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“Wilderness is land whose landscapes 
and the living systems thereon remain in 
a largely natural condition: that is, largely 
undisturbed by the impacts and activities 
of human society other than Indigenous 
societies following predominantly 
hunter-gatherer ways of life.”
(Hawes, M, Dixon, G & Bell, C 2018, Refining the definition of Wilderness: 
Safeguarding the experiential and ecological values of remote natural land, 
Bob Brown Foundation Inc., Hobart, Australia)
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As this issue of TNPA News is being finalised, a large 
number of Australians, including all who care about 
the protection of our national parks and reserves 
and what remains of our precious wilderness areas, 
are coming to terms with the unexpected and 
dismaying Federal election outcome.

Thanks to the hard work and lobbying of many 
people and organisations, Federal Labor had gone 
to the election with an undertaking to review 
and strengthen Australia’s weak and ineffective 
Commonwealth environmental laws and many 
of us had pinned great hopes on this expected 
outcome.

It is too early now to see what will come out 
of this new term of Coalition government, in 
terms of what this will mean for environmental 
protection, or lack of it. There is a new person in the 
Environment portfolio and we will all be watching 
with interest to see how she performs.

Meanwhile the TNPA continues on with its work, 
both of lobbying (see this edition’s Timeline article 
for an indication of the range of issues that the 
TNPA engages with and speaks up on) and also of 
informing both politicians/leaders and the general 
public about such crucial matters as Tasmania’s lack 
of legal protection for national parks and reserved 
land. 

In the discussion that followed last November’s 
TNPA AGM, members present supported the TNPA 
doing whatever would be effective in bringing the 
work of the organisation to the attention of a wider 
audience than just paid-up members. The TNPA 
website is an excellent source of expert information 
on issues relating to the protection of Tasmania’s 
parks and reserves, and with the establishment of a 
‘supporter’ database, along with more effective use 
of the TNPA Facebook page, the reach of the TNPA 
has now increased.

by Catharine Errey

EDITORIAL

Lake Malbena tourism development

The TNPA continued to draw attention to the  extraordinary 
deficiencies in the assessment of this tourism development 
proposal within a national park and World Heritage Area. 
Members were encouraged to voice their concerns about the 
proposal.

Arm End Golf Course – proposal to irrigate with 

treated sewage effluent. Alienation of public land

The TNPA alerted members to a proposed pipeline under 
the Derwent River for transporting treated sewage effluent 
from one side of the estuary to the other in order to irrigate a 
planned golf course within a Nature Recreation Reserve. The 
TNPA lodged a representation opposing this and encouraged 
its members to do the same. Principal concerns with this 
development are its likely environmental impacts as well as the 
limitations it will place on public access to the Gellibrand Point 
Nature Recreation Reserve (Arm End).

On a happier note 
A pre-Christmas garden party/social gathering for members 
and their families and friends, was held in the beautiful garden 
of Val and Geoff Baxter. Val is the TNPA secretary. This was a very 
successful and enjoyable occasion with the added outcome of 
several new TNPA members.

DECEMBER 2018

Timeline -  
What has the 

TNPA been up to 
over the past  

6 months?
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Wildfires

On the evening of 27 December dry lightning ignited a fire 
in the west of Tasmania near the Denison Range, within the 
Tasmanian Wilderness World Heritage Area (TWWHA). This 
ignition, soon known as the Gell River fire, quickly spread well 
beyond the area of the initial outbreak. The TNPA’s Buttongrass 
Bulletin kept members informed, both on the size, spread and 
impacts of the fire, as well as on the response from scientists and 
bushfire experts. (see articles in this issue of TNPA News for 
detailed analyses of this past summer’s bushfires).

By late January, and following further dry lightning strikes, 
several other major wild fires had ignited.

Lake Malbena tourism development

• The TNPA issued a critique of the Parks and Wildlife Service’s 
Reserve Activity Assessment (RAA) of the proposed Halls 
Island development, pointing out multiple failings in the 
PWS’s assessment.

• The TNPA again emphasised that consideration of the 
impact on wilderness had fallen through the cracks 
between State and Federal responsibility, despite the 
World Heritage Committee’s request of 2015 that there 
be full consideration of the impacts of any new tourism 
development on the property’s Outstanding Universal 
Values, including its wilderness character.

JANUARY 2019

• Later in January a development application (DA) for the Halls 
Island (Lake Malbena) proposal was lodged with Central 
Highlands Council. The TNPA encouraged its members to 
lodge a submission with the Council.

kunanyi/Mt Wellington

• TNPA management committee members Jane Wilson 
and Nick Sawyer had a ‘Talking Point’ published in The 
Mercury expressing concern about various issues relating 
to kunanyi/Mt Wellington, particularly the need to address 
overcrowding.

• Jane Wilson also had a letter published in response to a 
suggestion that the Organ Pipes Track would be suitable for 
wheelchairs – she explained that it was suitable only for off-
road ‘wheelchairs’ which require two able bodied assistants.

• The TNPA was part of a joint media release with ROCC 
(Residents Opposed to the Cable Car) which set out 
a long list of issues that would need to be included 
in the assessment of a cable car proposal (a DA is yet 
to be submitted). https://tnpa.org.au/wp-content/
uploads/2019/02/Mt-Wellington-Cable-car-issues-for-
assessment.pdf

Next ‘Iconic’ Walk

The TNPA wrote to the General Manager of the PWS requesting 
information on the selection criteria for the ‘next iconic walk’ and 
opportunities for public comment.

Lake Malbena tourism development

• On 26 February the Central Highlands Council (land 
manager for that part of the TWWHA where Lake Malbena 
is situated) held a special meeting to decide on the 
development application for the Lake Malbena proposal. 
The Council received a very large number of submissions 
on the proposal, the vast majority of them opposing it. 
(This was the only opportunity for the Tasmanian public 
to comment on the proposed development.) Council had 
invited representors to (briefly) address the meeting and 
the TNPA’s Nick Sawyer was one of those who spoke. 

• The Council rejected the DA by a vote of 6 to 3. The 
proponent is appealing the Council’s decision.

• The TNPA wrote to the Parks and Wildlife Service 
seeking clarification on public access to Halls Island 
(site of the proposed Lake Malbena commercial tourism 
development).

FEBRUARY 2019

Wildfires

The TNPA produced a report on the 2018 – 2019 Tasmanian 
fire season. At this time some of these fires were still actively 
burning.

The (updated, April) TNPA report is reproduced in this 
issue of TNPA News

Lake Malbena

The proponents for the Halls Island development announced 
that they would be appealing the Central Highlands Council’s 
rejection of the DA. The TNPA (in conjunction with the 
Wilderness Society and two individuals) has joined the appeal 
to support the council’s refusal. The EDO (Environmental 
Defenders Office) will act for the TNPA in this matter. The 
TNPA launched a fundraising appeal to cover the costs of 
legal representation and expert witnesses.

MARCH 2019
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Review of 2018 – 2019 Tasmanian Bushfires

The TNPA was invited to make a representation to the review 
by the Australasian Fire and Emergency Service Authorities 
Council of the management of the summer’s bushfires. TNPA 
representatives met with the review panel on 4 April. The TNPA’s 
verbal representation was supplemented with a letter and 
updated report Summary of 2018 – 2019 Tasmanian fire season 
(included in this issue of TNPA News).

Tourism Master Plan for the TWWHA (Tasmanian 

Wilderness World Heritage Area)

• Back in 2015 the United Nations (IUCN) Reactive 
Monitoring Mission recommended that the TWWHA 
Management Plan (being drafted at that time) establish 
strict criteria for tourism developments within the TWWHA 
and called this a ‘Tourism Master Plan’. Four years on, 
and with the State Government actively pursuing its 
agenda of ‘unlocking’ the TWWHA for commercial tourism 
developments, the Government has engaged consultants 
to develop a Tourism Master Plan for the TWWHA. There 
is great concern among Tasmanian eNGO’s, including the 
TNPA, that any Tourism Master Plan that comes out of the 
current process will place the Government’s ‘unlocking’ 
policy ahead of the protection of the outstanding universal 
values (OUV’s) of the TWWHA, as intended by the IUCN.

• The TNPA, jointly with the Wilderness Society and 
Tasmanian Conservation Trust, has written to Parks and 
Tourism Minister Hodgman, challenging him to restore 
credibility to the Master Plan process by suspending 
funding and approvals for proposed tourism development 

within the TWWHA while the Master Plan is being prepared 
and finalised.

APRIL 2019

MAY 2019

TNPA president Nick Sawyer met with new State Labor 
shadow parks minister Alison Standen as part of a delegation 
from PMAT (Planning Matters Alliance Tasmania).

Freycinet Master Plan (2nd Draft)

A second draft of the Freycinet Master Plan (which would more 
accurately be named the Freycinet Tourism Master Plan) was 
released for public comment. The TNPA made a submission 
on the Draft Plan, which essentially aims to increase tourism 
numbers and spending in an already overcrowded tourist 
destination, with no plans for assessing the carrying capacity 
of the Peninsula, no regard for protection of the natural and 
cultural values of the Freycinet National Park and little concern 
for the liveability of Coles Bay. 

Waterfall Valley (Overland Track) huts 

redevelopment

In response to ‘limited stakeholder consultation’, the TNPA 
submitted detailed comment on the RAA (Reserve Activity 
Assessment) for the Waterfall Valley Public and Ranger Huts 
Redevelopment, urging the PWS to allow public comment on 
this redevelopment proposal, given the scale of the project 
and the budgeted expenditure of $1.65 million.  The PWS has 
agreed that the proposal is of sufficient size and public interest 
to merit full public consultation, and has advertised it for public 
comment.

TNPA Autumn Walk
On 6 April TNPA member and volunteer Bec Johnson led a 
bushwalk for the public from The Springs to the less known 
(than the Pinnacle and associated walking tracks) South 
Wellington. Bec showed participants many historical features 
along the way and also introduced the group to the Devils 
Gulch, a little-known area with remarkable scenery as well as 
panoramic views to the east and south east.

Proposed South Coast commercial huts 

The TNPA wrote to the PWS seeking confirmation that an 
evaluation of the impacts on wilderness quality of the 
proposed South Coast Track commercial huts will be included in 
any RAA for this proposal.
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Aerial view of burnt ridges above Huon River, with the Arthur Range beyond, Tasmanian Wilderness World Heritage Area. Image credit: Grant Dixon

Summary of 2018-19 Tasmanian Fire Season

TNPA Report

It would be difficult for anyone in Tasmania to have 
escaped knowledge of the extensive bushfires that have 
burnt throughout Tasmania during the past summer. 
Fires burnt for more than five weeks throughout a 
record-breaking dry January. The situation eased 
somewhat with a week of westerly rain and showers 
from 8th Feb, although fires remained active in a 
number of areas. Even by early April, with the edges of 
the Gell River and Riveaux Road fires in the southwest 
considered secure by the Tasmanian Fire Service (TFS) 
some hot spots remained to be patrolled.

Most of the Southwest National Park and the southern 
part of the Franklin-Gordon Wild Rivers National Park 
were closed to public access for much of the summer, 
and parts remain so until the impact on infrastructure 
and access can be assessed.

We previously described the evolving fire situation in 
late January. This document reflects on the situation as 
the fire season ends. 

Note: The full Report, with links to supporting 
documents, can be viewed on the TNPA website 
at https://tnpa.org.au/summary-of-the-2018-19-
tasmanian-fire-season/

Some quotes of the 2018-19 fire season

10th January, Mercury newspaper

In a letter to Emergency Service Minister Michael 
Ferguson, on 8th January, the United Firefighters Union 
(UFU) noted they had proposed a trial of an initial fire 
attack response prior to the current fire season. Vice-
president Leigh Hills also supported calls for a summit to 
discuss a range of issues, noting, “we’re not as prepared 
as what we could be, and initial attack is a basic example 
of that, to be able to get on top of a fire earlier”.

Greens Senator Nick McKim observed that, “the UFU 
proposal was comprehensive and cost-neutral, and it 
beggars belief it was not accepted at least for a trial.”

Minister for Emergency Services Michael Ferguson 
deflected any criticism by referring to “armchair critics” 
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and commenting that “we see this opportunism from 
the Greens each fire season …”

31st January, Mercury newspaper

In the light of what was referred to as a potential 
“environmental catastrophe” (ABC) and calls by Nature 
Photographers Tasmania and the Wilderness Society 
Tasmania (30th January) for an “urgent request (for) 
international amphibious water-bombing assistance 
to combat the unfolding tragedy at some of the 
world’s most important and iconic natural sites, in 
the Tasmanian Wilderness World Heritage Area”, the 
following comments made it clear where priorities lie:

PWS General Manager Jason Jacobi noted his agency’s 
request for large aircraft to drop retardant in threatened 
areas had “(proven) to be a challenge” because resources 
were so stretched.

But Tasmania Fire Service (TFS) Chief Officer Chris Arnol 
stated “there was no need to request (further) resources 
outside Tasmania”.

6th April, Mercury newspaper

Seemingly contrary to the above, TFS Chief Officer 
Chris Arnol later said “the remote area firefighting is 
the … where we ran out of capacity.” He acknowledged 
that without the help of some 1000 interstate and 
NZ personnel “we wouldn’t have been able to tackle 
them all (the fires) simultaneously … we would have 
had to just prioritise them.” “We did leave some fires 
that weren’t going to do any harm … we just left 
them because they were burning on the West Coast in 
button grass. “We don’t want to be in a position where 
it’s one or the other, because you lose an asset.” But 
“the fire service would continue to weigh up whether 
sending personnel into Tasmania’s rugged, remote and 
dangerous terrain was even the right tactic.”

1st February, Mercury newspaper

PWS spokesperson Ashley Rushton claimed success 
at protecting wilderness values; “we have been doing 
natural value asset protections that have been very, 
very successful”. At the time, approximately 180,000 ha 
and counting had been burnt, about half within the 
Tasmanian Wilderness World Heritage Area (TWWHA).

The extent of areas burnt by the 2018-19 
wildfires and impact on natural values

According to the Tasmanian Fire Service (TFS) mapping, 
the total burnt area is some 205,000 ha.  Hardly 
any cleared agricultural land was burned, it was 

predominantly native vegetation and some forestry 
plantations, illustrated by the map (below). This was 
the largest land area burnt since the devastating Black 
Tuesday fires in 1967 and comprises 3.2% of the State's 
total mainland area. Almost half of this (about 93,000 
ha) is within the TWWHA. This comprises 5.9% of the 
TWWHA. (And remember that 45,000 ha also burnt in 
2013, and then there were the 2016 fires, so about 10% 
of the TWWHA has been burnt in 6 years.)

In February the University of Tasmania’s Fire Centre 
Research Hub released an analysis of what had been 
burnt but the bland statistics downplay the real-world 
impact; they note that "only 3.2%" of the area burnt is 
rainforest but this is still some 6000 ha that will likely 
take many centuries to recover. And alpine country is not 
distinguished in the vegetation community classification 
used but is known to have been burnt in some areas 
(Crest Range, Denison Range, Central Plateau) and 
possibly others (Schnells Ridge, Eastern and Western 
Arthurs); see below. And there is inevitable heterogeneity 
even within areas mapped as vegetation communities 
“resilient to fire”, with the landscape including copses 
and corridors of more sensitive vegetation. Furthermore, 
some areas were also burnt in the 2007 wildfires so 
incremental loss of organic soil (peat) in these areas, and 
on better-drained slopes, is likely.

On the basis of our own analysis undertaken in 
mid February, using TFS and other public data, the 
vegetation considered “extreme” or “very high” fire 
sensitivity 1 comprises just over 3% of the total statewide 
burned area. This doesn’t sound like much but is 
potentially pretty significant given the large total area 
burnt. The following maps illustrate the area burnt in the 
Denison Range - Vale of Rasselas and Huon - Cracroft 
valley areas, just two of the 2018-19 fire grounds largely 
within the TWWHA. Within these areas the fires have 
obviously burned with varying intensities so the extent 
of short and long term damage remains uncertain.

Media-reported commentary by PWS and others often 
seemed to downplay the potential or actual impacts 
of the fires on natural values. Reporting of the natural 
values at risk was largely down to groups like ourselves, 
Nature Photographers Tasmania and the Wilderness 
Society Tasmania.

1  Tasmanian vegetation communities have been classified based 
on flammability, and fire sensitivity. Extreme fire sensitivity includes 
King Billy, Pencil Pine, Morrisby's Gum, Spinning Gum, Huon Pine, 
Fagus, and silviculture plantations. Very High fire sensitivity includes 
quite a few more mixed vegetation types. They include various 
alpine heathland and moorland communities, alpine rainforest and 
woodland, and wet Eucalypt forest types.
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Riveaux Road (Huon –Cracroft valley) fire showing burnt vegetation types, EXTREME fire sensitivity in red, VERY HIGH fire sensitivity in turquoise, silviculture 
plantations (listed as EXTREME fire sensitivity) highlighted in yellow.

Gell River (Denison Range – Vale of Rasselas) fire showing burnt vegetation types, EXTREME fire sensitivity vegetation in red, VERY HIGH fire sensitivity in turquoise.

Maps prepared by PWS on 15th February and made 
available to stakeholders like ourselves somewhat later 
indicated that some 479 ha of “fire sensitive threatened” 
vegetation communities had been impacted by the 
fire at that time. But threatened is used here in a strict 
biodiversity conservation sense and the somewhat 
reductionist approach therefore does not include 
widespread fire sensitive communities like alpine 
heathland or some rainforest types. The mapping also 
indicated that some 16,800 ha of “old growth forest” had 

been impacted in some way. Preliminary fire severity 
mapping indicated 7,061 ha of Eucalyptus regnans 
forest (677 ha in the TWWHA) had been impacted, with 
an overall 25% of this considered impacted at high or 
very high severity. More detailed fire severity mapping 
has not yet been reported and will be required before 
the overall damage is clear.

In Parliamentary questioning following his State of 
the State address in late March, the Premier and Parks 
Minister finally acknowledged the extent of damage to 
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the TWWHA, noting that 6% of its area had been burnt 
and that 16% of this was not “fire adapted” and, by 
implication, unlikely to recover.

Outside of the TWWHA, a post-fire survey has shown 
that fifteen of Australia’s listed tallest or biggest trees, 
>85 metres tall or >280 cubic metres in volume, and up 
to 500 years old, were destroyed by the Riveaux Road 
(Huon Valley) fire. The age of these trees perhaps gives 
an indication of how long since parts of these forests 
were last burnt by a fire as intense as last summer. It is 
unlikely to be as long until the next one (see below).

A picture can tell a 1000 words …

The above maps and statistics provide a somewhat 
abstract representation of the areas burnt whereas 
photographic imagery can bring home what is really at 
stake. Rob Blakers’ photo-oriented article elsewhere in 
this edition of TNPA News contains graphic images of 
some of the burnt areas within the TWWHA.

The bigger picture – climate change

Some more to reflect on …

Academic commentators have noted that “dry lightning 
has set Tasmania ablaze and climate change makes 
it more likely to happen again”. There is more on this 
topic here. Former Australian fire chiefs fear Australia is 
unprepared for this escalating climate threat.

And writer Richard Flanagan provided another, 
eloquently argued, perspective on the then-current 
situation, not just in Tasmania but globally.

Some observations

The previous near-disastrous fires in the TWWHA 
occurred in 2016 and several inquiries resulted. A range 
of recommendations were made but arguably have not 
been effectively implemented (for example, increased 
remote area fire fighting capacity).

There has been criticism of the lack of an effective early 
response to the Gell River (Denison Range – Vale of 
Rasselas) fire in particular, which commenced at the 
end of December and was the only fire burning until 
the multiple dry lightning strikes on 15th January. It 
subsequently became a major part of the TWWHA 
conflagration.

Furthermore, some have argued that priorities were 
misguided and resources inadequate for remote 
suppression, and that the incremental rather than 
catastrophic losses to natural values this year were due 
to good luck not good management.

The fires this summer have also highlighted another 
fire management related issue, that of fuel reduction 
burning (or other management burning). In some areas 
(e.g. southern Arthur Plains – Cracroft valley area) the 
fires this summer have re-burnt areas that have had 
wildfires in the last few to c. 40 years. The conventional 
wisdom used to be that, even if it does not stop the 
spread of fire, recent burning reduces fire intensity 
and/or slows its progress, but one now has to question 
how useful management burning is – especially when 
one looks at the impacts on the natural environment? 
It seems that it might not be that effective in modern 
Tasmanian conditions, or be required so often as to be 
incompatible with natural values conservation.

There seems little doubt that Tasmania needs more 
remote area fire-fighting capacity but this would not 
change the more fundamental question of prioritisation 
- the day-to-day and hour-by-hour decisions on the 
deployment of finite fire-fighting resources. Crucially, 
there was no imminent threat to Hobart or other major 
population centre throughout the recent fire season. If 
there had been, it is unrealistic to think that it would not 
have become a top priority and would have attracted all 
available resources, not just from remote area fires but 
the protection of rural properties would probably have 
been abandoned too. 

Nevertheless, in the light of recent experiences (not just 
2018-19, but also 2016), we need to review how natural 
values are prioritised for fire-fighting resources when 
life and property, or tim  ber plantations, are considered 
to be threatened, and the cumulative impact of the loss 
of Gondwanan and other fire sensitive vegetation over 
multiple fire seasons.

Tasmanian Greens, the state ALP and unions have all 
called for an independent review into the bushfire 
response, including resourcing levels and the extent of 
fuel-reduction burns, but the Liberal government has 
merely accused them of looking for cheap political points.

During the fire season the TFS apparently requested the 
Australasian Fire and Emergency Services Authorities 
Council for a peer review of the summer’s events 
and this has turned into the Cronstedt Review of the 
Management of Bushfires During the 2018-19 Fire Season, 
taking public submissions during April 2019. It is to 
examine the causes, chronology and response to the 
2018-19 bushfires in Tasmania and inquire into the 
timeliness of the response to fires and the impacts and 
effectiveness of strategies, programs and resourcing.
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The 2016 and 2019 Tasmanian wildfires burnt upwind of 
the most important Gondwanan refuges that remain - Mt 
Anne, Mt Bobs, Federation Peak and the Eastern Arthurs, 
New River headwaters, the Du Cane Range, the Walls of 
Jerusalem, Mt Read, the Tyndall Range, the lower Gordon 
River and the entire Tarkine rainforest (Huskisson River in 
the south and the Rapid River in the north). 

Aerial documentation of the south-eastern part of the 
Tasmanian Wilderness World Heritage Area (TWWHA) 
in March 2019 shows that fire damage to sensitive 
vegetation, although not wholly catastrophic, was 
extensive and locally extremely severe. For many areas 
the consequences will be permanent. A small selection 
of images from the flight is included below.

Recent wildfires 
in theTasmanian Wilderness

By Rob Blakers

Of even greater concern than the damage done, 
however, was that, with uncontrolled fire widespread 
through the landscape in 2016 and 2019, a brief 
period of severe or catastrophic fire conditions would 
have obliterated Tasmania’s most important stands of 
Gondwanic vegetation.

In hot, dry, windy conditions rainforest does burn – 
the Southern Ranges, Mt Picton, the Raglan Range, 
Frenchmans Cap, Mt Murchison, Algonkian Mountain, 
the upper Jane River, the Meredith Range, and many 
other places, bear grim testament to that. 

The effects of climate change, combined with the 
absence of an effective means of immediately 
suppressing remote wildfires, pose a catastrophic threat 

Comment

 There are also far broader questions that should be 
debated and addressed regarding what we are trying to 
protect and why, what is practical, and the fact that fire 
seasons like 2018-19 may well be the new norm, or at 
least far more common. 

Climate change is upon us.  Longer, hotter, drier 
summers with more frequent dry lightning strikes are 
the new normal and conditions are likely to get worse.  
Even in the unlikely event that the world’s leaders get 
their act together and stabilise atmospheric greenhouse 
gases at something close to present levels, the climate 
will not return to that of recent centuries in the lifetime 
of anyone alive today.

Our highly valued Gondwanan relic vegetation are 
remnants of a different climatic era. The relatively 
small isolated areas that remain have survived recent 
millennia because they are in locations that have 
provided a degree of natural protection from wildfire. 
And clearly they can survive occasional droughts or 
they would have perished long ago. But this equilibrium 
between climate and ecosystem has been broken by 
recent and continuing changes to the climate.

This requires us to rethink our response to fire. Is 
it even desirable, let alone practical, to attempt to 
suppress all fires?  But, if we leave “nature” to take its 

course, most of the TWWHA could comprise recently 
burned scrub within a few decades, if not sooner 
(just because we “dodged a bullet” this summer [and 
in 2016] does not mean that we will be so lucky next 
time – marginally more severe conditions or slightly 
different timing could easily have resulted in far greater 
impacts).  Much of Tasmania’s most iconic native 
vegetation is highly sensitive to fire and mostly located 
in wilderness settings.  Its protection will involve 
increased intervention in wilderness, something which 
has been strongly opposed in other contexts.  How 
much intervention can be justified: “management” 
burns; on-ground firefighters; sprinklers; aerial water-
bombing; drops of fire-retardant (with implications for 
nearby ecology); bulldozing of firebreaks?  Should we 
prioritise a few of our most highly valued areas (e.g. the 
Gondwanan vegetation of the Northeast Ridge of Mount 
Anne, Mount Bobs or the pencil pine forests in the Walls 
of Jerusalem) ahead of everywhere else, bearing in mind 
that there will be circumstances when the protection of 
any specific location may be impossible?  And is there 
any point, if all that can be achieved is to postpone the 
inevitable?

There is no simple, obvious answer, but these questions 
are fundamental to any consideration of how we deal 
with fire in the future.  The sooner we start thinking about 
them, the better.
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to irreplaceable Gondwanan flora. This vegetation forms 
a major component of the Outstanding Universal Value 
of the TWWHA. Important tracts of these ancient life 
forms also occur outside the TWWHA. 

Climate change is creating unprecedented levels of dry-
lightning strikes and resultant wildfires in the Tasmanian 
wilderness. We need novel techniques and approaches 
to combat fire, or within decades we will lose the best 
of the Gondwanan landscapes and the paleo-endemic 
flora– either through repeated incremental loss or in 
cataclysmic fires.

We believe that the Inquiry into the 2019 Tasmanian 
fires needs to be collaborative, open, forward thinking, 
wide-ranging and transparent. The following areas for 
consideration are proposed. 

1. Dedicated remote-area fire-fighting capacity. 
Human life and private property are important 
and World Heritage rainforest and paleo-endemic 
Gondwanan communities are also important. 
Strategies to save both can have a win-win 
outcome. Fire-fighting capacity in the US and 
Canada is structured as dual forces, one for 
human life and private property and another for 
remote and wilderness fires. This system should 
be looked at in Tasmania, with both wings of a 
statewide fire-suppression response separately 
resourced and funded in order that they may 
both fulfil both objectives.

2. Large amphibious water bombers.  
All of the recent fires were close to large bodies of 
water - Gordon and Pedder impoundments, (Gell 
River, Anne, Schnells Ridge and Upper Huon fires), 
Great Lake, (Miena fire), Huon River, (Tahune, 
Geeveston), Lower Gordon River (Wanderer fires), 
Pieman impoundment (Lynch Hill, Heemskirk 
fires), and New River Lagoon (Precipitous Bluff 

Fire at Mt Bobs. Beyond the damage to rainforest and tall wet forest on the north-
west slopes of Mt Bobs the fire boundary shown here indicates the dire threat that 
was faced by Tasmania’s largest remaining King Billy pine forest, growing on the 
slopes and ridges of this range. The only thing that stood between the catastrophic 
burning of 10,000 year old Gondwanan forest at Mt Bobs was the absence of hot 
windy weather at a critical time.

Mt Bobs. Another perspective on damage to rainforest and tall wet forest on the 
north-west slopes of Mt Bobs.

Cracroft Valley and Mt Bobs.

and Federation Peak). Tasmania has abundant 
lakes and estuaries suitable for use by large 
amphibious water bombers such as the Canadian 
Bombardiers that can deliver up to 100,000 litres/
hour, require a water body of just one kilometre 
in length to fill, and are routinely used in North 
America, Canada and Europe. 

3.  Extensive use of real-time high end FLIR (Forward 
Looking InfraRed) thermal imaging cameras (such 
as the A600) mounted in fixed-wing aircraft, both 
to detect new fires and to accurately monitor the 
spread of known fires. Current technology can map 
fire through smoke and at night.

4.  Night-time and early daytime fire-fighting, when 
winds are typically less, temperatures are lower and 
humidity is higher.

5.  Locally-based trained teams of specialised 
remote-area fire-fighters who are familiar with the 
Tasmanian landscape and capable of working and 
staying in the field for multiple days.

ALL IMAGES by Rob Blakers and Grant Dixon 
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Steep burnt ridges at the northern end of the Eastern Arthur Range, 
with Federation Peak beyond. Fire has extended to the range's alpine 
zone, threatening the iconic peaks and extensive strongholds of 
paleo-endemic vegetation.

Rainforest and alpine vegetation burnt at the Crest Range, east of Federation Peak.

Burnt alpine vegetation on the Crest Range Burnt forest and buttongrass scrub on the slopes of the Crest Range. Relatively 
moist creeklines and forested areas have been no impediment to fire.

The Gorge on the Middle Huon. Relict forest including hitherto fire-protected rainforest has been burnt through and exposed ridges burnt to gravel. Western and Eastern 
Arthur Ranges behind. This is an example of the ‘fire-adapted vegetation’ where the fires had most impact, but where the damage to soils appears to be significant and 
ecologically undesirable.
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Burnt ridges near Pass Creek, at the foot of the Eastern (left) and Western (right) Arthur Ranges. This area was previously burnt in the 2007 wildfires. Repeated burning has all but 
destroyed the thin peat soil cover on these slopes.

Fire damage from intense fire in the Cracroft Valley (Picton Range in the background and Mt Bobs distant right), showing widespread burning and destruction of rainforest and tall 
wet forest.
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The Middle Huon Valley. Fire burnt fiercely through the mature rainforest understory. The patchwork character of canopy scorching masks the widespread extent of the severe 
impact on wet forest species including myrtle, sassafras and celery-top pine. 

Intensively burnt tall wet eucalypt forest showing a well-established, now fire-
killed, rainforest understory (seen as orange in the photo).

Burnt rainforest gully on Mt Picton showing fire-killed sassafras and myrtle (orange and 
deep red colour where burnt).

Rocky Cape National Park is a relatively small but 
significant national park occupying a peninsula on 
Tasmania’s Bass Strait coast.  It is a scenically diverse 
area, the wild coastline and steep heathy hillsides 
contrasting with the rolling green farming country of 
adjacent areas of the North West Coast. 

Rocky Cape is a major area of known Aboriginal 
occupation, as evidenced by cave middens with 
accumulated materials from 8,000 years of continuous 
occupation and continues to be an important place for 
local Aboriginal people, who visit it for cultural, spiritual 
and recreational purposes.

The area has a fascinating geological history, with the 
ancient Precambrian quartzites having undergone 

Know Your Parks: Rocky Cape National Park

periods of uplifting and folding, creating the distinctive 
contorted patterns that are characteristic of rocks in 
the area (see Chris Bell’s accompanying photographic 
images). Another outcome of these geological processes 
has been the formation of sea caves. In the present era 
a number of these caves and rock shelters are above sea 
level and are significant Aboriginal sites.

For visitors to Rocky Cape there are many attractions: 
rocky headlands and contorted offshore rocks, tranquil 
beaches and bays, scenic hills reminiscent of Tasmania’s 
South West and which in spring are resplendent with 
wildflowers, banksia thickets, grasstrees (Xanthorrhoea 
species), Aboriginal shelters and caves, and panoramic 
views out over Bass Strait. 
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Rocky Cape in the distance Image credit: Chris Bell

Rocky Cape in mist Image credit: Chris Bell
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Rocky Cape, sea fog Image credit: Chris Bell

Streambed, Rocky Cape National Park Image credit: Chris Bell
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Rejection of the Grand Canyon cable car contrasts with 
the process evolving on kunanyi/Mt Wellington.

I visited an area in the Grand Canyon a few months 
ago where a development akin to our own kunanyi/Mt 
Wellington cable car proposal was being debated.

Initiated in 2009, it entailed a cable car that would 
descend from the canyon rim to its floor, and associated 
facilities. In contrast to kunanyi/Mt Wellington, where 
there is a good road to the summit, there is no ready 
vehicular tourist access to the canyon floor.

Also in contrast to Hobart, where the economy is 
healthy, the economic conditions that face indigenous 
people around the Grand Canyon involve disadvantage 
akin to that in Australia’s remoter Aboriginal 
communities.

The wider Navajo economy is based primarily on coal 
mining, and they were fully aware of the impending 
closure of a major mine and that the future of the coal 
industry looks grim.

The proponents promised up to 2000 jobs, a sales outlet 
for craftspeople, and injection of $US50-95 million into 
the community annually. The Navajo Nation is receptive 
to tourism, its own enterprise operating three motels, a 
lodge and travel centre. They are where they do not mar 
the scenery, character and social value of the canyon, 
but the cable car threatened all these values.

There was deep local concern about its impact on the 
environment and an area considered sacred; dubious 
tactics being employed to advance the project; the 
credibility of its proponents; and lack of commitment to 
significant disbursement of profits to assist local people 
or aid in land management.

In June 2012 the proponents unveiled more details amid 
much fanfare, but, as in Tasmania, the best they could 
come up with years after floating their proposal was a 
glossy advertising promotion, a quest for secrecy, and a 
promise it would be operational by May 2021.

Despite its economic needs and enthusiasm for 
tourism, the Navajo community was not going to be 

Grand Canyon, USA Image credit: Dieter Nikolai

Mt Wellington Cable Car 
—lessons from the Grand Canyon (USA)

by Kevin Kiernan
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easily hoodwinked into embracing the agenda of a 
commercial group that sought to profit at the expense 
of social and spiritual values.

The Hopi tribe also felt that construction, and having the 
gondola pass over sites they considered sacred, meant 
it would “irreversibly compromise” their “tranquillity and 
sacredness”.

The Havasupai people, whose tourism enterprises are 
also sited and run in a way that respects their traditional 
values, consider the entire Grand Canyon to be sacred: 
“It is where the blood of our ancestors is buried and 
their spirits still reside. Those who drink from its waters 
share in our history and experience the essence of my 
people. As children, we learned that Havasupai are the 
protectors of the Grand Canyon.” 

Despite the economic carrot being dangled, and 
a history of having for too long lived in near-Third 
World conditions, in October 2017 a meeting of 
representatives of the Navajo and another group, the 
Zuni, voted 16-2 against the cable car.

On February 24, 2018, the Navajo legislature voted 55-0 
against it, skittling the project, unless a new promoter 
tries some years hence to foist it onto those who would 
be most disadvantaged, as has become the Tasmanian 
custom.

The weight given to social and spiritual values in the 
Grand Canyon contrasts with the scant regard paid in 
the kunanyi/Mt Wellington case.

The cable car proponents here propose only a flora and 
fauna study of their road-line.

Would plants and animals be the limit of the studies 
they would consider appropriate if they proposed 
to tear down St David’s Cathedral to build their base 
station? Or, if they would consider embracing the 
social and spiritual at St David’s, then why are they so 
dismissive of the concerns of indigenous Tasmanians?

Descendants of those who arrived as colonial boat 
people generations ago have also had time to develop 
their own attachment to our mountain. So many of us 
are deeply moved in intangible ways by the mountain 
presence that greets our waking eyes; whose forests 
absorb our thoughts and souls; whose misty crags 
remind us of the mystery of existence; and upon whose 
silhouette against the night sky we gaze at day’s end.

I am far from alone in knowing my parents’ ashes lie 
scattered in the peace of the mountain, in my family’s 
case the place where they courted.

Grand Canyon, USA Image credit: Dieter Nikolai

Mist-shrouded crags, kunanyi/Mt Wellington Image credit: Catharine Errey

Such values are part of the fabric of our community, but 
despite having been partly documented through Emily 
Stoddart’s book The Mountain, a people’s perspective 
(photographic essays, and a social values and landscape 
assessment by the Wellington Park Management Trust), 
they have been ignored during the current debate.

There is a vast tower of social values and spiritual 
meaning hidden in plain sight at kunanyi/Mt Wellington. 
Those who see the mountain as merely a shop counter on 
which to install cash registers would like to keep it hidden.

They are aided by the fact that for some the mountain is 
an unconsidered lump of rock that blocks the afternoon 
sun, that they seldom if ever visit, and which seems 
sufficiently useless and valueless that it may as well at 
least serve as the scaffold for a few minutes of joyriding 
before being forgotten about again. 

Should we allow commercial bungy-jumping off St 
David’s Cathedral because the vast majority of residents 
does not worship there, and hence can easily be 
out-voted and disregarded? Even those who are not 
Christian recognise that to do so would be wrong.

Is it appropriate to resolve such debates by a simple 
majority, according the same value to the vote of those 
who use and are deeply connected with the mountain 
as we accord to the votes of those for whom it is largely 
irrelevant?
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To see the original (2017) TNPA News article How not to 
keep kunanyi wild look at the TNPA website: 
 https://tnpa.org.au/wp-content/uploads/2018/01/
TNPA-News-25-2017.pdf 

• There is still no Visitation/Recreation Strategy in 
place to provide an evidence-based approach for 
how best to plan for visitors’ recreation needs in the 
long-term, whilst at the same time preserving and 
protecting Wellington Park’s natural, cultural and 
social values. It is scheduled to be completed by 
January 2021, which is long overdue. Preparation of 
this document is the Wellington Park Management 
Trust’s (the Trust’s) responsibility.

•  Revision of the key planning document for 
the Springs, the Springs Zone Master Plan 2008, 
was initiated by the Trust in early 2018.  TNPA 
representatives met with the consultants in June 
2018 and provided written and oral feedback, as 
did other stakeholders.  The consultants prepared a 
draft plan and provided it to the Hobart City Council 
(HCC) and the Trust. The next step was to have been 
the release of the draft and the opportunity for the 
general public to meet with the consultants on site 
and to submit representations. However, the process 
has stalled for unknown reasons. Independently of 

the Trust, the HCC Parks and Recreation Committee 
(HCC PRC) is proposing an oversized and over-
featured visitor centre for Springs1 and has asked 
the Trust to incorporate it into the revised Master 
Plan. But reality must be factored in; access, parking 
and available cleared land place practical limits on 
the capacity of the site.  A low-key visitor centre 
providing the minimum necessary facilities seems 
to be both more practical and more appropriate 
than the HCC concept (Note: An accessible toilet 
[temporary] is now available at middle Springs).

One mountain, one destination, three new visitor 
experiences (HCC tourism driven prospectus), 
January 2016

• Thankfully the Big Bend Downhill/Gravity mountain 
bike track proposal (project 1: tagged as the “… 
leading opportunity…” for tourism investment in the 
prospectus and costed at $2.1 million) was canned 
by the HCC in December 2017, largely because the 
consultants reported that the concept was flawed. 

1  It would have a huge footprint on the Springs site. Buildings are 
proposed for upper, lower and middle Springs. Envisaged are: a café, 
gallery , shop, landscaped garden, courtyard, picnic and barbeque 
areas which may include a pizza oven and fire pit, lockers, a children’s 
playground (mostly at middle Springs. The open space here would be 
largely taken up by the proposed courtyard around which would be 
buildings). An Interpretation pavilion is proposed for upper Springs. 
An event space is proposed for lower Springs.

How not to keep kunanyi wild—continued
kunanyi / Mt Wellington’s eastern face: June 2019 update

by Jane Wilson & Nick Sawyer

The proposed abuse of the Grand Canyon was held in 
check not by reductionist science but by the intangible 
values locals felt for the place.

But here the only intangible value the mainstream 
tourist industry and government seem to regard as 
warranting consideration is the love of money — mere 
love of our home is disallowed.

Many of their tourism ideas are ill-informed, founded 
on century-old developments in national parks in the 
US despite them generally being perceived there more 
as pre-existing management issues that need to be 
accommodated rather than as desirable directions for 
the future.

Contrary to attempts to spread the impression such 
developments are inevitably embraced by communities 

with a mature tourist industry, management in a 
number of US parks indicates that those who must now 
try to cope with the mistakes of the past have no wish to 
revisit the bad old days. Nor should we introduce them 
here at the behest of those who would have us believe 
that the old and discredited is new and highly desirable 
provided it can put money in the pockets of a select few.

Dr Kevin Kiernan is a Tasmanian scientist with 
experience in academia, the forest industry, 
environmental advocacy, park planning and cave 
tourism. He is author of Eroding the Edges of Nature.

This article was first published in The Mercury  
on 28 Feb 2019
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The track would have traversed very rough terrain 
and the consultants found no demand for such a 
track. Funding for this project was redirected to 
other mountain bike projects. Neither the Trust 
nor the HCC PRC has paused to question whether 
allowing mountain biking on kunanyi’s eastern face 
above Fern Tree fundamentally aligns with the goal 
of protecting park values. 

• The Great Short Walk Rejuvenation (HCC terminology 
for resurfacing of the Organ Pipes & Pinnacle 
Tracks (the Great Short Walk [GSW] project 2 in the 
prospectus) is almost complete and was launched 
by the HCC on April 10th.  The ‘rejuvenation’ cost $2 
million, the largest amount the HCC has ever spent 
on a single kunanyi infrastructure project1. The 
TNPA agrees that some works were required, but 
did not agree with the complete resurfacing of the 
Organ Pipes track which is now a sanitised version 
of the historic former track. The Trust’s Cultural 
Heritage consultant had recommended no changes 
to the Organ Pipes track surface unless absolutely 
necessary2 yet the project saw the resurfacing 
as a way to provide an easier entry level walk for 
families3, despite  the tracks being in the ‘natural’, 

1  Mercury, 2019, (no author), Mountain bush tracks restored, Hobart, 
Mercury, 11 April, p 14
2  McConnell, A 2011, Unpublished report: Site Data Sheet: Organ Pipes 
Track [WPHH02611), Hobart, Wellington Park Management Trust, p.6. 
Supplied to Jane Wilson by Axel von Krusenstierna, Trust Manager, on 
22 May 2019
3 Hobart City Council, October 2016b, [Unpublished report provided to 
the Wellington Park Management Trust], Rejuvenating the Great Short 
Walk Pinnacle and Organ Pipes Track: Project Plan, October 2016, Hobart, 
City of Hobart, p. 4  Supplied to Jane Wilson by Axel von Krusenstierna, 
Trust Manager, on 22 May 2019

wilder, zone of the park. The management plan4  
notes the following:

The relatively undisturbed nature of the Zone 
is…important for protection of water quality. 
In addition, the Zone adds to the diversity 
of visitation experiences, providing forested 
landscapes for recreation in a predominantly 
unmodified natural setting.

In addition, little thought appears to have been given to 
the extremely limited parking at the Chalet and upper 
Springs, the trackheads for the GSW. The HCC has begun 
to advertise the walk5.

• The TNPA is concerned that the HCC may not intend 
to invite public comment on a major part of the 
third project: Revealing the Mountain’s Heritage. It 
is costed at $2.9 million and as well as incorporating 
the Fern Tree Visitor Node upgrade (see below) 
encompasses plans for conservation of bridges and 
other structures along the Pipeline Track. It also 
flags adding cultural heritage interpretation features 
along the track, and the building of a toilet at St 
Crispins Well. 

4  Wellington Park Management Trust, 2013, Wellington Park 
management plan (amended 2015), Hobart, Wellington Park 
Management Trust, 3.2.3 p 39
5 See for example: Marten, James 2019, The Hobart Magazine, May/
June 2019, advert on p. 17 (free magazine – print issue distributed to 
about 300 places [cafes, pubs, grocers etc.] in Hobart. Also available 
online); City of Hobart, 2019, Mountain tracks open up stunning views, 
City News, Autumn 2019, p. 4 (distributed to all Hobart ratepayers, also 
available online)

Panoramic view from kunanyi Image credit: Jane Wilson
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Shared use tracks/tracks/signage

• Improved wayfinding signage is in place at middle 
Springs trackheads together with an excellent park 
interpretation panel. However, the TNPA disagrees 
with the promotion of the ‘Sphinx Rock Circuit’ on 
Trackhead 2 sign near the toilet block and fed this 
into the Springs Zone Master Plan review process 
during 2018. Reasoning: Part of this circuit involves 
the descent of a rough, steep short section of the 
Sawmill track, unsuited to tourists not equipped 
for and not used to bushwalking, and, secondly, 
walkers must return to the Springs via the shared 
use (primarily mountain bike) North South Track.

• Shared use tracks still exist and new ones are 
being created (for example: the Rivulet Crossing 
Track, part of the Missing Link track plan)  despite 
recommendations by the HCC’s insurer (Draft 
Guidance Document for Off - Road Mixed Use Trails, 
June 2018): 

It is recommended that access be restricted where 
possible to enable one type of user access to their 
specific trail e.g. bike riders only using the bike trail. 
This in turn may possibly reduce or even eliminate 
collisions (resulting in injury) between these.

• A new Track Users Code and associated signage 
was developed by the Trust in April 2018 after 
feedback was solicited on a draft version (The draft 
code was developed by the Ranger and selected 
stakeholders). Much of the TNPA’s representation 
was ignored. The TNPA is concerned that the Code’s 
directives to Walkers/Runners to: Be mindful of other 
track users approaching, especially from behind and 
Keep to the left where possible are attempts to shift 
the responsibility for basic safety from cyclists to 
walkers/runners. 

• Tracks in the Recreation Zone (the area mostly 
above Fern Tree and bounded by Pinnacle Road, as 
designated by the park management plan) continue 
to be well maintained (e.g. fallen trees cleared 
promptly) by the HCC track maintenance crew. 

Traffic Congestion/Pedestrian/Road Safety

• The ever-increasing tourist numbers and the 
resultant overcrowding, traffic congestion and 
shortage of parking, particularly at the Pinnacle 
and the Springs, can turn a visit to the mountain 
into an unpleasant experience for many visitors and 
locals. Traffic congestion is no longer confined to 

a few busy periods. The HCC needs to give serious 
attention to possible solutions. 

• Lines have been painted in the middle of the road 
on the bend at the North-West Bay lookout below 
Springs and on Shoobridge bend, a long overdue 
road safety measure.

• Car parking spaces at middle Springs are now 
marked (including a space for the disabled) but 
the carpark is still a pedestrian thoroughfare and 
crossing Pinnacle Road remains hazardous.  One of 
the authors received the following information from 
the HCC’s Traffic Engineering section in April 2018:1  

…The Traffic Engineering Unit’s advice on this 
matter is that we are prepared to support a 
reduction in speed limit to 40 km/h through 
the Springs, along with the installation of entry 
treatments and advisory signage... I understand 
that our Parks Team will…start a design for the 
road through the Springs itself [after sealing and 
line marking of middle Springs carpark](which will 
look to include the changes described above)…

• The TNPA fails to understand why full-size (57seater) 
tour buses are permitted on Pinnacle Road. They 
contribute to traffic congestion and two of these 
buses hardly have room to pass when they meet on 

1 Email from Owen Gervasoni, Senior Engineer, Roads and Traffic, Traffic 
Engineering, HCC to Jane Wilson 16 April 2018

Traffic issues at Middle Springs Image credit: Jane Wilson

Large buses at kunanyi Pinnacle Image credit: Nick Sawyer
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some sections of the road. This was the response 
from HCC Traffic Engineering when this issue was 
raised:1  

…These are vehicles [57 seater buses] that are 
legally able to drive on Pinnacle Road without need 
for any special permits or permissions. To prevent 
these vehicles from using Pinnacle Road would 
require a statutory ban, implemented via State 
Government approval. Such bans are able to be 
implemented (for example in Hobart, a ban was 
implemented on Proctors Road after two separate 
fatal crashes involving heavy vehicles). On Pinnacle 
Road there is no history of crashes that would justify 
such a ban… There is also no other viable access to 
the Mt Wellington summit for the large number of 
tourists who wish to enjoy the attraction…”

• A Road Safety Audit of Pinnacle Road was completed 
by the HCC Traffic Engineering Section in early 2018. 
To the best of the TNPA’s knowledge it has not yet 
been made available to councillors or the general 
public.

• The HCC road crew still continues to do a great job 
of managing traffic when Pinnacle Road is closed 
during snowfalls, and in other circumstances. 

1  Email from Owen Gervasoni, Senior Engineer, Roads and Traffic, 
Traffic Engineering, HCC to Jane Wilson 16 April 2018

Shuttle bus service

In 2018, The HCC licenced a new operator to run a 
mountain shuttle bus service (kunanyi / Mt Wellington 
Explorer Bus). The colourful medium size buses (which 
can carry wheelchairs and up to four mountain bikes) 
offer a 2 hour tour starting from the CBD which includes 
30 minutes at the Pinnacle. Mountain bus stops are: 
Fern Tree Park, the Springs, the Chalet, Big Bend and 
the Pinnacle and the tour pass is valid all day. (Sectional 
fares are also available). 

The company has an all-weather vehicle and is 
experimenting with trips to the Pinnacle in snow 
conditions.

Winter snow, kunanyi Image credit: Jane Wilson

New shuttle bus, Pinnacle Rd Image credit: Nick Sawyer
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Dogs

Many dog owners we meet on kunanyi are responsible 
and keep their dogs on leads at all times. However, 
the number of irresponsible owners is high. The dog 
management policy (dogs to be on leads at all times, 
not permitted on tracks above Springs, dogs to be in 
vehicles at picnic areas including the Springs1 and the 
Pinnacle) is rarely enforced at middle Springs. 

Fern Tree Visitor Node

• Fern Tree Park is being refurbished at the time of 
writing.  The upgrade process was informed by a 
transparent public consultation process to the Draft 
Fern Tree Visitor Node Master Plan in 2015. 

Mount Wellington Cableway Company’s 
(MWCC) proposal for a cable car to 
kunanyi’s summit. 

• The spectre of a possible cable car and associated 
gigantic commercial development at The Pinnacle 
continue to overshadow all consideration of less 
grandiose proposals for transport or visitor facilities. 

• In February this year, the TNPA made a significant 
contribution to the campaign against the cable 
car. It joined with ROCC (Residents Opposed to 
the Cable Car) and prepared a document (https://
tnpa.org.au/wp-content/uploads/2019/02/Mt-
Wellington-Cable-car-issues-for-assessment.pdf ) 
outlining important financial, environmental and 
social issues which must be addressed by the HCC if 
the MWCC ever submits a Development Application 
for assessment. The document was provided to 
councillors and the Trust.

T21 – ever increasing visitor numbers

Most problematically of all, the HCC and the Trust 
continue to embrace the Tasmanian Visitor Economic 
Strategy T21 which aims to deliver 1.5 million visitors to 
Tasmania by 2020.  T21 is the partnership agreement 
between the Hodgman Liberal Government and the 
Tourism Industry Council Tasmania.

1  The writers recently became aware that the HCC and the Trust 
have different policies for dog management at Springs. The HCC’s 
is as follows:[Dogs not allowed in] The Springs Zone (unless making a 
connection to approved tracks and trails). From the Dog Management 
Policy 2019-2023, accepted 20 May 2019

The Trust’s policy is enshrined in the legislated Wellington Park 
Regulations 2019: …(2) Except as authorised by a permit, a person must 
not take a dog into Wellington Park unless the dog is - on a dog-exercising 
trail; or confined within a vehicle on a road. Penalty: Fine not exceeding 20 
penalty units.

It seems that The HCC envisages a future of ever- 
increasing numbers of visitors to the eastern face 
and it aims to cope with this by investing in more 
infrastructure:

With Tasmania’s annual tourist numbers reaching 
nearly 1.5 million, more and more people are visiting 
kunanyi / Mount Wellington. To make sure visitors 
are getting the most out of their experience, and that 
the impact on the mountain is sustainable, greater 
investment is needed...

…A commitment to further funding [$6.75 million is 
requested from the federal government] will ensure 
kunanyi / Mount Wellington continues to play its 
vital role as a Tasmanian tourism icon, a much loved 
playground for locals, and as a significant contributor 
to the State’s economic future…

(From City of Hobart 2019, Federal Election Proposals, 30 
April 2019, p 15)

Conclusion

The most critical kunanyi eastern face matters raised by 
the TNPA with the HCC and the Trust in 2017 still remain 
unaddressed2.  

Wellington Park is not an urban park; it is more akin to 
a national park, notwithstanding its proximity to the 
city and complex mix of land tenures, and it deserves 
to be managed to the appropriate standards. It is not 
apparent that the current management model, with its 
awkward division of responsibility between the urban-
focused HCC and the seriously under-financed Trust 
provides the resources and appropriate expertise. 

Overshadowing all of this is the T21 imperative to attract 
ever-increasing numbers of visitors without due regard 
for the impact of these numbers on the opportunity for 
anyone, local or visitor, to have a quiet experience in 
nature on kunanyi’s eastern face. The HCC and the Trust 
need to challenge the growth targets of T21, and to rule 
out, for once and for all, any proposed cable car.

Authors’ note:

Jane wishes to thank Axel von Krusenstierna, Trust 
Manager, for providing unpublished Trust and HCC 
reports

2  Wilson, J and Sawyer, N. 2017 How not to keep kunanyi / Mt Wellington 
wild, TNPA News 25, p 3-7
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The TNPA decided to not offer an Autumn Walks programme 
this year but enthusiastic TNPA member and veteran 
Autumn Walks coordinator Bec Johnson was very keen to 
lead a walk - and she prevailed.

The walk was promoted primarily through networking and 
social media. Some participants had attended previous 
Autumn Walks.

Given the controversy over the Mt Wellington cable car 
proposal and discontent among locals about overcrowding 
at The Springs and on the Pinnacle, along with traffic and 
parking problems on kunanyi’s popular eastern face, Bec 
chose a less-visited part of ‘The Mountain’, taking the 
group up the historic Ice House Track that leads to South 
Wellington. Along the way Bec had stories to share and 
historic sites to show us, including in the vicinity of The 
Springs itself. Most participants were previously unaware of 
the history and sites.

Once we reached the well-known topmost ice house ruin 
Bec led us off track over a boulder field to the seldom visited 
Devils Gulch. From this desolate but spectacular site we 
enjoyed a superb panoramic view to the south east – Bruny 
Island and beyond. From there we returned to the Ice House 
Track and did the final ascent to the South Wellington 
plateau. Bec then took the group to a point where they could 
look down at the Devils Gulch from above. 

TNPA vice-president Catharine Errey came along on the 
walk and informed the group about the aims and work of 
the TNPA. One walk participant later signed up for TNPA 
membership.

TNPA’s  
Autumn 
Walk  
2019

TNPA Autumn Walk participants, Ice House Track, kunanyi/Mt Wellington

Boulder field and Autumn walkers, kunanyi/Mt Wellington

Devils Gulch and view to the south east All images: Bec Johnson
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Have your say...

ABC Local Radio: Mornings - Leon Compton 
tasmornings@your.abc.net.au or 1300 222 936

Letters to the Editor at The Mercury 
mercuryedletter@dbl.newsltd.com.au or  
https://www.facebook.com/themercury.com.au/

Letters to the Editor at The Examiner 
mail@examiner.com.au or  
https://www.facebook.com/TheExaminerLaunceston/

Letters to the Editor at The Age  
letters@theage.fairfax.com.au

Premier and Minister for Parks 
 will.hodgman@parliament.tas.gov.au

Opposition (Labor) Spokesperson on Environment,  
Parks & Heritage 
alison.standen@parliament.tas.gov.au

Tasmanian Greens Spokesperson on Parks
cassy.o’connor@parliament.tas.gov.au

Patron: Peter Cundall

TNPA Management Committee
President: Nicholas Sawyer
Vice President: Chris Bell
Vice President: Catharine Errey 
Treasurer: Craig Allen
Secretary: Val Baxter
Public Officer: Craig Allen
Other committee members: Grant Dixon, Jane Wilson

Contact Details
Email: info@tnpa.org.au 
Website: www.tnpa.org.au 
Facebook: https://www.facebook.com/TasmanianNational 
ParksAssociation/
Postal address: GPO Box 2188, Hobart, Tasmania, 7001
Meetings: Management Committee meetings are held 
approximately 10 times per year. Members and supporters are 
welcome to attend meetings. The TNPA attempts to advise of the 
date, time and venue of meetings in the Buttongrass Bulletin (the 
TNPA's email newsletter to members and supporters) but there may 
be last minute changes - please check with info@tnpa.org.au.

Tasmanian National Parks Association Inc

TNPA News
TNPA News is published twice a year. It aims to provide informative 
articles on issues related to national parks and other reserves, as well 
as updates on TNPA activities and campaigns. The views expressed 
in TNPA News are not necessarily those of the TNPA Inc. For this issue 
many thanks to Chris Bell, Rob Blakers, Grant Dixon, Bec Johnson, Kevin 
Kiernan, Dieter Nikolai, Nick Sawyer, Jane Wilson. Original articles in 
TNPA News may be reproduced, but please acknowledge the author 
and source.

Contributions to TNPA News No.29 are welcome (deadline 28 August 2019). 

Please send contributions to: info@tnpa.org.au (attention: TNPA News 
editor).

This newsletter was correct at 5 June 2019.

Editor TNPA News 28: Catharine Errey

Newsletter production by Ricoh Business Centre Hobart

View from near The Chalet, kunanyi/Mt Wellington. Image credit: Jane Wilson


