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 » The Tyndalls — Location for the Government’s proposed ‘Next Iconic Walk’. See ‘The sidelining of good planning’ on 
page 6. Image credit: © Rob Blakers
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From its beginnings, Tasmania’s national 
parks movement has not been about 
making money from the reserves, or about 
providing benefits to select groups of 
people. It has been about preserving parts 
of Tasmania in its natural state; respect for 
natural beauty; appreciation of the peace 
and solitude of nature protected from 
the onslaught of ‘progress’, protection of 
wildlife and the enjoyment of generations. 
It has been about environmental 
protection and national pride." 

Debbie Quarmby 

Extract from a talk given at the launch of the  
TNPA’s Manifesto on the shores of Lake St Clair  
on 9 November 2003

Debbie also spoke at the gathering on 2 Oct 2021, 
which celebrated 20 years since the start of the TNPA.

 » Tasmanian Wilderness World Heritage Area. Image credit: © Nick Sawyer

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  
www.facebook.com/themercury.com.au 

Letters to the Editor at The Examiner 

mail@examiner.com.au or  
www.facebook.com/TheExaminerLaunceston 

Letters to the Editor at The Age 

letters@theage.com.au 

Minister for Parks 

jacquie.petrusma@dpac.tas.gov.au 

Opposition (Labor) Spokesperson on Parks 

jen.butler@parliament.tas.gov.au 

Tasmanian Greens Spokesperson on Parks 

cassy.o’connor@parliament.tas.gov.au
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Editorial

The 20 years campaigns timeline in this issue of 
TNPA News gives an impressive picture of the work 

and achievements of the TNPA since its inception. It 
also, more soberingly, shows that some of the same 
battles have had to be fought over and again!

Over this past year we can, however, celebrate some 
wins, or ‘could be’ wins (e.g. the rejection of the 
proposed Mt Wellington Cable Car, with its associated 
‘Pinnacle Centre’ above the Organ Pipes [still subject 
to appeal] — and the proposed Halls Island helitourism 
development at Lake Malbena in the TWWHA — our 
recent win in the Supreme Court requires the Planning 
Appeal Tribunal to revisit its previous decision to approve 
the proposal).

Other developments which have the potential to improve 
the prospects for protection of our National Parks include:

 » In June this year the World Heritage Commission 
asked the Tasmanian Government to pause tourism 
development within the Tasmanian Wilderness World 
Heritage Area (the TWWHA) until a cultural heritage 
assessment of the property is completed.

 » Parks Minister Jacquie Petrusma recently announced 
reforms to the PWS’ Reserve Activity Assessment 
(RAA) process to be enshrined in legislation, 
something that the TNPA has been urging for  
many years. However the devil is likely to be in  
the detail. The proposed legislative changes will 
require careful scrutiny. 

 » Wilderness Poll (see separate article in this issue of 
TNPA News): A national opinion poll conducted in 
May 2021 by Roy Morgan Research Ltd. has found 
that 90% of Australians agree with the statement 
‘Australia’s remaining wilderness areas should be 
protected’. It is very encouraging to the TNPA, and 
the conservation movement more broadly, to know 
that we have the support of a clear majority of the 
Australian population.

 » The TNPA welcomes the addition of 2,850 ha of land 
currently classified as Future Potential Production 
Forest (FPPF) land to the Mole Creek Karst National 
Park. The inclusions will consolidate what is currently 
a fragmented National Park and will include an area 
known as Solomons Dome and the catchment of 
the internationally recognised Kubla Khan Cave, 
along with a number of other cave formations not 
currently included in the National Park. However, the 
government is dragging its feet on the appropriate 
reservation of the remaining 33,000 ha of FPPF and 
other former forestry land within the TWWHA.

On 2 October the TNPA celebrated its twenty years of 
campaigning for the protection and good management 
of Tasmania’s National Parks and reserves with a lunch 
event that featured speakers, displays and presentations 
to TNPA honorary life members. 

Catharine Errey
Editor, TNPA News
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February

The TNPA provided a  
detailed response to the  
PWS draft Kia Ora Site  
Concept Plan 
(replacement  
for the existing hut)

Timeline

April

TNPA members and 
supporters participated  
in a Vote for the 
Environment rally ahead 
of the Tasmanian State 
election (pictured below)

TNPA president  
Nick Sawyer met with 
members of HCC and 
WPMT to discuss issues 
relating to the proposed 
MTB track network in the 
kunanyi/Mt Wellington 
foothills

March

TNPA joined a number 
of other eNGO’s and 
individuals in publishing 
a proposal for a new 
Kooparoona Niara  
(Great Western Tiers) 
National Park

TNPA submitted 
comment on Govt’s 
proposal for FPPF (Future 
Potential Production 
Forest) land within  
the TWWHA

May

A Roy Morgan 
national opinion poll, 
commissioned by Martin 
Hawes and the TNPA’s 
Grant Dixon, found that 
90% of Australians agree 
with the statement 
‘Australia’s remaining 
wilderness areas should  
be protected’

 » TNPA banner at Vote Environment rally ahead of State election
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 THE TNPA AT  
WORK IN 2021

Note: If necessary 
consult the Acronym 
Guide to the right. 
TNPA reports and 
submissions referred 
to in this Timeline 
can be viewed on 
the TNPA website 
(www.tnpa.org.au) 
under Publications.

June

Submission on the  
Maria Island National Park 
Management Plan Review

Representation on 
proposed kunanyi cable 
car and associated 
infrastructure

TNPA released a 
backgrounder on proposal 
for a Cradle Valley cable 
car from Visitor Centre 
to Dove Lake, which 
the TNPA considers to 
be inappropriate and 
unnecessary, given that 
the existing shuttle bus 
service is working well.

July

Meeting with Jacquie 
Petrusma, Minister for 
Parks in the recently  
re-elected Gutwein  
Liberal Government

Meeting with Bastian 
Seidel MLC — Labor 
shadow minister for Parks 
and the Environment 
(Seidel has since resigned 
from the Labor Caucus. 
New Labor shadow 
minister is Sarah Lovell)

The TNPA was one of 
the speakers at a public 
briefing on the draft 
decision of the World 
Heritage Committee that 
tourism developments 
in the TWWHA need 
to be paused until a 
proper assessment of 
Aboriginal cultural values 
is completed

Article in The Mercury 
newspaper re tourist 
numbers in sensitive 
areas featured comment 
by TNPA President  
Nick Sawyer

August

Representation to Hobart 
City Council on MTB 
tracks on lower slopes of 
kunanyi/Mt Wellington

September

Lake Malbena (Halls 
Island) proposal: On 15 
Sept the full bench of the 
Supreme Court handed 
down their ruling on the 
appeal (in which the TNPA 
was one of the appellants). 
This ruling sets aside 
the original decision 
by RMPAT to grant a 
permit to the proposal 
and requires RMPAT to 
make a decision based 
on its own assessment 
of compliance of the 
proposal with the 
‘prescriptive requirements’ 
of the TWWHA 
management plan.

Letter to Hobart City 
Council CEO regarding 
MTB tracks on kunanyi/ 
Mt Wellington

Submission on Wildlife 
Regulations (particularly 
in relation to deer 
management) See https://
tnpa.org.au/wp-content/
uploads/2021/10/TNPA-
submission-Wildlife-Regs-
28-Sept-2021.pdf

October

The TNPA marked its 
20th birthday with a 
celebratory lunch at the 
Fern Tree Tavern, attended 
by members and friends 
from past and present, 
including some who  
were there at the ‘birth’  
of the organisation

Acronym guide
DPIPWE: Department 
of Primary Industries, 
Parks, Water and the 
Environment

EDO: Environmental 
Defenders Office

EoI: Expression of Interest 
(in this context this refers 
to commercial tourism 
ventures proposed for 
National Parks)

EPBC: Environment 
Protection and 
Biodiversity Conservation 
Act (the Commonwealth 
Environment Act)

FPPF: Future Potential 
Production Forest (land)

FSOA: Fuel stove only area 
i.e. no campfires permitted

HCC: Hobart City Council

MLC: Member of the 
Legislative Council 
(Tasmania’s Upper House)

MTB: Mountain bike

NPA: National Parks 
Association

OUV: Outstanding 
Universal Value(s)

PWS: Parks and  
Wildlife Service

RAA: Reserve Activity 
Assessment (the Parks 
and Wildlife’s assessment 
process for proposals 
in National Parks and 
reserves)

RMPAT: Resource 
Management Planning 
and Appeal Tribunal

TWWHA: Tasmanian 
Wilderness World 
Heritage Area

TWWHAMP: 
Tasmanian Wilderness 
World Heritage Area 
Management Plan

WPMT: Wellington Park 
Management Trust

http://www.tnpa.org.au
https://tnpa.org.au/wp-content/uploads/2021/10/TNPA-submission-Wildlife-Regs-28-Sept-2021.pdf
https://tnpa.org.au/wp-content/uploads/2021/10/TNPA-submission-Wildlife-Regs-28-Sept-2021.pdf
https://tnpa.org.au/wp-content/uploads/2021/10/TNPA-submission-Wildlife-Regs-28-Sept-2021.pdf
https://tnpa.org.au/wp-content/uploads/2021/10/TNPA-submission-Wildlife-Regs-28-Sept-2021.pdf
https://tnpa.org.au/wp-content/uploads/2021/10/TNPA-submission-Wildlife-Regs-28-Sept-2021.pdf
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The sidelining of  
good planning
NICHOLAS SAWYER

Some common themes have emerged in the 
development-in-parks issues that TNPA has  

been involved in recently.

Public engagement
Public comment is often constrained to comment 
on the details, not the concept. The authorities can 
claim that there was public consultation but neglect 
to mention that all the decisions that matter had been 
made before there was any opportunity for public input. 
Development proposals on reserved land, even those 
initiated by government, are treated little differently from 
a development proposal on a private suburban block. 

For example, the main concern regarding the Tyndalls 
‘next iconic walk’ proposal is the concept of constructing 
a high standard, high use track and huts along a route 
which currently has no infrastructure and few visitors. 
Most objectors are appalled by the entire concept, 
especially a hut at Lake Huntley; an opportunity to 
comment on the design detail at a late stage of the 
assessment process avoids the real issue of ‘should it 
be there at all?’. The Tyndalls proposal was preceded 
by some ‘market research’ but the primary objective 
was gauging support from West Coast businesses, not 
feedback on the concept.

Likewise, the implementation of the Cradle Mountain 
Master Plan has avoided any opportunity to criticise 
the concept. There were opportunities to comment 
on the Reserve Activity Assessment and the 
Development Application for the viewing shelter now 
under construction at Dove Lake, but no opportunity 
to comment on the rationale for such a structure, or 
alternative futures for the former car-park, such as 
rehabilitation. And the Coordinator General (!) has 
promised consultation on the proposed cableway from 
the Cradle Mountain Visitor Centre to Dove Lake, but 
only after the design has been finalised.

Visitor statistics —  
market research
There seems to be an inability, or possibly a lack of 
political will, to distinguish between competently 
conducted tourism market research and ‘research’ that 
is either deliberately misleading or simply incompetent. 
Governments need to undertake their own due diligence. 
Private enterprise would not invest multi millions into a 
project pitched by a third party without doing its  
own analysis.

More common are statistics or market research that is 
neither deliberately misleading nor incompetent, but is 
inadequate. Visitors to national parks are diverse. The 
commonly used term ‘nature-based tourism’ covers 
a wide range of interests. Eco-tourism and adventure 
tourism are often lumped together but they describe 
a continuum of activities. Birdwatching and downhill 
mountain biking can both be described as ‘nature-based 
tourism’ but their participants have very different, and 
incompatible, requirements. This is an extreme example 
but far too much tourism planning seems to be based 
on a simplistic understanding of the requirements of 
different categories of visitor, even amongst apparently 
homogeneous categories such as casual visitors to 
the most accessible areas of a national park. These 
will include bona fide nature enthusiasts as well as 
those who only want to snap a ‘selfie’ and move on. The 
over-development of such areas to cater for the selfie 
snappers risks destroying their attractiveness for those 
who are more appreciative of natural values.

Related to this is a ‘cargo cult’ mentality where  
mountain bike tracks are seen by many local authorities 
as an easy way of increasing tourism revenue. There 
are some success stories, such as Derby, and there is 
probably scope for others which offer some particularly 
attractive combination of experiences, but the 
development of these needs a good understanding of 
the market, not a simplistic ‘build a few tracks and they 
will come’ approach.
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Where are the threats  
coming from?
Attacks on the wild character of our reserved  
lands are not just coming from private developers 
encouraged by the State Government’s ‘unlock our 
parks’ mantra, but from the government agencies  
that have responsibility for protecting these values.  
For example, the Tyndalls ‘next iconic walk’ and the  
Dove Lake viewing shelter and cableway are both  
State Government initiatives, and the Hobart City 
Council is responsible for plans for an excess of 
mountain bike tracks in Wellington Park.

The solution
A common theme to all of the above is the sidelining 
of good planning, so the solution must include a return 
to sound, evidence-based planning. There will never 
be total consensus on the best future for our natural 
areas but a return to basic planning principles would 
be a huge improvement over the present situation. 
Rather than going through the motions of a planning 
process to facilitate a predetermined outcome, we need 
to start from the best possible understanding of the 
issues, consider alternatives and seek genuine public 
involvement rather than superficial public comment.

Such an approach would certainly reduce conflict  
over development proposals and might even stop 
Tasmania’s greatest assets, its national parks,  
suffering death by a thousand cuts.

Nicholas Sawyer is President of the Tasmanian National Parks Association.  
He is a former planner with the Tasmanian Parks and Wildlife Service.

 » Lake Huntley, below Tyndall ridge. Image credit: © Nick Sawyer
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TNPA beginnings:  
A personal journey
ROBERT CAMPBELL

Having grown up in suburban Melbourne during 
the 1960s, news reports from Tasmania always 

piqued my curiosity — though on reflection perhaps 
not always in a positive way. First there were the tragic 
deaths of Ewen Scott and student David Kilvert, who 
died in near-blizzard conditions at Cradle Mountain in 
May 1965, followed a few years later by the devastating 
bushfires which tore through the suburbs of Hobart and 
surrounding towns in February 1967 (Black Tuesday).  
In 1972 the serene beauty of Lake Pedder was lost to 
hydro-industrialisation, and in January 1975 Hobart was 
again in the news with the collapse of the Tasman Bridge.

However, it was the loss of Lake Pedder which perhaps 
left a lasting legacy for me - the photos of this beautiful 
but remote beach in the middle of the Tasmanian 
wilderness not only captured my imagination but  
its loss left me dumbfounded. 

In the early 80s I was enrolled in the Master of 
Environmental Science degree at Monash University 
and the Save the Franklin Dam issue was in full swing. I 
remember attending rallies and marches in support of 
this worthy cause and in early 1984 I joined friends on a 
rafting trip down that mystical river. This was followed by 
another visit to Tasmania in 1987 when I spent several 
weeks bushwalking. Then on 1st November 1988 I drove 
off the Abel Tasman to make Hobart my new home. 
Quickly joining the Hobart Walking Club, I continued to 
seek out and enjoy the wild places that my new home 
island home offered. Indeed, I was truly spoilt! 

My activism during the 1990s was limited to writing letters 
to The Mercury and submissions to the Parks and Wildlife 
Service (PWS). Then some time during 2001 I came across 
a notice about a public meeting to launch an organisation 
known as the Tasmanian National Parks Association. The 
launch was held at a hotel named COW in Murray Street 
(opposite the Library) on Tuesday 25 September. 

Doug Humann, committee member and later director of 
the Victorian NPA, was the guest speaker that evening 
and opened the event by reminding those attending that:

“Tonight’s launch offers a perspective on where 
the good fight can be waged to protect natural 
places forever and to secure these places for all 
people (and for the plants and animals) for all 
time … that they remain as places of refuge.”

Margie Jenkin, who also spoke at the launch, reminded 
attendees that the idea of a National Parks Association for 
Tasmania had early origins, as a National Parks Association 
was created early last century (around 1912) to support 
the formation of Mt Field National Park. However, the 
association dissolved after the Park was proclaimed in 1916.

Attendees that evening were invited to join the TNPA and 
get involved. Without an office, meetings were initially 
held at COW on the first Wednesday of every month 
while a stall once a month at Salamanca Market also 
encouraged others to join.

While the date of the public launch of the TNPA is the 
date that is being used to celebrate our 20th anniversary 
this year, the genesis of the TNPA actually dates to a 
meeting held at Kaoota on to 2 May 2001.  » Cutting the cake at the TNPA’s 20th birthday 

celebration. Image credit: © Grant Dixon



TNPA NEWS #32: WINTER—SPRING 2021 09

The twelve people who attended that evening were 
members of a group known as Friends of the Quiet 
Land, which had formed at the beginning of 2000 in 
response to a helicopter tourism proposal in Tasmania’s 
Wilderness World Heritage Area. (Note, the name of 
this group was taken from The Quiet Land — a book of 
photographs and prose-poems by Peter Dombrovskis 
and Ellen Miller, first published in 1977). Of the 651 
submissions received through the public consultation 
process, 98% were in opposition and the proponents’ 
plans were withdrawn. 

It was from the success of the Friends of the Quiet Land 
that the idea for an ongoing National Parks Association 
was germinated. The vision of evolving this successful 
lobby group into an association to campaign against 
wider threats to National Parks and fill an important 
niche in giving National Parks users a voice that would 
advise policy makers and managers of public concerns, 
was supported by all in attendance. 

Several subsequent meetings were held over the next 
few months to further develop and promote the aims 
of the TNPA, together with planning a public launch. 
Interestingly, the minutes of these meetings indicate that 
several alternative names were proposed, including “The 
Tasmanian People’s National Parks Association” and “The 
People’s National Parks Association — Tasmania”. Also, 
the 1 July weekend was initially suggested as a launch 
date in remembrance of the date that the Franklin Dam 
issue was resolved by the High Court (though this date 
came and went). 

On 29 August 2001 Greg Wood lodged an Application 
for the Incorporation of an Association and the TNPA 
become an incorporated entity the following day. 

Following the public launch on 25 September a 
committee was established, with Jonathon Bedloe as 
the first President (with Peter Cundall later agreeing 
to being our patron). The TNPA undertook several 
initiatives impacting on the management of National 
Parks during 2002 and released its first Newsletter 
in January 2003. Together with successfully gaining 
funding support of $7000 from the Conservation 
Alliance, other activities included:
 » A delegation led by Chris Bell met with the PWS on a 

proposal for a communication tower on Mt Olympus. 
This proposal did not proceed.

 » Representation on the Bushwalking and Track Review 
Committee, which was established to advise the 
Environment Minister on track management issues 
relating to National Parks.

 » Representation at a seminar on the Overland Track as 
well as the public forum on the history of Tasmania’s 
National Parks entitled “With Every Step: Reflections 
on the place and meaning of Tasmania’s park system” 
hosted by the National Parks Advisory Council. 

 » Employment of Jacqui Fletcher and Heather 
Kirkpatrick on a part-time basis as campaign officers.

 » Submissions on a proposed car park at Dove Lake at 
Cradle Mountain and the proposed development at 
Pumphouse Point.

Finally, the first AGM was held on Wednesday 28 August 
2002 followed by a public meeting attended by around 
30 people to discuss issues impacting on Tasmania’s 
National Parks.

Another big issue at that time was the handing over of 
the PWS to the Tourism Department. It was separated 
from the Nature Conservation Branch, which remained 
at DPIWE (Department of Primary Industry, Water and 
Environment) where the PWS had previously been. 

Many of the people employed by these departments had 
been unable to speak publicly about the issue and the 
TNPA received a lot of communication regarding this. 
People were appreciative that the TNPA could be a voice 
for their concerns. 

As 2003 rolled on, campaigning focused on several 
proposals for large tourist-related proposals within 
National Parks, including proposals by Doherty Hotels 
at Pumphouse Point on the shores of Lake St Clair 
and Denis Bignold on Maria Island. A public Town Hall 
meeting held in January saw over 200 people attend and 
a weekend of action on Maria Island was organised by 
the TNPA at the end of May and attended by over 180 
people. The ensuing media coverage of the event and 
the media’s exposure of the shoddy and secret way the 
Tasmanian Government had dealt with this issue, and the 
ultimate lack of support for the proposed development, 
was a wonderful outcome. To top off a great effort, the 
Examiner newspaper reported the results of a poll they 
had run which indicated that 73% of respondents did not 
support developments in National Parks.  

Other National Parks were also under threat. In June 
2003 the Huon Valley Council granted an extension of 
the Planning Approval to Stage Design Pty Ltd for a 
proposed development of an accommodation facility for 
up to 80 cabin/units, together with a central complex, 
at Planters Beach, near Cockle Creek, and within the 
South West National Park. The draft Fortescue Bay 
Site Plan also proposed to allow for a commercial 
accommodation facility within the Fortescue Bay area 
within the Tasman National Park.

While the TNPA cannot take sole credit for none of these 
developments proceeding, nevertheless in its first years 
the TNPA had successfully established itself as the 
dominant watchdog of the public interest and voice of the 
people on issues impacting on Tasmania’s National Parks. 

Building on this achievement, in August 2003 the TNPA 
was successful in obtaining a grant of $7500 from the 
Mullum Trust, which was used to establish a Parks 
Guardian and Monitoring Program for which Helen Gee 
was employed.
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On Saturday 9 November 2003, on the shores of Lake St 
Clair and at the source of the Derwent River, and in the 
bicentenary year of the first European settlement on the 
banks of this river, the TNPA revisited the origins of the 
National Park ideal to launch the TNPA Manifesto. Professor 
Jamie Kirkpatrick, in launching the Manifesto, noted that:

"The idea of a Manifesto is absolutely 
wonderful … it’s a message that will resonate 
with just about everyone in our society. It’s 
a message that all will hear and it wasn’t 
coming from conservation organizations 
before TNPA started. I’d like to launch the 
TNPA Manifesto and we’ve got nothing to lose 
but eco-tourism resorts in national parks!!"

And Debbie Quarmby, whose PhD thesis dealt with the 
history of Tasmania’s National Parks, gave the guest 
speech, reminding us that: 

"From its beginnings, Tasmania’s national 
parks movement has not been about making 
money from the reserves, or about providing 
benefits to select groups of people. It has 
been about preserving parts of Tasmania in 
its natural state; respect for natural beauty; 
appreciation of the peace and solitude of 
nature protected from the onslaught of 
‘progress’, protection of wildlife and the 
enjoyment of generations. It has been about 
environmental protection and national 
pride….The potential of reserves to encourage 
visitors to the State was acknowledged, but 
the reserves themselves were quarantined 
from ‘development’ and were not exploited 
for the purpose of making money."

William Simmonds, who was editor of the Mercury 
when National Park (now Mount Field NP) was officially 
opened in 1916, clearly stated the case for protecting 
National Park from exploitation. He declared:

"The only creature to be driven out of the 
Park and kept out with flaming swords is the 
Utilitarian, who would indiscriminately chop 
trees, spoil waterfalls, dig up rare plants, kill 
live things, and spoil and ravage everything 
for money profit. If there ever come to exist 
legislators who cannot see the value of such 
a place we hope it will become a recognised 
custom to shoot them on sight whenever 
seen within three miles of the Park."

If only we had such enlightened editors and  
legislators today!

I will end my reminiscences of the early years of the 
TNPA here. However, as you would all be aware, the 
threats to Tasmania’s conservation reserves have 
not yet been brought to heel. The highly secretive 
Expressions of Interest process continues to hang like 
the Sword of Damocles over Tasmania’s National Parks 
and there is much concern about the weakening of 
transparency and democracy within Tasmania’s new 
state-wide planning system. 

Given these ongoing issues I remain forever thankful 
for the passion and zeal which the current TNPA 
committee, with Nick Sawyer as President, bring to their 
tasks in continuing to fight for and protect the natural 
and cultural jewels within our conservation reserves.

Many have contributed to the work and success of the 
TNPA over the past twenty years – too many to name 
individually. My individual journey and my involvement 
with the TNPA have been incredibly rewarding and I 
personally say a big “Thank You” to all those who have 
been involved and supportive of the TNPA over these 
past 20 years. Furthermore, I encourage you all to stay 
involved and if possible, join the committee. After all, 
the success of any organisation is measured by the 
commitments that its members and supporters make to 
achieving the aim of that organisation. Together we are 
strong but divided we fall!

Tasmania’s National Parks are world-renowned for 
their unique and spectacular landscapes. Images of 
their rugged mountain scenery, wild rivers and remote 
wilderness have come to help define Tasmania. 
While National Parks are vital to ensure the continued 
conservation of Tasmania’s unique plants and animals, 
a fascinating and significant human cultural heritage 
extending back over 40,000 years is also located within 
these parks. 

This is a wonderful legacy that we should all be proud of 
and seek to protect. Indeed, recent polling undertaken 
by Roy Morgan for the TNPA found that 90 per cent 
of Australians support the protection of Australia’s 
wilderness areas. 

Tasmania’s National Parks are a conservation asset  
of unique significance Let us ensure that they remain 
that way.

As Doug Humann stated at the end of his speech at 
the TNPA launch, “The TNPA is a great idea – it should 
operate without fear or favour to protect the interests of 
parks, for people, for all time”.

Happy 20th birthday TNPA!
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TNPA major campaigns  
— the first ten years

The TNPA has run, or been involved in, many 
campaigns during its first 20 years. The following 

lists only the major campaigns, some of which were 
successful. The TNPA does not claim sole credit for 
‘wins’ as there have always been others, groups and 
individuals, who have also fought the battles. 

The chronology is not necessarily accurate – some 
proposals were quietly being hatched well before the 
public heard about them and some of the campaigns 
listed below were still going well into the next decade,  
or had resurfaced.

More details of these campaigns may be found in the 
early editions of TNPA News. See www.tnpa.org.au/
our-journal

Mt Olympus  
communications tower
In 2002 this ‘facility’ was proposed for the summit 
of Mt Olympus (the buttressed mountain that towers 
over Lake St Clair and dominates the ‘iconic’ view from 
Cynthia Bay). As well as the tower there would have been 
a 2.4 metre shed on the summit. See accompanying 
image of Mt Olympus

The TNPA’s Chris Bell, and a delegation of TNPA 
members, met with the General Manager of the PWS 
and expressed opposition to the facility. It was never 
constructed. (see TNPA News #1 2003)

 » Mt Olympus, overlooking Lake St Clair. Image credit: © Chris Bell

https://tnpa.org.au/our-journal/
https://tnpa.org.au/our-journal/
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Cockle Creek East (Planters Beach)
Approval was given on the 25 June 2001 for David 
Marriner of Stage Designs Pty Ltd (Victoria) to construct 
a new road 800m into the Southwest National Park, 
to build a lodge and tavern, 80 cabins, a 50m jetty, 
boathouses and spas, parking for 90 cars and four  
bus bays.

There was no development of the project over the 
following two years and the permit was extended  
in mid-2003 for another year. A stumbling block was  
the bridge at Catamaran, on the only access road to 
Cockle Creek — the bridge had not been designed to 
carry the sort of heavy vehicles that construction of  
the development would require. 

‘No worries mate!’ — On the 28 March 2004 Premier  
Paul Lennon announced that the Government would 
spend $500,000 on the bridge upgrade, and that  
a development agreement had been signed with  
David Marriner.

Earlier, with scant community consultation, the 
Management Plan for the South West National Park 
(within the TWWHA) had been specifically altered 
in order to allow the East Cockle development. The 
development site was re-zoned into the Cockle Creek 
East Visitor Services Site.

The proposed development would have heavily 
impacted Aboriginal heritage sites and was opposed by 
the South East Tasmanian Aboriginal Corporation and 
the Tasmanian Aboriginal Land Council.

The TNPA actively opposed the development, through 
a range of actions, including writing letters to David 
Marriner and encouraging members to do the same. 
In all likelihood as a result of protests, the developer 
decided in December 2006 to pursue approval for 
construction of the main lodge building and carpark 
development on private land adjoining the National Park. 
(This did not eventuate).

 » Cockle Creek, Recherche Bay, near the proposed Planters Beach development. Image credit: © Grant Dixon
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Lake St Clair, Pumphouse Point
In 2001 Michael Doherty, owner of the Wilderness 
Photography Gallery at Cradle Mountain (outside the Park) 
proposed a luxury development at Pumphouse Point on 
the southern end of Lake St Clair. The proposal comprised 
a sixty-bedroom accommodation complex, bistro bar, 
restaurant and boat jetty for a 100-seat boat. The TNPA 
actively opposed this development suggesting that it 
be sited outside the Park. TNPA’s Chris Bell, an eminent 
wilderness photographer, declined an invitation to display 
his work in the Gallery in protest at Doherty’s proposed 
development. Doherty pulled out in Spring 2003. 

In early 2008 a new development application was 
submitted by Simon Currant and Associates. This 
proposal was considerably smaller, being based on the 
reuse of existing buildings and developed areas. While 
the TNPA and others again opposed this development, it 
was subsequently approved. Delayed due to the Global 
Financial Crisis this development opened in early 2015. 

Lake St Clair, Cynthia Bay
In 2004 the Tasmanian public was invited to comment 
on a proposal by ES Link Pty Ltd for a large-scale 
expansion of accommodation facilities (including 18 
new lakeside cabins) at Cynthia Bay, at Lake St Clair, 
within the TWWHA. In its submission the TNPA argued 
that the proposed redevelopment at Cynthia Bay would 
be in breach of the management objectives and that any 

further expansion of accommodation facilities should be 
undertaken outside the park, possibly at Derwent Bridge.

While this proposal was approved, the proponent 
submitted a revised development application in late 2007 
which again was approved despite ongoing opposition.  
In 2009 Eco-Geo International Pty Ltd bought the lease 
and work on redeveloping the accommodation facilities 
progressed, with further amendments to the planning 
permit being granted in 2011 and 2014. 

Maria Island
In the early 2000’s a 200-bed conference centre was 
proposed for Darlington, in the Maria Island National 
Park, by Denis Bignold. In May 2003 a weekend of 
celebration and protest organized by the TNPA drew 
over 180 people to the island. There was widespread 
public opposition to the development.

Bignold’s deadline lapsed on 30 June without delivery 
of this proposal. However in March 2005 the Dept of 
Tourism, Parks, Heritage and the Arts sought EoIs 
for commercial visitor service operations within the 
Darlington Precinct. Nothing eventuated at Darlington 
but in November 2005 exclusive commercial access was 
granted to Ian Johnstone for his Maria Island Walk, which 
is still operating. At time of writing this (Oct 2021) there is 
a new proposal, arising through the State Government’s 
secretive EoI process, for an accommodation-based 
‘visitor experience’ based at Darlington.

 » Painted Cliffs, Maria Island. Image credit: © Grant Dixon
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Crescent Bay
In March 2004, Safety Cove Holdings Pty Ltd lodged 
an application for development of a Tourist Retreat 
comprising 60 rooms, adjacent to the Tasman National 
Park and within the Coastal Protection Zone. While 
approval was initially granted by the Tasman Council, 
the Resource Planning and Development Commission 
(RPDC) upheld an appeal on the grounds that the 
development was contrary to the principle enshrined in 
the State Coastal Policy.

In June 2007 the Tasman Council received another 
application from Miff Pty Ltd. To be known as 
Remarkable Lodge (no doubt due to the nearby 
Remarkable Cave) and managed by Baillie Lodges,  
run by businessman Dick Smith’s daughter and her 
husband, the development proposal consisted of 
20 suites, a retreat/wellbeing centre, restaurant and 
bar, meeting/conference facilities and wilderness 
experiences. However, this proposal was rejected  
by the Council in July 2007. 

The Remarkable Lodge development was revived 
with another application to the Tasman Council in 
March 2008, necessitating a third submission from 
the TNPA opposing such a development on this 
site. The proposal was approved by the Council the 
following month. The TNPA joined several others 
in appealing this decision to the RPDC. However, 
the appeal was lost. Subsequently delayed due to 
the Global Financial Crisis, in 2012 the proposed 
development was postponed indefinitely when 
the State Government did not provide sufficient 
funding for associated infrastructure. While interest 
in the proposal was revived in 2017, to date this 
development has not eventuated.

 » Crescent Bay, Tasman National Park. Image credit: © Rob Blakers
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Three Capes Walk
This proposed multi-day walk on Tasman Peninsula, 
was first announced by the State Government in May 
2007 when it released a feasibility study.  This study 
followed the preparation of a Great Bushwalk Scoping 
Study in March 2006. The Walk was to be set up and run 
by a GBE (Government Business Enterprise). To quote 
TNPA News #10 (Autumn 2008): The PWS … “proposed 
spending $15million on a commercial, 6-day-and-5-
night, tent-free, ‘iconic’ walk through Tasman National 
Park – incorporating two boat trips.” Accommodation 
was to be in five ‘nodes’ (= clusters of buildings and 
associated infrastructure).

The Federal Government matched the State’s $15 million.

The Walk could not go ahead without changes to the 
Tasman National Park Management Plan.

The TNPA ran a long campaign against the proposal, 
including having input into the Feasibility Study, 
a submission into the proposed changes to the 
Management Plan for the Park and running the  
‘Keep the Capes Wild” campaign. The TNPA also 
developed an alternative walking proposal for the 
Tasman Peninsula based on the highly successful  
Great Ocean Walk in Victoria. 

The Three Capes Walk did eventuate but in an 
abbreviated form, with only the two eastern capes  
(Pillar and Hauy) included in the 4 day/3 night walk.  
A parallel commercially operated ‘luxury’ walk is now 
also in operation in the National Park. The upgraded 
day walk to Cape Raoul (the third cape) is touted as 
completion of the project.

 » View to The Blade and Cape Pillar, Tasman National Park. The Blade is included in the Three Capes Track.  
Image credit: © Chris Bell
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Macquarie Island Pest Eradication
The Autumn 2006 issue of TNPA News included an 
article by Margie Jenkin on the major problem of rabbits 
and rodents on subantarctic Macquarie Island, World 
Heritage listed and legally part of Tasmania. This article 
caught the attention of local media and attracted strong 
interest, not just locally but interstate and internationally. 

“On 26 March 2007 the Lennon (State) Government 
announced that they would not co-fund the Plan to 
Eradicate Rabbits and Rodents from Subantarctic 
Macquarie Island” (TNPA News #8 2007)

“In February TNPA representatives attended a meeting 
with Francesco Bandarin, Director of the World Heritage 
Centre and Giovanni Boccardi, head of the Asia-Pacific 
Unit of the World Heritage Centre to raise the issue.” (Ibid)

The eradication program which did eventuate, largely 
as a result of lobbying by the TNPA, was a huge 
success. An article by Jenny Scott, a major player in the 
eradication program, in TNPA News #18 (2014) is titled 
“Macquarie Island Without Rabbits, Rats or Mice” and 
includes ‘before and after’ images from the island.

Watch a video on this outstanding story of the 
successful pest eradication program on World Heritage-
listed sub-Antarctic Macquarie Island — and the part 
played by the TNPA: www.tnpa.org.au/macquarie-
island-pest-eradication-project

To view the video (25 mins long) scroll down to  
‘Watch Video’

 » Macquarie Island. Image credit: © Grant Dixon
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Honorary life members

Chris Bell
Chris has been a passionate conservationist ever since 
arriving in Tasmania in 1972 for the campaign to save 
Lake Pedder.  He was a founding member of both the 
TNPA and The Wilderness Society, overseeing the 
production of the first colour journal of the Wilderness 
Society in 1982. 

Many will know Chris as one of Tasmania’s leading 
wilderness photographers. His eye for the beauty of 
nature and passion for our wild places is evident in 
Chris’s five published books on Australia’s natural areas 
(with more in the pipeline).

Chris has been involved with the TNPA from the start, 
serving on the Management Committee as President, 
Vice President and Committee Member, and supporting 
the work of the organization for all of its twenty years.  

Chris was the principal author of the TNPA Manifesto 
(an impressive document which can be viewed on the 
TNPA website).

In 2002 Chris was instrumental in helping Parks and 
Wildlife decide not to build a communications tower on 
Mount Olympus, which would have been a huge visual 
scar to the Cradle Mountain-Lake St. Clair National Park.

Another win was the removal of the brand new standing 
camp at Bryans Beach (which had yet to be occupied) 
after Chris and his partner discovered and disclosed 
to the media that the camp had been established 
despite the fact that a Sea Eagle’s nest was directly 
overhead — in direct contravention of P&W guidelines.

Robert Campbell
Robert was one of the founding TNPA members and has 
shared the story of the organisation’s beginnings for the 
TNPA’s recent 20th anniversary event.

Robert’s contributions to the TNPA have been 
longstanding and varied, evidenced by the many articles 
that he penned for TNPA News.  See Our Journal - 
Tasmanian National Parks Association (tnpa.org.au)  
and scroll down to the early issues.

He held office as President (for 7 years), Vice-president 
and committee member, for some of those years while 
living in Victoria, but making frequent work-related visits 
to Tasmania. In the early 2000’s Robert represented 
the TNPA on the Government’s Bushwalking and Track 
Review Panel.

In the period leading up to the Tasmanian World Heritage 
Area Management Plan 2016 Robert initiated meetings 
with members of other Tasmanian environmental 
groups and individuals — recognising the importance of 
conservationists getting together and speaking to the 
media with one voice. This collaboration, by email as 
well as face to face, has continued to this day.

In recent years Robert’s work commitments have not 
allowed time for TNPA activities but he has always kept 
up with the major campaigns and issues, despite living 
in Victoria, and with retirement plans to get back to 
greater involvement with the organisation.

 » Honorary Life Member Chris Bell receiving award from 
TNPA President Nick Sawyer. Image credit: © Grant Dixon  » Honorary Life Member Robert Campbell — in his element!
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TNPA major campaigns  
— 2011 to 2021
Note: Some of these campaigns had their genesis in the previous decade.

Extensions to the Tasmanian Wilderness World Heritage Area
Under the Tasmanian Forest Agreement (TFA) 75,000 
ha of forests identified as having high conservation 
value were added to the Tasmanian Wilderness World 
Heritage Area (the TWWHA). These extensions were 
listed by the World Heritage Convention in June 2013. 

Following the Coalition’s win at the 2013 Federal 
election, new Prime Minister Tony Abbott announced in 
January 2014 that his Government would seek to revoke 
some of these extensions. The TNPA joined the fight to 
oppose this. In late June 2014 the United Nations World 
Heritage Committee unanimously rejected the delisting.

 » Part of this area included in extensions to the Tasmanian Wilderness World Heritage Area.  
Image credit: © Grant Dixon
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Tasmanian Wilderness World Heritage Management Plan 
(TWWHAMP) 2016
In 2014 the Tasmanian Liberal Party won office with 
the stated intention of ‘unlocking our Parks’. The 
1999 Tasmanian Wilderness World Heritage Area 
Management Plan (the TWWHAMP) was overdue for 
review and the Hodgman Government set about drafting 
a Management Plan that would fit with its plan to allow 
commercial tourism developments in the TWWHA. 

The existing 1999 TWWHAMP had been developed by 
experienced planners from the PWS, using a long and 
thorough process of public consultation. 

In contrast, the 2014 review of the Plan was carried 
out by staff from the Policy Section of the Department 
of Primary Industry Parks Water and the Environment 
(DPIPWE). There was minimal public consultation and the 
draft plan contained almost no mention of wilderness.

The importance of all environment groups and 
representatives speaking publicly on the draft TWWHAMP 
with the one voice was apparent and so TNPA president 
Robert Campbell initiated informal communication and 
meetings with members of other Tasmanian eNGO’s. 

(Communication between environmental groups on 
issues of concern has continued since then).

The campaign for raising public awareness of the 
implications of the draft Plan and encouraging people 
to submit comment on the draft Plan resulted in over 
7,500 submissions which resulted in the restoration of 
some acknowledgement and protection of wilderness, 
although less comprehensive than had been in the  
1999 Plan.

On 2 July 2015 at its meeting in Bonn, UNESCO’s  
World Heritage Committee expressed remarkably  
strong criticism of the 2014 draft TWWHAMP. The 
Committee issued a list of actions that needed  
to be taken, including that the Plan must state that 
‘wilderness character’ is a key value of the TWWHA  
and that there be strict criteria for assessing new 
tourism developments within the TWWHA.  It has taken 
the State Government some years to start acting on  
a number of these requirements, including drafting  
a Tourism Master Plan for the TWWHA, even though  
the TWWHAMP was finalised in 2016.

 » Tasmanian Wilderness World Heritage Area. Image credit: © Grant Dixon
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EoI’s – Expressions of Interest
In December 2014 the Tasmanian Government released 
a document entitled Parks 21, subtitled The Tasmania 
Parks and Wildlife Service and Tasmanian Tourism 
Industry Joint Strategic Action Plan for tourism in 
Tasmania’s parks and reserves in the 21st Century.

This document, in effect, obliged the PWS to assist 
commercial tourism operators in establishing 
businesses within Parks and Reserves, including  
within the TWWHAMP.

The Mercury of 21 June 2014 included a call to tourism 
proponents to submit expressions of interest for 
commercial tourism ventures within Tasmania’s  
National Parks.

From the start the TNPA has been highly critical of the 
opaque process for assessment of EoI proposals. The 
only publicly available information is a few lines on the 
website of the Coordinator-General (and later even this 
was discontinued) and proposals were/are assessed by 
an unaccountable panel. 

The public learns about proposals only if a change 
to a statutory Management Plan is required or once 
proposals have the green light to proceed. (see  
TNPA News #22).

In Sept 2021 Parks Minister Jacquie Petrusma 
announced reforms to the PWS’ (non-statutory) Reserve 
Activity Assessment (RAA) process to be enshrined 
in legislation: “a dedicated statutory environmental 
impact and planning assessment process”. This is what 
the TNPA has been advocating for years (see TNPA 
News #22) but at the current time (Oct 2021) the TNPA 
is waiting to see the actual wording of the proposed 
legislative changes.  The reforms, which appear to be 
at least partly a response to the Lake Malbena legal 
proceedings, are expected to lead to more robust 
assessment of EoI proposals.

 » South Coast Track — there is an EoI for a hut-based commercial walk in this currently wild and remote area. 
Image credit: © Grant Dixon
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kunanyi/Mt Wellington
In 2015 the Tasmanian Government announced T21, a 
partnership between the Tasmanian Government and 
the Tourism Industry Council of Tasmania (TICT) to 
grow annual visitor numbers to Tasmania to 1.5 million 
by 2020. The Hobart City Council (HCC) embraced this 
Strategy, seeing kunanyi/Mt Wellington as a site which 
could help serve up the target numbers.

The TNPA (along with many local residents) was alarmed 
at the prospect of encouraging even more visitors to ‘The 
Mountain’ when the eastern side of kunanyi was already 
overcrowded much of the time — and not only would the 
natural values of Wellington Park be negatively impacted 
but also the quality of the visitor experience.

See TNPA News #25 (Spring 2017), article entitled “How 
Not to Keep kunanyi/Mt Wellington Wild” and TNPA 
News #27 (Spring 2018) and #28 (Autumn-Winter 2019).

The 2020-2021 halt to international visitation and 
reduction in interstate visitor numbers, due to Covid-19, 
has given Wellington Park, and local Tasmanians, a 
reprieve from the overcrowding and commodification of 
this special place.

Over a number of years TNPA committee members 
have had numerous meetings with Hobart City 
Councillors and Council officers in relation to a range of 
issues affecting kunanyi/Mt Wellington.

In 2020 the TNPA produced a detailed response to the 
proposed Mountain Bike network of tracks for the Mt 
Wellington foothills. 

The TNPA actively opposed the proposed Mt Wellington 
Cable Car (with associated large-scale structures 
above the Organ Pipes). In July 2021 the development 
application for the proposal was refused by Hobart City 
Council but in August the proponents announced that 
they would appeal the decision — so the matter is not  
yet settled. 

 » kunanyi/Mt Wellington. Image credit: © Michael Roberts
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Lake Malbena
Lake Malbena is a lake in a remote part of the Walls 
of Jerusalem National Park, within the TWWHA. In 
the 1950’s, well before the area had been included 
in a National Park, a hut was built by Reg Hall on an 
island (which came to be called Halls Island) on Lake 
Malbena. Hall obtained a lease for his hut. After the 
death of Reg Hall the lease remained with his family 
and in 2016 was transferred to professional trout 
guide Daniel Hackett with the intention of ensuring the 
long-term preservation of Reg Hall’s now-historic hut.

Halls Island is the site for a proposed helicopter-based 
tourism development by a company established by 
Hackett called Wild Drake. Hackett proposes to build a 
‘standing camp’ for visitor accommodation — permanent 
structures — and Reg Hall’s hut will remain as a museum 
piece. The initial application for the development was 
through the Tasmanian Government’s EoI process 
(see above). In the 1999 Management Plan Halls Island 
was zoned ‘Wilderness’, which would have precluded 
consideration of Wild Drake’s proposal but in the 
2016 Management Plan the zoning was changed to 
‘Self-Reliant Recreation’. The zoning change was not 
foreshadowed in the 2014 draft Management Plan, or 
otherwise announced, so there was no opportunity for 
the public comment on it. 

The proposal required approval under both State  
and Federal legislation, as well as the [Tasmanian]  
Parks and Wildlife Service’s non-statutory Reserve 
Activity Assessment (RAA), which did not require  
public comment.

The State (RAA) assessment approved the proposal, as 
did the then Federal Environment Minister. The Federal 
decision was challenged by the Wilderness Society. 
In September 2020 the current Federal Minister’s 
announced her decision that “the likely impacts to the 
unique values of the Tasmanian Wilderness World 
Heritage Area (TWWHA) warrant a formal assessment”. 
The final outcome is pending.

In Feb 2019, at a special meeting, Central Highlands 
Council (the Planning Authority for the area that 
would be impacted by this development) refused the 
proponent’s DA for the proposal. (The TNPA’s Nick 
Sawyer spoke, as a representor, to the meeting).

The proponent, Wild Drake, appealed the Council’s 
decision in the Resource Management and Planning 
Appeal Tribunal (RMPAT). The TNPA (together with 
the Wilderness Society and two individuals) joined the 
appeal to support the Council’s refusal. 

The TNPA launched a fundraising appeal to cover the 
considerable costs of legal representation and expert 
witnesses. (See TNPA News #28)

RMPAT heard this appeal from 24-28 June 2019, with 
an additional hearing on August 8-9 2019 to hear further 
evidence about wedge-tailed eagles and for the legal 
representatives to present closing submissions. The 
decision was released on 21 October 2019 in favour of 
the proposal going ahead. 

On 14 January 2020 the same appellants as previously 
(which included the TNPA) filed an appeal to the 
Supreme Court of Tasmania against the RMPAT 
decision. The Supreme Court’s decision was handed 
down on 6 July 2020. Neither of the appellants’ grounds 
of appeal had succeeded. The TNPA and the Wilderness 
Society decided to challenge this decision by appealing 
to the full bench of the Supreme Court. The fundraising 
for Malbena continued!

The case was heard on 2 October 2020 but a backlog 
of cases resulting from the Covid-19 shutdown earlier 
in 2020 meant that the decision was not handed down 
until 15 September 2021, when it was announced in a 
2:1 majority decision that the Supreme Court required 
RMPAT to consider whether the proposal complies 
with the “prescriptive requirements” of the Tasmanian 
Wilderness World Heritage Area Management Plan 
2016. This was a win for the appellants, including the 
TNPA. (see www.tnpa.org.au/lake-malbena-appeal)

Wild Drake may yet appeal to the High Court.

http://www.tnpa.org.au/lake-malbena-appeal
https://tnpa.org.au/lake-malbena-appeal/
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Tourism
Tasmania, along with ‘destinations’ all over the world, has 
in recent years been grappling with the impacts of mass 
tourism and the TNPA has been particularly concerned 
about the negative consequences for our National 
Parks and reserves, including through the impacts of 
commercial tourism developments in our Parks, as 
mentioned above. (See TNPA News #24 and #25).

Wilderness
The TNPA has continued to push for a clear definition 
of the term ‘Wilderness’, which has tended to be 
appropriated by those elements of the tourism 
industry which want to profit from protected and 
remote areas. (see TNPA News #26) 

In 2018 the TNPA co-published the book Refining  
the Definition of Wilderness. (see TNPA News #27)

Planning
Over many years the TNPA has advocated changes 
to Tasmania’s planning laws in relation to Parks 
and reserved land. The professional experience and 
knowledge within TNPA’s management committee 
has played a significant role in not only informing the 
Tasmanian public but also has been an important 
resource for other environmental groups. (See  
TNPA News #24)

In meetings with State politicians the TNPA has 
pointed out the current lack of statutory planning laws 
for Tasmania’s National Parks and has emphasised 
the need to get the planning right in order to protect 
Tasmania’s most prized asset, its National Parks  
and reserves.

 » Lake Malbena. Image credit: © Rob Blakers
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Get back to basics
NICHOLAS SAWYER

Our National Parks and other reserves are more 
popular than ever. This is fundamentally a good 

thing. National Parks and all aspects of the natural world 
need public support to survive. People who visit National 
Parks and value them for what they are become their 
strongest advocates.

But the usual management reaction to large visitor 
numbers is to build additional infrastructure (paths, 
lookouts) to facilitate even higher visitor numbers while 
reducing impacts on natural values. This is usually 
seen as the only solution, especially by tourism industry 
spokespersons, who rarely look beyond total visitor 
numbers. But the downside is that this infrastructure 
typically makes it harder for visitors to connect with 
and appreciate nature; surely these are the fundamental 
reasons for visiting a National Park? And the more 
substantial the infrastructure (enclosed viewing shelter, 
‘luxury’ commercial accommodation, cable car) the 
greater the disconnect.

It is imperative that we do not lose sight of this basic 
consideration. A reduced connection with nature is not 
good for the individuals involved or, in the long-term, for 
the tourism industry, which should be concerned by the 
erosion of one of Tasmania’s key points of difference 
from other destinations: the opportunity to experience 
wild nature. Tasmania is synonymous with wilderness; 
it should be a ‘no brainer’ that we need to protect it, 
not whittle it away.

Alternatives to the ‘build more infrastructure’ approach 
rarely receive the consideration they deserve. 

The idea of limiting peak visitor numbers so that all have 
a reasonable experience is usually met with immediate 
rejection, but it deserves serious consideration. Nobody 
likes needing to make a booking but it can be very simple 
if done via an app on a phone, and many will see it as a 
worthwhile trade off if it guarantees access and a better 
experience. It does not necessarily reduce total visitor 
numbers, it can spread the load throughout the day, 
or possibly the season. Tasmania has had a booking 
system to regulate numbers on the Overland Track since 
2005 and the PWS is introducing voluntary numbers 
limits on other popular tracks. Nobody claims that 
setting and implementing a ‘carrying capacity’ is easy  
but we need to consider it in more accessible areas too. 

Another obvious alternative is to divert visitors to 
comparable locations elsewhere. This has obvious 
advantages of spreading the load on accommodation 
as well as the destination itself. It is already an accepted 
part of tourism strategy but the problem is that most 
visitors want to see a few key ‘iconic’ locations such as 
Wineglass Bay at Freycinet, or Cradle Mountain from 
Dove Lake. If visits to such places are rationed, it is likely 
that this will divert some visitors elsewhere.

The dominant consideration in all park planning should 
be ‘don’t forget the basic reasons why people visit 
national parks’. It is to get an opportunity to experience 
wild nature in a relatively uncrowded situation. If this 
consideration was always the top priority we would avoid 
the overdevelopment which is becoming far too common. 
The appropriate visitor numbers and facilities obviously 
vary with location — in a remote wilderness location 
almost any visitors or infrastructure is too much — in 
accessible locations where most visits occur, far more 
people and more infrastructure are appropriate — but 
the principle of considering the visitor experience and 
minimising infrastructure applies to all locations. 
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Wilderness support  
opinion poll 2021 results
MARTIN HAWES AND GRANT DIXON

Summary
A national opinion poll conducted in May 2021 by Roy 
Morgan Research Ltd. has found that 90% of Australians 
agree with the statement ‘Australia’s remaining 
wilderness areas should be protected’. The margin 
of error for this figure is ±1.7%. Seventy-one per cent 
strongly agree. Only 7% disagree.

The poll, which was commissioned by wilderness 
researchers Martin Hawes and Grant Dixon, also found 
that 91% of Australians consider it important to protect 
the remoteness of wilderness areas. Only 3% consider  
it unimportant.

Sixty-three per cent agree that luxury lodges and 
helicopter-based tourism should be kept outside 
wilderness areas. This is three times the number  
who disagree.

Support for protecting wilderness was consistent across 
all demographic categories, with slightly higher support 
among females (92% vs 87%). Support also cut broadly 
across political lines, with 86% of Coalition voters and 
92% of Labor voters agreeing that wilderness should  
be protected.

For a full report on the poll, go to www.tnpa.org.au/
wilderness-support-opinion-poll-2021

Background
A nationwide poll was conducted by Roy Morgan 
Research Ltd. in May 2021 to assess the level of public 
support for protecting Australia’s wilderness areas. 
The poll was commissioned by wilderness researchers 
Martin Hawes and Grant Dixon as part of an ongoing 
program of research into the definition and protection  
of wilderness.

Wilderness areas are places where the natural 
world remains largely undisturbed by the impacts 
and activities of modern technological society. 
Contemporary definitions acknowledge that wilderness 
includes areas that are or have been traditionally 
inhabited, utilised and influenced by Indigenous people, 
as is the case with most Australian wilderness areas.

Wilderness areas have ecological, Indigenous, 
experiential and cultural values (Casson et al. 2016; 
Hawes et al. 2018). They provide vital ecological services 
including climate stabilisation, carbon sequestration and 
the maintenance of biodiversity. They also offer unique 
opportunities for self-reliant recreation in natural settings. 
Many people enjoy wilderness vicariously and appreciate 
the fact that it exists, even if they never go there.

Australia is one of only five countries that collectively 
contain over 70% of the Earth’s remaining wilderness 
outside Antarctica (Watson et al. 2018). Yet wilderness 
is rapidly being lost, both globally and within Australia. 
By some estimates, an area of wilderness larger than 
India has been lost since the mid-1990s (same ref.). In 
Australia, wilderness and wilderness values are at risk 
from developments such as land clearance, mining and 
inappropriate tourism development.

Broadly speaking, there are two ways in which 
wilderness and wilderness values can be damaged 
and lost. The first is by direct physical disruption or 
damage, such as the clearance of native woodlands 
and inundation by artificial impoundments. The second 
way is more subtle, and involves compromising the 
remoteness and wildness of wilderness areas. For 
example, landing helicopters in remote areas may not 
have a significant impact on the physical landscape, but 
it can substantially reduce the quality of wildness and 
isolation of an area.

Recent controversies such as those over proposed 
commercial tourism developments in South Australia’s 
Flinders Chase National Park, and at Lake Malbena 
in Tasmania’s remote Central Highlands (part of the 
Tasmanian Wilderness World Heritage Area), have 
highlighted widespread concern in the Australian 
community about the protection and management of 
Australia’s remaining wilderness. However, the authors 
are not aware of any recent polls that have measured 
the level of this concern. This poll was commissioned to 
redress that lack.
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Design and conduct of the poll
The poll consisted of four questions. Three of these 
related to wilderness, while the fourth related to  
political preference.

The questions were drafted by the authors and refined 
by specialists at Roy Morgan Research Ltd. to minimise 
the risk of bias and ambiguity.

The questions were asked as part of an omnibus poll 
that was conducted online during the week ending 16 
May 2021. The poll was completed by 1207 respondents 
aged 18 and upwards.

The three wilderness-related questions were prefaced 
with an introductory/explanatory sentence.

Results
Question #1

Wilderness areas are large natural areas of land that have 
not been significantly modified by the impact or activities 
of modern society.

Please say whether you agree or disagree with the 
following statement

Australia’s remaining wilderness areas should  
be protected.

Question #2

There are currently proposals to develop tourism ventures 
in Australian wilderness areas such as developing 
accommodation and /or flying clients in to remote areas 
by helicopter.

Please say whether you agree or disagree with the 
following statement

Luxury lodges and helicopter-based tourism should be 
kept outside Australia’s wilderness areas.

Question #3

Wilderness areas may contain areas which are remote 
from access and remote from roads, human settlement 
or agriculture.

How important is it to protect the remoteness of 
wilderness areas?
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Those other concerns
NICHOLAS SAWYER

This 20th anniversary edition of TNPA News showcases 
some of the TNPA’s main achievements and campaigns 
during our 20-year existence. Most articles relate to 
tourism development and recreational use in our national 
parks and other reserves. This is where the TNPA has put 
most of its effort because it has the greatest opportunity 
to influence outcomes, but this does not mean that these 
issues are the most important.

The existential threat to our National Parks is climate 
change. It will most likely manifest itself in the form 
of larger, more frequent or more intense bushfires but 
devastation could be caused directly by drought or by 
introduced pathogens or species which thrive in the  
new climate. 

Many of the Gondwanan species which make Tasmania 
so special are ‘climate refugees’ already — it might  
not take much more climate change to push them  
over the brink.

Biosecurity is the other potentially huge, but largely 
neglected, concern. One of the TNPA’s greatest 
achievements is its role in initiating the Macquarie Island 
Pest Eradication Project. Now completed, this succeeded 
in reversing the impacts of decades of destruction by 
a few introduced pest species. Closer to home, deer 
numbers are increasing alarmingly and spreading into 
the TWWHA and other reserves. And phytophthora and 
other pathogens remain a hidden threat.

 » Climate change: fire-damaged landscape in the Tasmanian Wilderness World Heritage Area (summer 2018–2019 
fires). Image credit: © Loic Auderset



 » The TNPA’s celebratory birthday cake. Image credit: © Grant Dixon

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: Loic Auderset, Chris Bell, Rob 
Blakers, Robert Campbell, Grant Dixon, Catharine Errey, 
Martin Hawes, Michael Roberts, Nick Sawyer. Original 
articles in TNPA News may be reproduced, but please 
acknowledge the author and source. 

Contributions to TNPA News No.33 are welcome 
(deadline 28 Feb 2022). Please send contributions to: 
info@tnpa.org.au (attention: TNPA News editor). 

This newsletter was correct at 20 October 2021. 

 » Editor TNPA News 32: Catharine Errey 
 » Newsletter production by Tasprint.

Get in touch
 » Email: info@tnpa.org.au 
 » Website: www.tnpa.org.au 
 » Facebook: www.facebook.com/TasmanianNational 

ParksAssociation 
 » Postal address: GPO Box 2188, Hobart, Tasmania, 7001

Tasmanian National Parks 
Association Inc
Patron: Peter Cundall 

TNPA Management Committee

 » President: Nicholas Sawyer 
 » Vice President: Grant Dixon 
 » Vice President: Catharine Errey 
 » Treasurer: Craig Allen 
 » Secretary: Val Baxter 
 » Public Officer: Craig Allen 
 » Other committee members:  

Chris Bell (until Jan 2021), Rosemary Costin

Meetings
Management Committee meetings are held 
approximately 10 times per year. Members and 
supporters are welcome to attend meetings. 

Members wishing to attend Management Committee 
meetings please contact the TNPA (info@tnpa.org.au) 
for date, time and venue of next meeting.
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