour.

A permit system already exists for use of the Low Rocky Point Track, which
initially passes through the Tasmanian Wilderness World Heritage Area, but
enforcement and compliance is mostly lacking. The Wilderness Society
considers that the Low Rocky Point Track and all branch tracks should be
closed to vehicular access.

Resourcing for management

Resources for management of reserved land in Tasmania are critically
short. However, there are some areas, especially those of very high
conservation value, such as the Southwest Conservation Area south of
Macquarie Harbour, that obviously need a greater commitment of resources.
This should be taken into account in carrying out the review envisaged as
part of management action 3.3, given that the Parks and Wildlife Service’s
West Coast Field Centre is responsible for that part of the Southwest
Conservation Area as well as for a substantial part of the area covered by
the draft strategy.

101

Tasmanian
Land
Conservancy

Re: draft West Coast Off Road Recreational Vehicle Strategy

The Tasmanian Land Conservancy (TLC) welcomes the opportunity to make
a submission on the draft West Coast Off Road Recreational Vehicle
Strategy (WCORVS). The TLC strongly supports the protection of the
important natural and cultural values of the Arthur-Pieman Conservation
Area (APCA).

About TLC
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The Tasmanian Land Conservancy (TLC) is an independent, for-purpose
(not-for-profit), science and community-based organisation that protects
nature on private land in Tasmania, both on our reserves and in partnership
with landholders (ABN 88 743 606 934).

Through science and community engagement, we inspire and empower
people to contribute to nature conservation in Tasmania; we do this for the
benefit of current and future human generations and for nature itself.

Across Tasmania, TLC buys land of high conservation value and establishes
reserves where we conduct scientific research and monitoring that informs
their management and protect habitats for rare and threatened species.
Through a range of programs, including Land for Wildlife, Gardens for
Wildlife and the Revolving Fund, we also work with landholders to help them
identify, protect and manage habitat on their properties and take meaningful
action for conserving our state’s unique ecosystems.

In a changing world, our work is more important than ever. We hold that
nature underpins all life and that our efforts contribute to a future where
nature is flourishing, valued and fundamental to Tasmania’s character. We
believe we achieve more for nature by working with others to apply the best
available science in our decision making.

Since its establishment in 2001, TLC has become one of the largest private
landholders in Tasmania, with conservation reserves extending over 30,000
hectares (ha). Through these reserves and forming partnerships with private
landholders, we have helped to conserve over 100,000 ha of Tasmania’s
precious landscapes. In the last five years alone, TLC has established nine
permanent reserves, conserving over 12,000ha across Tasmania, with the
community donating over $23.4 million to fund their purchase, protection,
and ongoing management.

Our reserves, form part of the National Reserve System (NRS), are
protected by a conservation covenant and have a management plan. These
management plans are informed by long-term ecological monitoring and
overseen by the TLC’s independent Conservation Science and Planning
Advisory Council. Several TLC reserves share boundaries with public
reserves and enhance conservation values by increasing contiguous areas
reserved for conservation. These were explicitly purchased and protected by
the community to complement, connect and add value to the Tasmanian
Reserve Estate. Examples include the Vale of Belvoir, Five Rivers,
Gordonvale, Blue Tier, Recherche Bay, Sloping Main and Kelvedon Hills
reserves. TLC further contributes to the NRS through purchasing, protecting
(via covenants) and reselling land as well as completing opportunistic
contractual work to place covenants with Natural Resource Management
bodies or local Governments.

Monitoring and management efforts across our reserves reflect the
Aboriginal Heritage Act 1975 and are regularly directed to recovery actions
for threatened species and ecological communities. These include those
listed under the Tasmanian Threatened Species Protection Act 1995
(TSPA), Nature Conservation Act 2002 (NCA) and Environment Protection
and Biodiversity Conservation Act 1999 (EPBCA). TLC’s reserve monitoring
and management is funded in perpetuity through the TLC Foundation,
highlighting the importance of long-term financing mechanisms for critical
elements of successful management and threatened species recovery.
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Please note, that TLC is happy for this submission to be published in full and
would be happy to discuss our positions further.

Submission Detail

Specific to the draft WCORVS, the 175 hectare TLC reserve, Eagle Rock is
of conservation significance given its location within Tarkine/takayna, which
is considered one of the most significant areas for cultural, aesthetic,
conservation, archaeological, and natural heritage values in Tasmania. The
property provides habitat for three rare, vulnerable, and endangered flora
species, as well as recent records of three fauna species listed as
endangered under the TSPA and two listed as endangered under the EPCA.
Eagle Rock’s either borders or is close to established reserves — West Point
State Reserve abuts the northwest corner and part of the north Reserve
boundary, while APCA adjoins the north, east, south and west boundaries.
The only other landholder is a single privately owned property located at the
southeast corner of the Reserve. A near neighbour is the property ‘King’s
Run’, where natural and cultural values are protected through the TLC’s
partnership with the Bob Brown Foundation, the Aboriginal Land Council of
Tasmania and the Indigenous Land and Sea Corporation. King’'s Run is
managed by the Tasmanian Aboriginal Centre.

In response to the draft WCORVS and our involvement with the local APCA
community we make the following points:

* A holistic management approach should be applied across the APCA to
ensure the effective and long-term management of the area’s natural and
cultural values.

* Funding to plan and complete effective long-term monitoring is fundamental
to ensuring works reflect the conservation objectives of the APCA.

« Ensuring funds are available for monitoring, maintenance, and
management beyond the allocation of $10 million until 2026-27 will ensure
that cultural heritage and conservation priorities are managed in the future.
* As with all land in the APCA and surrounds, Phytophthora cinnamomi is a
direct threat to the natural values, and as such, precautions should be taken
to prevent its spread. Vehicle access will undoubtedly lead to the movement
of this highly threatening pathogen, and vehicle washdown stations should
be provided. An education program for users would also help raise
awareness and potentially mitigate the spread.

» Ongoing consultation with neighbouring landholders is needed to ensure
that the APCA's management decisions don’t have deleterious impacts,
such as illegal access to adjoining landholdings.

Sincerely,

James Hattam

Chief Executive Officer
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Anthony
Mockunas

| love the raw beauty of Tasmania and it grates across my very being that
the Tasmanian Government department would even consider opening up of
access to the West Coast beaches to 4wd'’s.
| think that it comes back to the basic tenet that some places in the world
were never meant to be developed and if ever there was a place, then that is
it.

If we keep making inroads to these wild places then by that very action
sooner rather than later there shall be no wild places left. Sure it will take
time and a concerted effort from both governments
and interested groups but eventually no places shall be left untouched, and
isn’t that what a lot of people want, untouched wilderness? It's always the
thin end of the wedge that starts the opening process
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so that it appears that it's death of that wilderness by a thousand cuts, so as
to speak.

| for one, travel to Tasmania yearly to experience remote fishing which
involves a fair bit of walking but that is the attraction in that it takes a bit of
legwork to achieve my go to nirvana whether successful or not!

I cannot understand a department canvassing this idea as it would no doubt
involve a licensing of some sort so is the idea behind it monetary to prop up
departments and by default governments?

Please reconsider this abhorrent thought process and consign it to the
dustbin of history where other ill conceived plans go to die and never to be
resurrected!

103

Northern
Explorers Four
Wheel Drive
Group Inc.

NORTHERN EXPLORERS FOUR WHEEL DRIVE GROUP INC.
SUBMISSION TO THE

DRAFT WEST COAST OFF-ROAD VEHICLE STRATEGY

Introduction

Northern Explorers Four Wheel Drive Group Inc. are an affiliated club of 4wd
Tasmania.

Northern Explorers have worked with Tasmanian Parks and Wildlife on
multiple tracks and areas around the north east of Tasmania. The Bridport to
Bellingham traverse is one area that the

Northern Explorers have worked closely alongside Parks and Wildlife to
maintain and improve.

The tracks on the Tasmania’'s West Coast, including those tracks in the
Arthur Pieman Conservation Area (APCA) which are covered in draft West
Coast Off-Road Vehicle Strategy (WCORVS) are very popular with the
Tasmanian recreational 4WD community as a whole, as well as attracting
4WD visitors from mainland states.

The APCA in particular is also popular with other recreational visitors such
as surfers, fishers, divers and bushwalkers to name just a few, as well as
holiday shack owners, many of whom

also use 4WD vehicles in pursuit of their chosen recreation.

Over recent years, the tracks have become increasingly used by recreational
4WD vehicles. This is due to coverage of the area in 4WD adventure
programs, publicity in 4WD-oriented magazines, and trip photos being
posted on various social media.

It should also be said that 4WD track closures in other parts of Tasmania
have been a factor in the increase of recreational 4WD traffic on the West
Coast Tracks.

The Strategy

The prime focus of the WCORVS is stated at page 3 as “developing
sustainable management outcomes for existing off-road vehicle use and
delivering an improved experience for visitors, particularly those seeking off
road driving experiences”.

Northern Explorers supports this focus, with the reservation that in the
context of the WCORVS “improving the experience” should be about 4WD
tracks and associated amenities, and not general tourism, although some
such associated amenities (e.g. campgrounds) would also be beneficial to
general visitors.
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The WCORVS then outlines a ‘vision’ with strategies and priorities, and most
importantly for 4WD Tasmania, at Section 3.3.1 & 3.3.2, the proposed Track
Remedial works. We note that there is no mention within the WCORVS of
any proposals for track closures, so we take this to mean that all the existing
recreational 4WD tracks will remain available for the future.

Northern Explorers are generally happy with the KDOs but with a number of
concerns, which we will outline under the specific KDOs.

Key Desired Outcomes (KDOS) and Northern Explorers Responses

KDO1: Track works will be undertaken in locations assessed as ‘Very
Difficult’ and deteriorating to impassable, to achieve more sustainable use of
tracks and management of the site impacts.

Response: Northern Explorers in principle supports this KDO and agrees
with the priority order for works. Our only concern is that they will update the
track drastically, so much to a point

where the track will be downgraded to a lesser difficulty rating.

KDO2: Track Management measures will be considered to help support
works aimed to achieve more sustainable use of track and management of
site impacts.

Response: Northern Explorers in theory supports this KDO and its
management actions with the reservation that the management action at
Section 1.11 (seasonal closures of Balfour Track,

Climies Track, Ring River Track, Lake Cumberland Track) will meet
resistance unless we have an assurance that prior consultation and
discussions with track users will occur. In past experience in other parts of
the State that seasonal closure of a track has sometimes turned out to be
the ‘thin end of the wedge’ that has led to complete closure, we would need
a guarantee that this won’t be the case on the West Coast before we agree
to such an action.

Likewise, the proposed action at 1.14 (rationalisation of tracks accessing
beaches) will require prior consultation and discussions with 4WD Tasmania,
its affiliated clubs, and other users

before any action occurs, otherwise opposition is certain.

KDO3: The use and layout of existing camping areas will be improved to
support the off-road driving experiences in the APCA and West Coast.
Response: Northern Explorers in principle supports this KDO, although we
believe that 4WD Tasmania should be informed of developments as they
occur. As a general comment, we trust

that the improvements of camping areas will consider increasing visitor
numbers, and that AWCORVS should state clearly that there will be no
curtailment of existing camping rights.

KDO4: The feasibility for designating a new camping area and day use site
at Sandy Cape will be assessed.

Response: Northern Explorers in principle supports this KDO, although as
with KDO3 above, believe that 4WD Tasmania should kept informed on
developments as they occur.

KDO5: Short walks will be developed to improve the visitor experience and
better manage site impacts associated with off-road vehicle tracks.
Response: Northern Explorers genually supports this KDO. We are
supportive of the proposed management actions to improve walking access
to sites that are at the end of or near to 4WD
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tracks but do not have direct vehicular access. We would need an assurance
that the existence of walking tracks would not compromise present and
future vehicular access before giving this

KDO our full support and such assurance should be stated explicitly in the
WCORVS. It should also be noted that the WCORVS could potentially be
misunderstood with works on walking tracks as by definition walking tracks
don't use off road vehicles.

KDOG6: A consistent policy framework will be introduced for managing off-
road vehicle driving within the APCA and identified off-road tracks in the
West Coast.

Response: Northern Explorers has reservations about KDOG, specifically,
the proposal to extend the current recreational driving pass and associated
fee to Climies Track, Granville Harbour-Pieman Heads Track and the Lake
Cumberland Track. These tracks are on public land so therefore should be
‘free access’ to all users. Over the last 25-30 years we have already suffered
severe curtailment of our access to tracks around the State.

While we understand the stated rationale for the extension of the permit
system, such an extension is bound to meet strong resistance from the
recreational 4WDing community, unless it

is preceded by full and careful consultation. In order to be accepted, the
permit system would need as a bare minimum to encompass the following:

- The application system must be user friendly and convenient. In the past,
permit application processes (not just for APCA but around the State) have
been perceived by the users as

inconvenient and unnecessarily complex. Also, such a system must be
flexible enough to accommodate groups who wish to make a trip at short
notice, and not require a lengthy processing time. Finally, it must be focused
on the needs of the visitors, not the convenience of the land manager.

- The fee structure of permits must be reasonable, and not excessive. It is
essential that as part of any consultation process, that proposed fees should
be discussed and negotiated with 4WD

Tasmania and other users and set at an affordable level. As many people
have already said to us, “4WD owners should not be used as cash cows”.

- The money raised from any 4WD permit system must be spent on the
maintenance of 4WD tracks and related amenities, with transparency in how
the money is spent.

Some concerns that have came up in conversation with 4 wheel drivers are
that;

> a permit may be arbitrarily withheld for ‘safety reasons’ or ‘shortage of
staff’ or ‘system updates’.

> it will become more difficult to obtain access to tracks that are currently
freely available.

>a permit system takes away the freedom - as some people have put it - “to
just jump in your vehicle and go 4WDing”.

KDO7: PWS will have the capacity, as principal land manager, to effectively
manage off-road vehicle use within the APCA and West Coast

Response: Northern Explorers in principle supports this KDO, although in
regard to Section 3.5, we believe that 4WD Tasmania should be involved in
any track evaluation process.

KDOS8: Compliance measures and penalties for offences relating to illegal
off-road vehicle activities in the APCA and West Coast will be reviewed.
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Response: Northern Explorers in principle supports this KDO, although we
comment that the proposed increase of penalties (Section 3.6) will not in
itself guarantee that unlawful activities

will be controlled, unless there is also regular compliance and enforcement
action (Section 3.7) to back up those penalties. At the risk of stating the
obvious, it is not the severity of the penalty

that acts as a deterrent, it is the prospect of being caught. In other words, if
potential offenders feel that it is highly likely that they will be detected and
prosecuted they will reconsider their actions. On the other hand, if they feel
that there is only a remote chance that they will be detected, they will persist
in unlawful activities, regardless of how severe the penalty is. We also feel
that there must be a concerted effort to educate users on what the
regulations are, and why. If people understand and accept the reasons for
the regulations, they will be more willing to comply with them.

KDO9: The risk and impacts of damage to Aboriginal heritage and natural
values from off-road vehicle use will be further assessed.

Response: Northern explorers agree with this KDO. We understand that
members of the Aboriginal community feel a strong physical, spiritual, and
emotional connection to the land. We

only ask that the 4wd community are informed with any changes in regards
to the 4wd tracks.

KDO10: Baseline assessments will be undertaken to inform and monitor
sustainable management of the existing tracks and facilities.

Response: Northern Explorers in principle supports this KDO and its
management actions as long as the 4wd community are informed.

KDO11: Management Measures will be adopted to support more sustainable
management of the APCA and West Coast off road vehicle tracks and
facilities.

Response: Northern Explorers in principle supports this KDO as long as that
4WD Tasmania and its affiliated clubs are involved in the development of an
off-road classification system.

KDO12: Introduce better access to information that will better inform off-road
vehicle users of existing facilities, risks and support sustainable
management of the tracks.

Response: Northern Explorers in principle supports this KDO, with the same
conditions as KDO 11, i.e. that 4WD Tasmania and its affiliated clubs are
involved.

KDO13: A whole-of-Government approach will be adopted to achieving
sustainable management of off-road vehicle tracks and facilities in the APCA
& West Coast.

Response: Northern Explorers in principle supports this KDO and its
management actions.

KDO14: Opportunities to involve key stakeholders with a diversity of
knowledge, skills and experience will be encouraged to assist in achieving
sustainable management of tracks and facilities in the APCA and West
Coast.

Response: Northern Explorers supports this KDO, however, we would
comment that a facilitator as proposed in Section 6.8 must be given a level
of authority that will enable him/her to resolve
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issues promptly. With regard to Section 6.9, Northern explorers is supportive
of the establishment of the proposed Advisory Management Committee
(AMC) and we look forward to

being part of it. However, we would ask how the AMC would stand in relation
to the existing Arthur Pieman Conservation Area Management Committee
(APCAMC), would it be part of APCAMC, independent of it, subordinate to it,
or duplicate it's functions? As some people have suggested to us, the
proposed AMC may just add an extra layer of bureaucracy. Therefore, the
make-up, role, responsibilities and terms of reference of the Advisory
Management Committee would need to be defined carefully.

KDO15: Opportunities for small-scale nature-based tourism experiences
associated with the use of the off-road vehicle tracks and facilities in the
APCA & West Coast

Response: Northern Explorers has serious reservations with this KDO; there
is a concern that tourism operators may be given ‘priority of access’ over
recreational users; we would need

assurances that this will not happen.

Also, we are concerned that some tourism operators may lobby for tracks to
be upgraded to public road standard to give their clients a more comfortable
‘visitor experience’, which we also believe must not happen.

Implementation Plan

Approval Process

Northern Explorers understands and accepts that all work projects under the
WCORVS must go through the usual planning approvals. However, we do
have serious concerns that those groups opposed to recreational 4WDing in
APCA and West Coast may — as was the case with the attempted re-
opening of the tracks south of Sandy Cape — use the approval processes as
a means to block the proposals with a constant round of objections, litigation
(‘lawfare’), assessments and ‘red tape’. We trust that everything reasonably
possible will be done to prevent this from happening.

Funding

Line Item 1: Northern Explorers are pleased to see that the largest
component of the funding ($5.05M) will be devoted to” improve the off-road
experiences across the whole West Coast” although we do have some
reservations about the other line items as follows:

Line item 2: Northern Explorers notes that the funding model includes $900k
allocated to ‘APCA

Shack Node roads’. A number of our members (and other 4WDers and other
affiliated clubs within 4WD Tasmania) beleive that this should be the
responsibility of the Circular Head Council.

Line Item 3: We further note that $750k is earmarked for a review of the
APCA Management Plan. Although we believe that this should have been
provided for under PWS’ general budget allocation, we would not object to
this expenditure provided that the retention of 4WD access in the APCA is a
major component of any such review.

Line Item 4: With regards to the $2.57M allocation to ‘Support Service and
Initiatives’ Northern Explorers is mostly happy that the “improvements to the
gateway to the APCA and PWS Field

Centre” but are concerned that it won't have the needs of 4 wheel drivers
and other recreational users in mind.

In particular we do not wish to see funds from this allocation spent to support
general tourism.
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As an example, 4wd Tasmania were advised some time ago at a meeting
with the previous Parks Minister (Hon Roger Jaensch) that the proposed
tourism development of the Edge of the

World Visitor Centre will be funded separately to the $10M allocation to the
WCORVS and we assume that this is still the case, therefore the WCORVS
should state this categorically.

We also point out that some of the 4WD-related amenities (campgrounds,
day shelters, walking tracks etc.) will also be of benefit to general visitation.
Line ltem 5: Finally, we assume that at this stage the $730k ‘unallocated
funds’ are a reserve amount to cover any possible increases in the cost of
works under line item 1.

Northern Explorers are generally supportive of the proposed schedule of
Implementation for the next three financial years.

Monitoring and Evaluating Implementation

Northern Explorers in principle supports the proposed monitoring and
implementation process, and its Key Evaluation Outcomes (KEOs), provided
that 4wd Tasmania and other recreational

stakeholders receive regular updates on progress and have the opportunity
to provide on-going comments and suggestions (the AMC referred to under
KDO14 would potentially be a ‘forum’

for such feedback and stakeholder commentary)

With regard to development of off-road vehicle management policies (KEO3)
and an off-road track classification system (KEO7) we believe it is imperative
that 4WD Tasmania and its affiliated clubs are involved in both policy
development and track assessment processes.

With regard to KEOS, (improved information availability); Northern Explorers
belive that 4WD Tasmania should also be involved in the development of
any information systems that are put in

place.

In Closing

Northern Explorers are supportive of the general direction of the draft
WCORVS, while expressing some reservations and concerns as outlined in
this submission. We trust that these reservations and concerns will be taken
into consideration in the final WCORVS.

Northern Explorers would also like to thank those who are working on the
WCORVS for the opportunity to give comment on the WCORVS. We look
forward to working along side PWS with

this and other strategies in the future.

Northern Explorers Four Wheel Drive Group Inc.

104

Daniel Eiszele

Why does PWS always want to civilise nature?

The allure of heading to the west coast, is the difficulty and the remoteness.
If you take that away like many other areas have been you remove people’s
freedom.

Over the last 20 or so years many places where people go to recreate have
been closed or changed to the point no one wants to go there, putting more
pressure on the remaining sites as the want for this type of travel and
lifestyle increases. There would be a place to go where these types of
activities can happen much the same as being able to go to an inner city
cafe and have a coffee if that's your thing. What I've noticed is people will go
to these types of places for a different reason, then complain that it affects
what they do, so the previous activity must cease. Take the dial range for
example, with the APAC one of the few place left in Tassie where you can
use an RV registered vehicle. Mountain bikes have moved in and want that
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shut.

Emu road, now big chook, derby jeep track closed, Southport closed,
pikemen heads via the interview closed. And where they aren’t closed there
is over regulation. Let people be free to do what they want how they want for
once.

105

James Cannell

Firstly, | object to the basic context of the latest 2024 Parks Draft strategy
goal to “enhance offroad experiences”, while at the same time expressly
excluding the possibility of re-opening closed existing tracks. or even
considering any possible new ones. All while including planning and
providing for future profit-driven tourism proposals across the area.

| believe the Draft Proposal is a lost opportunity to promote iconic
experiences on the West Coast, which rival any wilderness access, free
camping and isolation opportunities available anywhere across Australia.

Parks first engaged Inspiring Places to explore this opportunity, but the Draft
Off-Road Strategy provides no plan to offer or promote any new or existing
iconic experiences.

Indeed, most of Park's attention seems to be on the numerous proposals for
new closures, restrictions and penalties to reduce and restrict offroad
opportunities within the areas concerned. |

believe most of these proposals merely aid Parks land management issues
rather than advance the offroad driving experiences currently legally
available to all.

| fully and wholly reject the $900,000 prior shack node road upgrade being
included in the $10,000,000 allocated for the area. This project had been
decided and delivered as of the very 1ST “Consultation” meeting at Penguin
by the Parks Project Manager, who was in charge of the whole budget and
delivery of the project. | believe these are public roads accessing private
rate-paying properties and as such funding is already the responsibility of the
Shack-owning ratepayers, the Smithton Council and PWS who have
responsibility for these roads.

Parks has proceeded with great haste outlaying these funds and authorizing
these works to be completed and thus is responsible for sorting out whether
they alone fully fund them out of their annual budget or share this with
Circular Head Council and the ratepaying properties, as was the original
agreement when the blocks were sold off by the Government initially. This
outlay is not within the remit of the $10,000,000.

| would also like clarity, in writing, on the “Shack Only Access” signage Parks
have installed on many of these nodes, and your legal basis for such private

access only, especially when $900,000 of public money has just been spent

on upgrading them?

In a similar nature Parks has erected signage, such as one at the Gannet car
park area which states “Sensitive area NO Access “, could you please clarify
on what legal basis you can prevent someone from walking between the low
and high tide mark below this signage?

| also note Parks has already proceeded with new track works upon the
Temma / Greenes Creek track. The initial consultation meeting at Penguin
unanimously requested no such works proceed until planning as a whole
was completed. That meeting also raised concerns the track not be
upgraded to become a gravel all-access standard road, degrading the track's
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iconic status.

| fully reject the proposed $2.57 Million Parks Administration Building /
Visitor Centre at the “Edge OF The World” Arthur River headland being a
part of this draft. While | do not disagree with the proposal as such, if Parks
wants to proceed with this project, they should fund it fully outside of this $10
Million.
4WD Tasmania similarly raised this issue in a formal meeting with the then
Minister Roger Jaensch and were given an undertaking and were expressly
told that this was a separate development and would be funded outside of
the $10,000,000 package.

Again, this was raised at the initial consultation meeting at Penguin and
again there was reassural by the Parks Project Manager present that this
project was NOT to be funded from the $10 Million.

So, can you please now immediately confirm, in writing, that either this
$2.57 Million Parks Administration Facility / Visitor Centre is not going to be
funded from the $10 Million package as previously repeatedly told to us or
has indeed your department at all levels continually lied to the 4WD
community and your immediate past Minister?

| also submit that ALL existing tracks (either listed in the Draft West Coast
Off Road Vehicle Strategy or unlisted) should remain fully open in the future,
to enhance the current driving, fishing and recreation experience currently
available and maintain ALL access to the coastline currently available.
Similarly, 4WD access has been the predominant activity enabling these
experiences along the coast and should be recognised formally as such in
the Draft plan going forward. Indeed this proposed plan again was to
“enhance offroad experiences”, not restrict them going forward.

I note the Draft expressly mentions promoting new for-profit tourism-based
walking and bike tracks and new tour group camping areas. | submit this
new proposed usage should be declared a secondary usage going forward
to the tracks current legal status as vehicle-based tracks. | have seen at
Derby the example of recent legal actions against Forestry roads by self-
interested groups and | well remember, in the Arthur Pieman Area recently,
by the Hobart based Tasmanian Aboriginal Corporation.

This same group who now seems to have a strong vested interest in
developing a for-profit paid walking experience from Corinna to the Coast
and North along the recently closed Beaches through to Arthur River.

We would also now request full written disclosure of such planning /
assistance given by Parks to this proposal to this point and full disclosure of
planned / suggested new private walking routes and the proposed new
campsites / private huts proposals.

This prior and ongoing background consultation with one named interested
party above all the many varied other long-term users of the West Coast

Recreation areas does not sit well going forward when at many points in the
proposed Draft plan it is stated Parks and an Aboriginal Group are the only 2
groups mentioned to assess any future management track changes,
closures and restrictions.

While fully recognising Aboriginal Heritage legislation places legal
requirements on Parks as the nominated land manager, | fail to see how this
2024 Draft Plan repeatedly proposes to formally exclude any other groups,
besides Parks and an Aboriginal group.

On this note | formally ask Parks to reacquaint themselves with the current
State Legislation covering the Arthur Pieman Conservation area that they
should be abiding by in the Arthur Pieman region to advise all the legislated
user groups, before closing any tracks not specifically agreed to over a
decade ago.

| am concerned that Parks and its local, regional and State managers have
not followed the laws required of them to operate within the Arthur Pieman
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Region and thus their failing to operate within the State Legislated and
mandated Laws, possibly rendering any and all subsequent track closures
null and void. And if so all fines previously taken would also be null and
void...

Again, we request a prompt written response detailing every notification,
naming the dates, given to all the nominated groups as listed and required
by the current legislation.

| believe of the approximately 94 nominated tracks in the Arthur Pieman
Conservation Area legislation in 2002, that the Parks and Wildlife
Department has closed all but approximately 50 tracks that currently remain
open. | formally request your department to provide me with the proof and
copies of each dated and notified closure to each group concerned.

The most recent examples | am currently aware of are the closure of the
Bottle Creek Track and the new Gate installed by the Arthur River Parks
ranger closing the Bluff Hill Firebreak Trail (which runs parallel to Kings
Run), which has closed off access on this track from the Arthur River Road
to Bluff Hill Point.

Without proof that your department has operated legally in every such case,
can you then confirm all such track closures are effectively illegal and as
such potentially legally immediately null and void?

| also submit that the current right and ability to freedom camp informally for
ALL, not just future concession holders or paid businesses should be
maintained across the entire West Coast area concerned. The ability to
spread out and experience the remoteness and wildness of the Coastal area
is central to its special uniqueness. | understand the need to protect these
areas from littering and damage, and there should be penalties and fines for
those few that have damaged or littered both past present and future.

| note from the aerial photos provided the absolute small footprint of the
existing campgrounds and the good condition they are in from many years of
use. These areas are not much different from over 60 years of occasional
usage.

| reject Parks repeatedly stated proposal to have the sole right to manage,
by only consulting one Aboriginal group. This is again not seemingly within
the current Legislative Law as applying to the Arthur Pieman Conservation
Area. | strenuously object to only one user group, regardless of

who they are, having a sole privileged input, while disregarding all other
interested user parties. This goes against the idea of democracy as a whole
and becomes a completely profit driven exercise...

This current Draft plan seems to be proposing that one Aboriginal group has
exclusive rights going forward, being the only interested party having to be
consulted. It would appear this group also has clear commercial plans for
future developments in the area, all while being proposed to also be the sole
group for Parks to work with. This is not acceptable.

| also assume they will be exclusively requested to and then be conducting
their own future Heritage Assessments, to guide Parks decision-making, all
paid for by Parks.

This exclusive monopoly seemingly now proposed by Parks in this 2024
Draft raises clear Corporate Governance conflict of interest issues going
forward where a party with such a vested interest, would appear to be the
same body assessing and providing any management plans going forward.

| believe the local Circular Head Aboriginal Corporation should have full
input into future decisions made concerning their own local West Coast
lands.

| currently have concerns that the Hobart-based Tasmanian Aboriginal
Corporation / Aboriginal Tasmanian Lands Council do not even recognise
CHAC, or their people's existence and thus seek full disclosure/clarity from
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Parks regarding their position regarding CHAC/ TAC / Tasmanian Lands
Council.

Simply, Parks must now know and should publicly disclose immediately,
which Aboriginal Group they are proposing to pair up with to exclusively
manage the entire West Coast coastal region going forward??

In conclusion, | submit the future direction of the West Coast Draft Plan
should primarily be on maintaining ALL current legal access rights whilst
ensuring track and person safety, environmental protection and advocating. |
strongly believe that we need a track maintenance organisation to ensure
tracks are contained and maintained, track braiding is prevented, and tracks
should be graded in difficulty to allow the correct preparation. This
recreational use brings many more people to the area which allows more
tourism operations and money to be raised to continue growing and
preserving/appreciating this amazing area we are blessed to call home.

We need to have many organisations with differing views to challenge each
other and also work together. This is how we create the best world for us all
to live in. Not by monetising, monopolising or excluding people!

So much of the State is increasingly being locked up or becoming unable to
be accessed by all. And this is expanding across the country, not just in
Tasmania.

This West Coast region is unique within the state for providing access to
diverse wilderness experiences to all people regardless of their physical
abilities. | hope that my children, grand children and future generations can
continue to enjoy and respect / preserve the wild west coast that i have
called home my entire life!

| submit that this small existing area covered by the proposed Draft remains
open and accessible to all. Many of the current issues within the area have
been accelerated by the loss of many other access opportunities on State
owned lands, all around the state.

Looking at the map of Tasmania this West Coast region continues to be a
wilderness link around Tasmania, all the way south through to Cockle Creek,
a vast protected area of which track based access would only access a few
percent of that landmass.

| submit that all the current legal recreational access for all should be
maintained, as a key baseline priority, by the proposed 2024 Management
Plan.

Surely maintaining full public access to all our current legally available
activities within the Arthur Pieman West Coast area is not an unfair request?
| submit and request that ALL wild places should always be accessible to all.

106

Adrian Hayes

Braddon 4WD Club Submission to “Draft West Coat Offroad Vehicle
Strategy May 2024”

Firstly, we object to the basic context of the latest 2024 Parks Draft stating a
goal to “enhance offroad experiences”, but at the same time expressly
excluding re-opening closed existing tracks or even considering any possible
new ones. All this while including planning and providing for future profit
driven tourism proposals across the area.

We believe the Draft Proposal is a lost opportunity to promote iconic drives
on the West Coast, which rival any wilderness access, free camping and
isolation opportunities available anywhere across Australia. Parks first
engaged Inspiring Places to explore this opportunity, but the Draft Off Road
Strategy provides no new plan to provide/promote any iconic drives. Indeed,
most of Park's attention seems to be in the numerous proposals for new
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closures, restrictions and penalties to reduce offroad opportunities within the
areas concerned. We believe most of these proposals merely aid Parks land
management issues, rather than advance the offroad driving experiences
currently legally available to all.

We reject fully the $900,000 prior shack node road upgrade as being any
part of the $10,000,000 allocated for the area. This project had been decided
and delivered as a fait accompli at the very 1ST “Consultation” meeting at
Penguin by the Parks Project Manager, who was in charge of the whole
budget and delivery of the project.

We believe these are clearly public road access to private rate paying
properties and as such funding clearly is already the responsibility of the
Shack owning ratepayers/Smithton Council and PWS who have
responsibility for these roads. Parks has proceeded with great haste
outlaying these funds and authorizing these works to be completed and thus
is responsible to sort out
whether they alone fully fund them out of their annual budget or share this
with Circular Head Council and the ratepaying properties, as was the original
agreement when the blocks were sold off by the Government initially. This
outlay is clearly not within the remit of the $10,000,000.

We also would like clarity, in writing, on how Parks has installed “Shack
Only Access” signage on many of these nodes, and your legal basis for such
private access only, especially when $900,000 of public money has just
been spent on upgrading them?

In a similar nature Parks has erected signage, such as one at the Gannet
carpark area which states “Sensitive area NO Access “, could you please
clarify on what legal basis you can prevent someone walking between low
and high tide mark below this signage?

We also note Parks has already proceeded with new track works upon the
Temma/Greenes Creek track. The initial consultation meeting at Penguin
unanimously requested no such works proceed until planning as a whole
was completed. That meeting also raised concerns the track not be
upgraded to become a gravel all access standard road, degrading the tracks
iconic status.

We also fully reject the proposed $2.57 Million Parks Administration
Building/Visitor Centre at the “Edge OF The World” Arthur River headland.
While we do not disagree with the proposal as such, if Parks want to
proceed with this project, they should fund it fully outside of this $10 Million.
We have objected to this project being funded in this package at every
opportunity. We had a representative of Parks at one of our club meetings
and unanimously objected to this being even considered out of this funding.
4WD Tasmania similarly then raised this issue in a formal meeting with the
then Minister Roger Jaensch and were given an undertaking and were
expressly
told that this was a separate development and would be funded outside of
the $10,000,000 package.

Again, we raised this at the initial consultation meeting at Penguin and again
were reassured by the Parks Project Manager present that this project was
NOT to be funded from the $10 Million.

So, can you please now immediately confirm, in writing to our Club, that
either this $2.57 Million Parks Administration Facility/Visitor Centre is not
going to be funded from the $10 Million package as previously repeatedly
told to us, or has indeed your department at all levels continually lied to the
4WD community
and your immediate past Minister?

We also submit that ALL existing tracks (either listed in the Draft West
Coast Off Road Vehicle Strategy or unlisted) should remain fully open in
future, to enhance the current driving, fishing and recreation experience
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currently available and maintain ALL access to the coastline currently
available.

Similarly, 4WD access has been the predominant activity enabling these
experiences along the coast and should be recognised formally as such in
the Draft plan going forward. Indeed this proposed plan again was to
“enhance offroad experiences”, not restrict them going forward.

We note the Draft expressly mentions promoting new for profit tourism
based walking and bike tracks and new tour group camping areas. We
submit this new proposed usage should be declared a secondary usage
going forward to the tracks current legal status as vehicle-based tracks. We
have seen at Derby

the example of recent legal actions against Forestry roads by self-interested
groups and we well remember, in the Arthur Pieman Area recently, by the
Hobart based Tasmanian Aboriginal Corporation.

This same group who now seem to have a strong vested interest in
developing a for profit paid walking experience from Corinna to the Coast
and North along the recently closed Beaches thru to Arthur River. We would
also now request full written disclosure of such planning/assistance given by
Parks to this proposal to this point and full disclosure of planned/suggested
new private

walking routes and the proposed new campsites/private huts proposals.
This prior and ongoing background consultation with one named interested
party above all the many varied other long term users of the West Coast
Recreation areas does not augur well going forward when at many points in
the proposed Draft plan it is stated Parks and a Aboriginal Group are the
only 2 groups mentioned to assess any\all future management track
changes/closures/restrictions.

While fully recognising Aboriginal Heritage legislation places legal
requirements on Parks as the nominated land manager, we fail to see how
this 2024 Draft Plan repeatedly proposes to formally exclude any other
groups, besides Parks and an Aboriginal group?

On this note we formally ask Parks to reacquaint themselves of the current
State Legislation covering the Arthur Pieman Conservation area that they
should be abiding by in the Arthur Pieman region to advise all the legislated
user groups, prior to closing any tracks not specifically agreed to over a
decade ago.

We suspect Parks and its local, regional and State managers have not
followed the laws required of them to operate within the Arthur Pieman
Region and thus their failing to operate within the State Legislated mandated
Laws, possibly render any/all subsequent track closures null and void.
Again, we request a prompt written response detailing each and every
notification, naming the dates, given to all the nominated groups as listed
and required by the current legislation.

We believe of the 94 nominated tracks in the Arthur Pieman Conservation
Area legislation in 2002, the Parks and Wildlife Department have closed all
but 50 tracks now currently remaining open. We now formally request your
department to provide us with the proof and copies of each dated and
notified closure to each group concerned.

The most recent examples we are currently aware of is the closure of the
Bottle Creek Track and also the new Gate installed by the Arthur River Parks
ranger closing the Bluff Hill Firebreak Trail (which runs parallel to Kings Run)
,which has closed off access on this track from the Arthur River Road to Bluff
Hill Point.

Without this actual proof that your department has operated Legally in every
such case, can you then confirm all such track closures are effectively illegal
and as such potentially legally immediately null and void.

We also submit that the current right and ability to freedom camp informally
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for ALL, not just future concession holders or paid business should be
maintained across the entire West Coast area concerned. The ability to
spread out and experience the remoteness and wildness of the Coastal area
is central

to its special uniqueness.

We note from the aerial photos provided the absolute small footprint of the
existing campgrounds and the mostly good condition that they are in. We
also submit from our members lifelong usage and history of the many other
informal camping sites, that these areas are not much different from over 60

years of occasional usage.

We also reject Parks repeatedly stated proposal to have the sole right to
manage, by only consulting one Aboriginal group. This is again not
seemingly within the current Legislative Law as applying to the Arthur
Pieman Conservation Area. We strenuously object to only one user group,
regardless of who they are, having a sole privileged input, while disregarding
all other interested user parties.

This current Draft plan seems to be proposing that one Aboriginal group has
exclusive rights going forward, being the only interested party having to be
consulted. It would appear this group also has clear commercial plans for
future developments in the area, all while being proposed to also be the sole
group for Parks to work with. We also assume they will be exclusively
requested to and then be conducting their own future Heritage Assessments,
to guide Parks decision making, all paid for by Parks.

This exclusive monopoly seemingly now proposed by Parks in this 2024
Draft raises clear Corporate Governance conflict of interest issues going
forward where a party with such a vested interest, would appear to be the
same body assessing and providing any management plans going forward.

On the often-stated proposal by Parks all through the current 2024 Draft
Management Plan up for submissions, that Parks and an Aboriginal Group
are proposed to be the sole Management Groups going forward, we would
ask which Aboriginal group are they proposing??

We believe the local Circular Head Aboriginal Corporation should have full
input into future decisions made concerning their own local West Coast
lands.

We currently believe that the Hobart based Tasmanian Aboriginal

Corporation/Aboriginal Tasmanian Lands Council do not even recognise
CHAC, or their people's existence and thus seek full disclosure/clarity from
Parks regarding their position re CHAC/ TAC /Tasmanian Lands Council.
Simply , Parks must now know and should publicly disclose immediately,
which Aboriginal Group they are proposing to pair up with to exclusively
manage the entire West Coast coastal region going forward??

In conclusion we submit the future direction of the West Coast Draft Plan
should primarily be on maintaining ALL current legal access rights. So much
of the State is increasingly currently locked up or unable to be accessed by
all.

This West Coast region is unique within the state for providing access to
diverse wilderness experiences to all, regardless of their physical abilities.
Our membership is composed of ordinary Tasmanians who love, respect
and value their recreational opportunities within the State. In an increasingly
restrictive world going forward our children have not the same opportunities,
as available to past generations of Tasmanians.

We submit that this small existing area covered by the proposed Draft
remain open and accessible to all. Many of the current issues within the area
have been accelerated by the loss of many other access opportunities on
State owned lands, all round the state.

Looking at the map of Tasmania this West Coast region continues a
wilderness link around Tasmania, all the way south through to Cockle Creek,
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a vast protected area of which track based access would only access a few
percent of that landmass.

We submit that all the current legal recreational access for all should be
maintained ,as a key baseline priority ,by the proposed 2024 Management
Plan.

Surely maintaining full public access to all our current legally available
activities within the Arthur Pieman West Coast area is not an unfair request?
We submit and request that some wild places should always be accessible
to all.

107

Gaynor Palmer

| think things should be left alone, too many people with nothing to do voicing
their opinion.

108

Sue Johnson

As a 4WD enthusiast for over 40 years | appreciate National Parks attempts
to manage 4WD use in wilderness rather than restricting access.

However successive state & federal attempts to permit 4WD access & use to
pristine & wilderness areas has been unsuccessful in terms of degradation &
habitat loss, primarily due to lack of resources to prevent damage- eg K’gari.
For Tasmanian wildlife & wilderness sustainability ongoing | regretfully have
to say NO to increased access to the West Coast region. Some areas must
be protected & this is one of them. Still accessible on foot for those truly
wanting to observe & leave no traces.

109

Jack Speirs

| think upgrading the tracks so that access is available to more 4x4 vehicles
and have less damage from multiple divisions is a good idea.

The damage caused by few is great and anything to improve looking after
this area is good, as long as its not exclusion to all, | value visiting these
area's above all and wish it to remain so

Jack Speirs

110

Gail Dobe

| would like the option of accessing this beautiful area of Tasmania in my
4wd without having to tackle extreme driving conditions. So, | would
welcome improvement to existing tracks and facilities while protecting the
enviroment.

111

Martine West

| definitely prefer the wilderness so Tasmania should never change and
people should care for the wildlife also .
Definitely No Hooning on Beaches

112

Karen North

Look to Fraser Island what "opening up" resulted. Challenging tracks like to
Orchid beach were sanitised to the point of not even driving in 4wd.

Tracks in and around Central Station were created so the big tour buses
could deliver 50 people at a time to the station. Many a time we were driven
off the track as thebuses barrel through. Then bang, we are bogged in the
sandbanks on the sides of the tracks that the buses have cause because of
their weight. And a pre booking and permit for everything. Our Fl joy was
taken from us over 35 yrs ago and it has not improved. Leave Tassie alone.
Leave something not destroyed by tourism and govetnment controls.

113

Lawrence
Dorsett

It should remain wild. Undeveloped, minimum facilities. Otherwise there will
be no wild places left. It will get to the point when | am unable to access
these areas because of age, ability etc but | rejoice in the fact that there will
be real wild places left for the next generation(s) whether that be 4wd or
bushwalking. If people really want to go let them gain the necessary skills
and put in the effort.

114

Calvin
Zeininger

| was fortunate enough to tour this fabulous part of Tasmania over 20 years
ago, before four wheel drive touring was "a thing". This area MUST REMAIN
PRISTINE which it will not with everyone and their dog having access. With
camping grounds & amenities, this area will degenerate into just another
tourist garbage dump, much like other areas of the Big Island. Not wishing to
sound elitist, | believe dedicated four wheel drive tourists will look after this
area far better then "old mate" with his three and a half tonne caravan
hooked on behind.
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115

Tony Lippey

Having travelled the Balfour track and a number of others, zl strongly object
to the concept of making it easier ormore comfortable, as this would bring in
more people and more damage.

As an environmentalist too, | was concerned atthe spreading of the chicken
tracks but this damage is small compared to the effect of letting heaps more
people in.

This is a step too far. Keep some of Tassie wild please.

116

Manfred Otto

Hi there

Please keep the west coast area’s less manicured. If some essential
maintenance needs to conducted, | am fine with this in order to ensure it is
still possible for the prepared to enjoy the wilderness experience. For the
less adventurous there are plenty of other places left to get their soft
adventure.

We are creating more and more nanny states and should not totally rule out
comes sense. | was at Sandy Cape a few years ago and had a great time.
Sufficient information is provided to warn users of the potential risks and if
prepared well and taken things cautiously, it's a great place to explore.
Please don't ruin it.

117

Joel Charley

As a long time seasoned 4WD driver, | have seen so many trails, tracks and
bush roads, either closed or improved to the public.

The ones that were closed was mostly because it was overused and
needed regular maintenance. The ones that were improved and made more
accessible, initially was a success but later ther were also closed because of
over use and high maintenance.

So, the west coast idea of improving access could do one thing, open the
floodgates to every man and his dog which will lead to permanent closure,
this will just be another place out of reach.

My vote goes to leave as is and keep it as is for the hardened traveller who
understand the value to having access to some of the most beautiful country
that our country has to offer, as they like myself appreciate and respect the
privilege of seeing these places.

118

Zeehan Thrives
Inc

Dear Parks and Wildlife Service

DRAFT WEST COAST OFF ROAD VEHICLE STRATEGY - FEEDBACK
Zeehan Thrives Inc. is a Zeehan business collective who have identified the
need for an effective voice for economic growth and diversity for the town of
Zeehan. Zeehan Thrives provided comments at the development of the
document and we are pleased to provide the following feedback with regard
to the Draft Strategy.

In particular our focus is on Ref: 3.1, 3.2 5.4 and with regard to the suitable
location of strategically placed “4WD gateways”. The West Coast Heritage
Centre is located in the Main Street of Zeehan and is an iconic tourist
destination. It is open 7 days per week and is a White “i” visitor information
centre and as such, has the ability to oversee and administer the issuing of
permits, accepting fees and providing and processing relevant information
with relation to 4WD area access and requirements. Its location is well
placed and can strategically be used to service, monitor and improve the
4WD experience.

Zeehan is the thoroughfare and obvious gateway to 4WD trails located in the
Trial Harbour & Granville Harbour areas, accessing trails such as Climies
Track and other 4WD trails that lead as far as the Pieman Heads. Zeehan is
also the last “supply stop” for fuel, and food before hitting the 4WD trails.
Zeehan is also a common overnight base for users, with many staying at the
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local Zeehan Caravan Park, the Zeehan Golf Club and now the new Zeehan
RV Park that has been created by Zeehan Thrives. Zeehan must be
seriously examined on its merit as it has a lot to offer in supporting PWS and
the 4WDing community.

Zeehan Thrives supports recreational 4WDing and acknowledges the
advantages that the 4WD community provides to Zeehan however, we noted
with interest that while the high priority actions in the strategy centred on trail
upgrades and user experience, the areas of administration, fees, compliance
and policing were determined to be a lower priority. The West Coast is a
unique area that the 4WDing community is drawn to visit, but locals have
witnessed and are concerned by, the misuse, destruction and littering of
areas, it is therefore important that users are educated, and held responsible
for their actions, with a higher priority placed on users supporting the trails
(via compliance) and with penalties used as a deterrent of bad behaviour,
the longevity of our area can remain respected and continue to be an
exciting experience for all who visit.

We thank you for allowing the opportunity to provide feedback.

Zeehan Thrives Inc.

119

Robert
Campbell

Introduction

Please find below comments on the recently released Draft West Coast Off-
Road Vehicle Strategy. | have had a long-standing interest in the issue of off-
road vehicle use on the west coast as demonstrated by a previous submission
| lodged in relation to the document Draft Arthur-Pieman Conservation Area:
Sustainable Recreational Vehicle access which was released for public
comment in 2010. This previous submission was made when | was President
of the Tasmanian National Parks Association.

The Past

Management planning for the Arthur Pieman Conservation Area (APCA) has
a long history. The Lands Department first prepared a draft management plan
for the area in 1979, though it was not until 1991 that an Interim Arthur—
Pieman Protected Area Plan of Management (1991 Interim MP) was
published by the Department of Parks, Wildlife & Heritage. The current Arthur-
Pieman Conservation Area Management Plan (2002 MP) was published in
2002.

The 1991 Interim MP recognised many of the problems associated with using
vehicles off-road. While the plan proposed a policy of allowing vehicles to be
used off-road while minimising associated damage, impacts in the
conservation area accelerated. Noting this, the 2002 MP in relation to Off-
Road Vehicle (ORV) use listed the following aims:

e provide for responsible, low-impact experiences within the reserve;

recognise the contribution to responsible use that can be made by
clubs;

develop a system that is enforceable;

minimise conflicts with other recreational activities;

minimise conflicts with conservation of the natural and cultural values

of the conservation area.
In help achieve these aims the 2002 MP prescribed that an Off-Road Vehicle
Consultative Group be established to undertake a review of the current system
of managing off-road use in the conservation area and report to the managing
authority. Several benchmarks to measure the effectiveness of the
management system were also prescribed (including a substantial reduction
in the rate of degradation of natural and cultural resources assessed by
objective measures recommended by the consultative group), with the
additional prescription that if in the opinion of the Minister the benchmarks
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have not been met, that default prescriptions outlined in the 2002 MP would
come into effect.

A decade after the release of the 2002 MP, and after a period of consultation
with stakeholder groups, the Arthur-Pieman Conservation Area Sustainable
Recreational Vehicle Access Report (2012 Report) was released in 2012. This
document again noted that while ORV use is a popular activity in the reserve
it is also one of the most significant threats to the reserve’s cultural and natural
values. Indeed, the report noted that the rising popularity and improved
performance of off-road vehicles had increased ORV use of the area, with the
consequence that the environmental impact had become more prevalent. It
was also noted that Aboriginal heritage values were also being significantly
impacted by recreational vehicle use.

Despite the prescriptions outlined in the 2002 MP, it appears that management
actions implemented between 2002 and 2012 had little effect in controlling
ORV use and the continued impact on environmental and cultural values in
the APCA.

While the 2012 Report lead to the closure of several tracks in the APCA, it
appears that ORV use has continued to impact on environmental and cultural
values in the area. As noted in the Introduction of the recently released draft
West Coast Off-Road Vehicle Strategy (2024 draft Strategy), “Most of the
original off-road tracks have ongoing deterioration meaning users have to
divert from the established tracks to avoid major hazards. These diversion
tracks are leading to wider impact on the values of the area”. It is further stated
that “Most of the off-road driving tracks, especially those located outside the
APCA, are in a very poor condition with significant issues affecting access,
enjoyment and safety”.

Indeed, with the release of the 2024 draft Strategy it is apparent that
management actions implemented over the past twenty years since the
release of the 2002 MP have not halted the deterioration of tracks due to ORV
use, or achieved the objective of ameliorating the impact of ORV use on
environmental and cultural values. As such, the vision outlined in the 2002 MP
(A future visitor to the Arthur-Pieman Conservation Area finds the natural and
cultural values of the area well conserved, managed and presented.) has also
not been fulfilled.

Given the Past, Where to Now

Given the failures outlined above there needs to be an objective evaluation
undertaken as to the reasons for these successive failures. For example, have
these failures been due to a lack of management actions despite the release
of previous strategies, a lack of sufficient funding to implement previous
agreed management actions, or an increase in ORV usage which has over-
whelmed any previous management actions undertaken to date?

Without such an understanding of what have been the causes of successive
management failures in the past, implementation of new proposals in the
future are also likely to fail to adequately address the root causes of the
continuing problems. Treating the symptoms (i.e. remedial action to repair
tracks) will not be sufficient to achieve long term sustainable outcomes if the
causes (too many vehicles, bad behaviour, etc) of the continuing deterioration
of tracks are not also addressed. Hardening tracks and upgrading facilities
(e.g. campgrounds) and promoting them is likely to increase use. This will in
turn most likely increase environmental impacts (especially in parts of the
tracks that have not been hardened and on other tracks to which users are
displaced in a quest for less crowding and improvements), leading to a vicious
circle of increased demand, degradation and ongoing management costs.
While the PWS has a statutory responsibility to manage the reserve for
competing values and uses, it needs to be noted that the management of
recreational driving is a challenge as it is largely in conflict with the
conservation of the reserve’s cultural and natural values. To date it seems that
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management actions have been unable to manage this conflict. In this regard
it is easy to sympathize with the concerns expressed by the Tasmanian
Aboriginal community for the preservation of Aboriginal heritage values, and
the consensus that “the strategy appears to primarily benefit the off-road
driving community and local users, with insufficient focus on the protection of
natural and cultural values” (p. 12).

An example of this bias is the failure of the prescriptions in the 2002 MP being
adequately implemented. In particular, the failure to implement the default
prescriptions as outlined in the 2002 MP given the failure to achieve the
benchmarks to measure the effectiveness of the management system.

The perceived benefit of management actions to the off-road driving
community is also apparent in the 2024 draft Strategy. As noted in the
Introduction, “there is growing demand for improved access underpinned by
sustainable management of areas to support this recreational activity” and the
initiatives outlined in the 2024 draft Strategy seemingly prioritise and enhance
continued ORV use and related facilities over the conservation of the
environmental and cultural values of the impacted region of the west coast.
For example, of the three initiatives listed in the Introduction, all relate to
improving tracks and visit experiences. There is no initiative aimed at the
rehabilitation of damaged environmental and cultural heritage and the longer-
term conservation of these values. Furthermore, of the 15 Key Desired
Outcomes (KDOs) only one relates to assessing the risk and impacts of
damage to Aboriginal heritage and natural values.

Until this management bias is rectified (i.e. favouring ORV use over
conservation) the deterioration of tracks and damage to heritage values is
most likely to continue.

Specific Comments

Ref 1.11 associated with KDO 2 states that consideration will be given to the
seasonal closure of some tracks during we winter months. However, it is
envisaged that this will not be implemented until 2026-27. As there is no cost
associated with this management action (c.f. Table 3), and in order to prevent
further damage to the tracks involved, this action should be given a High
priority with the closures starting from 2024-25.

Ref 1.12 associated with KDO 2 requires that “a pass be sought for approval
to have large groups (more than 8 vehicles) to be travelling together as a
convoy on the same track on the same day to help reduce impact and safety
issues”. While it is noted that the 2002 MP limits off-road convoy size in the
APCA to a maximum of 15 vehicles, convoys of 8 or more vehicles are too
large and any convoys should be limited to no more than six vehicles.

It is also disappointing that Ref 3.3 associated with KDO 7 (Review PWS field
staff and resources to provide the capacity for ongoing maintenance programs
and assistance with compliance) is also given only a Moderate-Low priority
and at present remains Unfunded (c.f. Table 2). This is particularly so given
that stakeholder groups have expressed a “Concern over the lack of PWS staff
on the ground, the loss of relationships and corporate knowledge about off-
road driving on the West Coast’. Given the history of management in the
APCA it is likely that such a management action will fail to be implemented.
Instead of just a review, this KDO needs to be changed: (Increase PWS field
staff and resources to provide the capacity for ongoing maintenance programs
and assistance with compliance)

Ref 3.4 associated with KDO 7 (Ongoing investment into the management
and maintenance of tracks and facilities) is also critical to the ongoing success
of the 2024 Strategy and as such is strongly supported. As most stakeholders
indicated there is limited value in the Strategy if there was no ongoing
commitment for maintenance and management. Similarly, Ref 3.5 is also
supported.
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Ref 3.6 associated with KDO 8 (Compliance measures and penalties for
offences relating to illegal off-road vehicle activities in the APCA and West
Coast will be reviewed) needs to be modified. A review is a process
undertaken to achieve an outcome — it is not an outcome in of itself. The stated
aim of this KDO should be a substantial reduction in, and where possible the
elimination of, lllegal ORV activities, and state the actions which need to be
undertaken and implemented to achieve this aim.

KDO 9 states that the risk and impacts of damage to Aboriginal heritage and
natural values from off-road vehicle access and use will be further assessed.
Again, as with the previous KDO undertaking an assessment is not a
substantive outcome. A more appropriate statement of the outcome would be
along the lines “Damage to Aboriginal heritage and natural values from off-
road vehicle access and use are substantially reduced”. In line with achieving
such an outcome, Refs 4.1 to 4.4 to assess Aboriginal heritage and support
the involvement of Aboriginal people in the management of ORV use are
supported.

The 2024 draft Strategy notes that there are gaps in information needed to
achieve sustainable management of ORV driving in the APCA and West
Coast. As section 3.6.2 states: “There needs to be adequate baseline
assessments of the natural and cultural values to inform and monitor
sustainable management of the existing off-road vehicle tracks and facilities”.
This statement is strongly supported, as such research and data collection is
crucial to underpin the successful implementation of the 2024 draft Strategy.
Nevertheless, the research outlined falls short of what is needed. In particular,
there is no requirement to collect data on the number of visitors and ORVs
using the tracks, camping grounds and other facilities.

For example, while KDO 10 states that a “Baseline assessments will be
undertaken to inform and monitor sustainable management of the existing
tracks and facilities”, it seems pointless in establishing such a baseline if one
does not at the same time also assess the level of usage that has led to current
poor conditions, and what continued level of use would result in unsustainable
use (once the remedial actions outlined in the 2024 draft Strategy are
completed). Indeed, no long-term sustainable ORV strategy can be identified
without having such crucial information. This is especially relevant given that
most ORV users do not want the off-road tracks to be upgraded to become
roads for standard vehicles, but instead continue to provide a challenging off-
road driving experience. To address this current inadequacy, a new Ref under
KDO 10 needs to be added requiring such research is undertaken.

It is also noted that that the Ref’s listed under KDO 10 are only given a Low
priority (i.e. only funded in 2026-27, c.f. Table 3). This needs to be changed to
be an Ongoing-High priority, as the undertaking of this baseline research
should be considered crucial for the achievement of the vision for the Strategy.
Indeed, a baseline needs to be established as soon as possible, so that all
management actions can be properly evaluated. It is also a critical input into
the ongoing monitoring and evaluation of the plan as outlined in section 4.4 of
the 2024 draft Strategy. There is little point in establishing a baseline after
management actions are taken, because that will not allow proper assessment
of the effects of those actions.

On the issue of collecting information on the current level of ORV usage in
recent years, the lack of such information is a deficiency in the 2024 draft
Strategy. It is noted that some information was included in the 2012 Report,
with 51,800 visitors to the Arthur Pieman in the 12 months ending June 2009,
and among visitors interviewed, about 16 per cent indicated they had gone
off-road driving. It would have been useful to know what more recent data is
available, and if a more recent survey has not been undertaken then data on
the number of ORV permits issued each year could perhaps have provided
some useful information, such as trends in use over the past decade.
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It seems somewhat prejudicial that while data on the numbers of walkers on
many bushwalking tracks in Tasmania is routinely collected, with restrictions
on walker numbers now in place for some tracks, a similar data collection
system has not been put in place for ORV use. This is more perplexing given
that the damage done by ORVs is likely much larger than that done by
bushwalkers. The 2024 draft Strategy notes that the possibility of
implementing limits on the numbers of recreational vehicles on some tracks
has been raised by some within the Tasmanian Aboriginal community.

Given the lack of a basic understanding about what levels of ORV usage is
sustainable, Ref 5.9 associated with KDO 12 (Review and implement the draft
Communication Strategy to promote alternative tracks and routes to suit
differing skills and experience levels for off-road driving in the APCA and West
Coast) is also concerning as this is likely to promote and spread unsustainable
impacts to a wider range of tracks. Such a communication strategy needs to
be deferred until limits of sustainable ORV use are understood. For similar
reasons, Ref 5.5 (Market the APCA and West Coast as a challenging off-road
driving experience where users should be experienced, well prepared, self-
reliant and respect the need to protect the natural and cultural values of the
public land.) should also be dropped (or deferred) as this is only inviting
increasing impacts from ORVs

The implementation of a monitoring and evaluation strategy over three years
with annual reviews, as outlined in section 4.4 of the 2024 draft strategy is
strongly supported. However, the status of performance considered to be
Unacceptable associated with the Key Evaluation Outcomes (KEOs) also
needs to the modified, as there is a wide margin between what is considered
Acceptable and what is considerable Unacceptable. For example, for KEO 1
an Acceptable result is when work commenced and completed within 24
months, while an Unacceptable result is when no work is commenced.
However, what status would be given to a result where work is commenced
but not completed? Would this also be considered Unacceptable? Also, what
proportion of the work needs to have not commenced, and/or completed later
than what time frame, for the result to be considered Unacceptable? Perhaps
another result level needs to be added (e.g. Poor result) to cover such a result
(and similar for the other KEOs), while the Unacceptable result remains for
when no work is commenced (as currently listed).

One final comment. Due to the continued failure of ORV users to comply with,
and achieve, the performance benchmarks of either the 1991 Interim Plan, the
2002 Management Plan, or the 2012 Report, the new 2024 Strategy needs to
include a statement as to what management action would be implemented if
the benchmarks in this latest strategy are not adequately met. Would it be that
the Default Prescriptions as outlined in the 2002 MP (the “stick”) be
implemented. This would only seem reasonable, as this is what was
prescribed in the 2002 MP, and to do otherwise (and impose less restrictive
management actions) after more than twenty years of failing to achieve these
previous benchmarks, will only be seen as a reward for continued
inappropriate behaviour.

Conclusion

As outlined in this submission, problems associated with using vehicles off-
road in regions of the west coast have been long recognised. Nevertheless,
there has been a failure to adequately implement the various prescriptions in
the 2002 Arthur-Pieman Conservation Area Management Plan, partly leading
to the drafting of the current draft strategy.

In comments provided on the Draft Arthur-Pieman Conservation Area:
Sustainable Recreational Vehicle Access Plan in June 2010 it was argued that
strategic action and resource allocation on recreational vehicle access issues
was urgently required and that, in particular, the following was necessary:
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o Development of a statewide action strategy for recreational vehicles on all
public land. This should encompass a) an effective regulatory system and
compliance procedures, b) well managed infrastructure that protects
values and meets demands, c) sustainable and effective community
participation, and d) education and out-reach programs. Such a strategy
would be underpinned by a comprehensive inventory of existing tracks
and a good picture of ORV usage patterns.

o Effective ongoing monitoring of recreational vehicle activity in Tasmania’s
conservation reserves, and, where necessary, active rehabilitation works

in damaged areas.
It is disappointing to note that little, if any, of this has been progressed and
that the draft West Coast Off-Road Vehicle Strategy is revisiting the same
issues and problems. Closing and rehabilitating ORV tracks is the best means
of reducing the environmental impacts of ORV use. In many cases, it will also
enhance the wild character of nearby areas, an aspect for which parts of the
west coast are renowned.

120

Devonport 4WD
Club

Devonport Four Wheel Drive Club (D4WDC) was established in 1978, we
are currently the largest 4WD Club in Tasmania and a proud member of
4WD Tasmania, the peak body representing 4WD Clubs in Tasmania. We
fully endorse the 4WD Tasmania submission to the WCORVS. D4WDC has
worked closely on a number of projects over the last 46 years with the Parks
and Wildlife Service (PWS), volunteering for working bees, mainly in the
Arthur Pieman Conservation Area (APCA). These projects have included
dune rehabilitation, campsite rehabilitation, bridge construction, bridge re-
decking, sand ladder installation, and track maintenance. We have current
members of our club who are 4th generation recreational users of the areas
included in the document, and we have a great connection and
understanding of these areas.

The West Coast 4WD tracks have, especially in recent years, suffered
increased pressures from additional recreational traffic. We believe this has
been from outside factors including social media, popularity of adventure-
based YouTube channels and television programs, magazines, and the
closure of tracks across the state, these factors, as well as minimal track
maintenance has led to the degradation of tracks in the APCA to the state
they are now.

D4WDC supports the WCORVS in principal but have concerns about the
below.

* The use of $900k, already taken from the $10m WCORVS budget (p48) to
upgrade shack nodes in the APCA. This money has already been spent
before the WCORVS draft plan has been accepted and is in no way, part of
the strategy focus, “developing sustainable management outcomes for
existing off-road vehicle use and delivering an improved experience for
visitors, particularly those seeking off road driving experiences” (p3). The
$10m is compensation to the recreational users of the APCA for the closure
of tracks below Sandy Cape and therefore should be used as such not for
maintenance of shack nodes that should be looked after by local council,
PWS and shack owners as per the original agreement with the shack
owners. The $900k should be re-instated to the $10m budget.

* $2.57m Support Services and Initiative (p48). The Entry Gateway to Sandy
Cape Track (L102) is a great initiative with parking bays, air compressor,
shelter and toilet and dump point. Calling it the start of the Sandy Cape
Track and directing traffic through to Arthur Beach will be confusing to new
visitors to the area. We can see this as increasing traffic past the Sundown
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Point Aboriginal Heritage sights at Sundown Point and additionally directing
traffic, possibly towing camping trailers towards Temma via the beach, there
are some treacherous areas of soft sand north of Temma that are not
advisable without the right vehicle. The use of funds from the WCORVS for
PWS Field Centre Infrastructure and resources, we believe, is contrary to the
scope of this document. Any PWS infrastructure funding should be found
elsewhere.

* During the whole consultation process that D4WDC has been involved in,
there has been an understanding that no existing tracks will be closed. L107
Camping Area Concept Plan shows the closure of an existing track (04) that
connects to the dune area. As well as KDO 2, 1.14, (p23) Consider
rationalising tracks and providing a designated single access point onto the
beach or coast, this ultimately is the closure of more tracks.

* Proposed new camping areas as part of L107 Camping Area Concept Plan,
are predominately in a marsh area that is not suitable for camping.

* 4.3 Implementation plans, 1.17, Promote the use of sand flags (p50). We
believe that this should be mandatory, our own club members have been
deeply and personally affected by prior incidents in the APCA that could
have been potentially avoided or less severe if sand flags were mandatory.
Sand flags are mandatory on a lot of suitable tracks on the mainland
including The Simpson Desert, Googs Track and multiple other areas.

*+ KDO 9, 4.4, Establish opportunities for the involvement of Tasmanian
Aboriginal people in identifying, assessing and addressing the issues and
opportunities arising from managing off-road vehicle access, use and
impacts on tracks and Country. In the past, the Tasmanian Aboriginal Centre
(TAC), and the Aboriginal Land Council of Tasmania (ALCT), have opposed
any use of recreational vehicle access in the APCA. We fear that any
influence from these groups in the heritage assessment process will unfairly
distort any findings against recreational users of the area, and we would also
like to make note that there has already been infiltration from the TAC in the
early stages of the WCORVS consultation process. Any heritage
assessments should be transparent, consult with other user groups of the
areas, and should definitely include members of the Circular Head Aboriginal
Corporation (CHAC), who are the local aboriginal group for this area of the
state.

* Aboriginal Heritage Sites are considered very important by our club and
therefore should be used to showcase and spread knowledge and
understanding about our ancient Aboriginal heritage, similar to other areas of
Australia. There is great opportunity within the APCA, with the use of
interpretive signage at heritage sites to share the story of the local aboriginal
history and the importance it has within those communities as opposed to
the current philosophy employed by some groups to conceal and hide this
wonderful Aboriginal heritage.

Devonport 4WD Club is hopeful that our concerns will be taken into
consideration prior to the release of the final WCORVS.

Thankyou for the opportunity to be a part of this process.

Executive Committee

Devonport 4WD Club

121

Braddon 4WD
Club

Phil Whiteway from Braddon 4wd Club my response to the Draft West
Coast Off-Road Vehicle Strategy.

I'd like to start with Acknowledging the 9 Aboriginal Tribes of the North West
region, and pay respect to the past, present and emerging Elders through
CHAC representation. | appreciate the allocation of $10 million funding from
the Current State Government for the WCORVS.

Braddon 4wd club is an affiliated club of 4wd Tasmania, so we would like to
acknowledge their WCORVS Draft submission, and | support that
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submission. It's a well thought out response, | appreciate the detail they
have gone to in responding to the WCORVS draft. I'd like to give some basic
feedback on my view of the Overall Funding.

Sub-Project 2 proposed allocation of $900,000 for the APCA Shack Node
Roads. | believe this does not comply with Premier Rockliff’'s media release
on 5th of February 2022 for the WCORVS. As the roads are identified as
being restricted access and are listed under the Authority of PWS and the
Shack Owners are rate payers, this is a matter for Shack owners PWS and
CHC. As this is a once off allocation of funds, what organisation is
responsible for ongoing road maintenance?

3 of Sub-Project Management Plan $750,000. The current 2002
Management Plan | believe is quite adequate, the funds from this Sub-
Project would be better off being spent on improving West Coast Off Road
Vehicle Experience.

Support Services and Initiatives Sub-Project 4. This would have to be the
most concerning Sub-Project with $2,570,000 Allocation with barely any
explanation to what these funds are going to be used for. | support the 4.3
Implementation Plan Ref 2.6 Establish a new gateway to Arthur Beach via
the old cattleyard site, but do not support any funds being used outside of
this small project.

So to sum up, it was good of the current State Liberal party to allocate 10
million to improving offroad experience on the West Coast, this $10 million
really had the potential to improve West Coast Off-Roading experience in
Tasmania. However, the WCORVS Draft has not shown that full potential, it
looks like a lot of the funding is going to be wasted if this Draft goes ahead.

I'd like to add my concerns with the management action on Table 2 of the
Implementation Plan Financial Year 2025-2026 1.3-1.4 Montezuma Falls
Track and Climies Track are listed as being considered for hardening, this
should be scheduled in the 2024-2025 Table 1 and these two track are in the
need for the most urgent repair of all the tracks listed, and should not be
listed as consideration only.

| appreciate the opportunity to voice my concerns.
Kind Regards,
Phil Whiteway

122

James Everett

Strategy should Improv tracks enough to prevent multiple bipeds tracks but
not to eliminate the need for a 4x4.

Camp grounds should have large unallocated areas to allow for all sorts of
travel configerations. Maybe even designated fire pits.

Toilet facilities are welcome. We need to rid the bush of “bush streamers”.

123

Steve Kyle

All improvements to enable easier access to any park,area of national
interest, of scenic or historical value should be available to all Australians,
Visitors to our country. Certainly some sections could be classed as"
Suitable for 4WD ACCES S ONLY", to keep unsuitable vehicles causing
undue damage to roads and tracks of that area.

Australia is for Australians and genuine Visitors, not for the "Lucky few" who
are fortunate enough to own one of these "Specialised Vehicles"!

124

John Miko

Though | think that some maintenance can be done on the tracks such as
realigning tracks after land slides, reinforcing old bridges and filling in some
notorious bog holes (stop 4wds creating countless diversion tracks and
wreck the natural flora), | think the west coast of Tassie should be dedicated
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to the hardcore 4wd adventurer. This is why we go there and love it. Without
it would mean we on the mainland would look for other alternatives.

125

Les Hoffman

My view on Tasmania staying wild is: There has been enough damage in
every Australian State and Tasmania has suffered, too.
Stop wrecking this continent.

126

Ronald Heard

This area should absolutely be left wild - leave it alone - humans have done
massive damage to far to many places and obliterated species
ESPECIALLY in Australia . Just LEAVE it alone .

127

Carl Latham

| did the West Coast trip about 10 years ago, it was the best 4x4 trip I've
ever done, the wild wind swept isolation is something that is hard to find
these days. You had to take all your gear and be totally self sufficient no one
to rescue you if it goes pear shaped. This trip is only for the hardcore
experienced serious off-roaders who are passionate about their outdoor
experience. If every Tom, Dick and Harry off-road wannabes can get access
it will become another tourist cesspit

128

Mark
Bruggemann

Leave it as it is

129

Donald Mccoll

Leave it as is. Just look after the basics.

130

Alex Cosmetto

| grew up as a child enjoying the west coast especially Sandy Cape the
remoteness and adventure is second to none, i spent years travelling by
motorcycle into the interview mine exploring the history and mine artifacts,
ship wreck locations scattered along coast also admiring the indigenous
midons rock formations along the track and even when | got my first 4x4 |
continued exploring this area with friends on atvs going all the way to pieman
River on a day's adventure.

To me It's not about race or who owns it but sharing and educating the next
generations working together not just closing areas because it's the easiest
option, | would like to see the southern tracks reviewed and opened, signs
for historical areas divert tracks if need be. | should be able to show my son
and daughter these places which are part of who | am and my memories.

131

Lyndon Kettle

| support the draft plan for the WCORVS but have concerns with the below
points.

* The use of $900k, already taken from the $10m WCORVS budget (p48) to
upgrade shack nodes in the APCA. This money has already been spent
before the WCORVS draft plan has been accepted and is in no way, part of
the strategy focus, “developing sustainable management outcomes for
existing off-road vehicle use and delivering an improved experience for
visitors, particularly those seeking off road driving experiences” (p3). The
$10m is compensation to the recreational users of the APCA for the closure
of tracks below Sandy Cape and therefore should be used as such not for
maintenance of shack nodes that should be looked after by local council,
PWS and shack owners as per the original agreement with the shack
owners. The $900k should be re-instated to the $10m budget.

 $2.57m Support Services and Initiative (p48). The Entry Gateway to Sandy
Cape Track (L102) is a great initiative with parking bays, air compressor,
shelter and toilet and dump point. Calling it the start of the Sandy Cape
Track and directing traffic through to Arthur Beach will be confusing to new
visitors to the area. We can see this as increasing traffic past the Sundown
Point Aboriginal Heritage sights at Sundown Point and additionally directing
traffic, possibly towing camping trailers towards Temma via the beach, there
are some treacherous areas of soft sand north of Temma that are not
advisable without the right vehicle. The use of funds from the WCORVS for
PWS Field Centre Infrastructure and resources, we believe, is contrary to the
scope of this document. Any PWS infrastructure funding should be found
elsewhere.
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* During the whole consultation process that D4WDC has been involved in,
there has been an understanding that no existing tracks will be closed. L107
Camping Area Concept Plan shows the closure of an existing track (04) that
connects to the dune area. As well as KDO 2, 1.14, (p23) Consider
rationalising tracks and providing a designated single access point onto the
beach or coast, this ultimately is the closure of more tracks.

» Proposed new camping areas as part of L107 Camping Area Concept
Plan, are predominately in a marsh area that is not suitable for camping.

* 4.3 Implementation plans, 1.17, Promote the use of sand flags (p50). We
believe that this should be mandatory, our own club members have been
deeply and personally affected by prior incidents in the APCA that could
have been potentially avoided or less severe if sand flags were mandatory.
Sand flags are mandatory on a lot of suitable tracks on the mainland
including The Simpson Desert, Googs Track and multiple other areas.

* KDO 9, 4.4, Establish opportunities for the involvement of Tasmanian
Aboriginal people in identifying, assessing and addressing the issues and
opportunities arising from managing off-road vehicle access, use and
impacts on tracks and Country. In the past, the Tasmanian Aboriginal Centre
(TAC), and the Aboriginal Land Council of Tasmania (ALCT), have opposed
any use of recreational vehicle access in the APCA. We fear that any
influence from these groups in the heritage assessment process will unfairly
distort any findings against recreational users of the area, and we would also
like to make note that there has already been infiltration from the TAC in the
early stages of the WCORVS consultation process. Any heritage
assessments should be transparent, consult with other user groups of the
areas, and should definitely include members of the Circular Head Aboriginal
Corporation (CHAC), who are the local aboriginal group for this area of the
state.

* Aboriginal Heritage Sites are considered very important by our club and
therefore should be used to showcase and spread knowledge and
understanding about our ancient Aboriginal heritage, similar to other areas of
Australia. There is great opportunity within the APCA, with the use of
interpretive signage at heritage sites to share the story of the local aboriginal
history and the importance it has within those communities as opposed to
the current philosophy employed by some groups to conceal and hide this
wonderful Aboriginal heritage.

132

Graeme Munro

Please leave the west coast as it is now. If you provide these upgrades then
you will have to provide more staff to police the new regulations.
There will be more rubbish, more damage and much more traffic.

133

Lou St George

As | understand the proposal the end result will undoubtedly be the opposite
of what you’re proposing.

With the opening of these areas to everyone, A; changes the demographics
from the Wilderness it currently is

B; opens the area to abuse, damage, rubbish and trashing from those who
are causing areas to be closed all over the country.

Perhaps the effort and money being proposed to be spent would be better
off channeled into working with ALL concerned groups into an action plan
that embraces the Wild areas and keep them for those people who make the
extra effort to get out there and appreciate what Tasmania has on offer
without destroying it. | have seen too much of this knee jerk response
happen on land and under water in my 70+ years from bad advise, Thank
you Lou.

134

Gary
Humphries

Ive recently moved here from south Australia and have seen the fljnders
rsnges and other amazing places there. now im blessed to be seeing
Tasmania and its track with the Devonport 4x4 club and on my own where
ever | go and find peace in nature Which is why | 4x4 and would love yo see
all the other places ive hesrd of hesr but im saddened to think you might not
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reopen certain track's.
Please consider this asamy others feel the same.
Respectfully yours Gary Humphries

135

Colin Von
Rechenberg

8.8 per cent of Australians reported to the 2021 census that they had a long-
term mental health condition. In Tasmania, that figure is 11.5 per cent.
Mental health problems are a major issue in our community and have a
substantial social and economic impact on the Tasmanian population, with
about one in five people in our community experiencing mental health
problems in any year.

An increasing body of research supports the benefits of nature-based
activities for mental health outcomes in adult populations.

Increased access to 4wd based recreation needs to be increased for better
community health outcomes. 4wd based recreation provides recreational
opportunities for mobility impaired persons and provides family based
opportunities.

Potential partnerships between 4wd clubs and Parks & Wildlife and other
agencies provide an opportunity to increase the cleanliness and
maintenance of tracks and campsites.

Mental health problems are associated with lower quality of life, increased
unscheduled care, high economic and social cost, and increased mortality.

136

Anne Cranitch

National Parks should be kept pristine hence my vote is that no tracks be
used for 4x4 apart from getting from A to B within the park as a means of
destination.

Stick to the tracks and respect the park as it was intended.

137

Wane Perry

Unfortunately if you let the good 4x4 drivers in the riff raff follow. No leave it
untouched and wild.

138

Stephen
Backway

| think the Strategy is quite good and well laid out and thought through. | like
the balance that has been achieved in ensuring access is provided while
conserving the environment.

| have a couple of suggestions for consideration in regards to KDO 12:

- Ref 5.7 - Discusses providing information into apps etc. When publishing
data it needs to be provided in an open and unrestrictive license, so it can be
included in OpenStreetMaps (OSM), which now powers a lot of the
apps/services being discussed. (such as the NZ Plan My Walk website).
This activity can easily be achieved through an open data website (Vic
example - data.vic.gov.au), with an appropriate license or waiver provided
for OSM. Adding the dataset to this wiki page, would be helpful for the
process: https://wiki.openstreetmap.org/wiki/Australian_Data_Sources

- Ref 5.8 - Everyone wants there own app, which usually leads to a poor
experience, so | would recommend to lower the aspirations (mark this as a
low priority) and just make the data open. It will then be sucked into existing
apps. (or make it available in a format where it can be saved offline to be
used on any smart device, or even printed).

139

Geoffrey Wilson

Leaving it ALL wild, is selfish. Make SOME of the"wild areas" more user
friendly, so us tourists that do not have the required 4 x 4, can at least see
some of the "untamed" beauty, in our motorhomes, that are equipped for
careful camping. Responsible tourism is what i believe the officialdom are
trying to achieve and i am all for it.
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140

Jason Cassidy

| strongly support 4wd Tasmania's submission on this subject.

For many years this organisation (and local 4wd clubs) has put a lot of effort
into protecting these tracks from closure, and not only just through
correspondence, but through repairs and maintenance. One major repair
being the rebuilding of bridges on the climies track. All free labour by many,
and for the love of the area.

| believe that these tracks should be left as is, and any repair left to the
discretion of local users, groups, clubs, and 4wd Tasmania.

| have been driving these tracks for the last 30 years, and in approximately
the last 10 years i have seen the affects on these tracks from over use.
These areas are being continually promoted by social media groups and
persons, with the majority on a profit basis through sponsorship and views,
and is therefore encouraging many visits (and organised tours) to these
tracks.

Profiting from these areas should be made illegal, and promotion of the
tracks would be best left to the discretion of 4wd Tasmania and PWS.

Kind Regards
Jason.

141

Peter Cosmetto

| am of the opinion that the CHAC must be included in all the decisions that
are being considered in the APCA, and they should be the primary group to
be consulted with over any cultural matters in the APCA.

They should also be able to access their cultural areas south off Sandy
Cape in Vehicles to practice and respect their cultural heritage.

142

Daryl Vernon

| believe 100 percent in what our 4x4 community has to say about this
strategy oF yours. And | quote :

"The true essence of 4X4ing lies not in convenience, but in the unknown and
the satisfaction of conquering the untamed. The wild should remain a place
of adventure, where the spirit of exploration thrives, and the journey is as
important as the destination.;

Allowing safe access, improved facilities and enhanced recreational
experiences will segregate the essence of the 'Wild Tasmanian West Coast'.
The untamed spirit of the West Coast could be lost forever.

Make it sustainable yes, but without domesticated and more sanitised,
tourist-friendly experience. Theres plenty of that elsewhere on this big Isle.

143

Neil Flower

Having travelled extensively in the West Coast region of Tas over many
years (Beginning in 1968) Iwoould hope that the countryside and landscape
would be allowed to remain as is. i do not see a need to modify the preesent
policy - and saying the following without prejudice - unless there was
perhaps a political motive for it. (Perish the thought.)

you have in Tasmania one of the most pristine places (because of its
isolation) in the world - unspoiled and largely undefiled. Please don't spoil it
by making the access easier OR be making it harder through the closing of
areas.

Thank you for giving the time to read this submission.

- Neil Flower.

Hornsby NSW.
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Phone:
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apcawcorv.project@parks.tas.gov.au
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