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Cathedral Cave at Waterfall Bay on the Tasman Peninsula. The walls and 
ceilings of Tasmanian sea caves are often covered in sponges and other 
invertebrates such as these anemone-like yellow zoanthids. Compared to 
other parts of the world, the walls and ceilings of Tasmanian submarine 
caves are teeming with life. Waterfall Bay has an amazing system of caves 
and cliffs. The geomorphology and marine life in this area attract divers 
from around the world, yet there is no no-take Marine Protected Area 
here. (See article inside: Tasmanian Marine Protected Areas)
Image credit: © Jon Bryan
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• The TNPA, along with other appellants, filed an appeal 
in the Supreme Court of Tasmania, arguing that RMPAT 
erred in relying on the Parks and Wildlife’s Reserve Activity 
Assessment (RAA) to determine whether the Halls Island, 
Lake Malbena, proposal is in accordance with the TWWHA 
Management Plan 2016. (The appeal is underway at the time 
of writing - July)

• The TNPA shared a Wilderness Society (TWS) media release 
regarding new RTI documents which reveal that: -

• Annual rent for the 10ha Lake Malbena site (which lies 
in the TWWHA) will be a mere $4000

• The lease for the site was signed before the DA, 
State Government assessment and Commonwealth 
Government assessment had been completed

JANUARY 2020

Timeline -  
What has the 

TNPA been up to 
over the past  

6 months?

The TNPA submitted a comment on the Walls of Jerusalem 
Recreation Zone Plan, which proposes new walker 
infrastructure, but, as the TNPA pointed out, does not address 
managing the large increase in visitor numbers to the area. 
(see https://tnpa.org.au/proposed-new-walker-infrastructure-
for-walls-of-jerusalem/). The TNPA also wrote a letter to the 
Minister for Parks, Roger Jaensch, pointing out the imperative 
for managing visitor numbers in the Walls of Jerusalem.

• TNPA President Nick Sawyer had a letter published in The 
Mercury pointing out that the lease for the Halls Island (Lake 
Malbena) private commercial project was signed by the 
Tasmanian Government in 2018, well before the approvals 
process for the project was concluded. This had come to light 
through an RTI request to the State Ombudsman’s Office, 
which had been made 2 years ago!

• Three TNPA management committee members met with 
Don Thomson, project manager for the WPMT’s Wellington 
Park Visitation & Recreation Strategy Project, which has the 
aim “To identify the visitation and recreational needs and 
opportunities that can be sustainably provided in the Park 
and provide recommendations and actions to realise these 
opportunities for the next 10 years.”

FEBRUARY 2020

• The TNPA was one of 17 NGOs which signed a letter to Roger 
Jaensch (State Minister for Planning, the Environment and Parks) 
requesting an indefinite suspension of all public consultation 
on proposed legislation until large public gatherings were again 
permitted. (Covid-19 restrictions came in during March).

• The TNPA contacted the project manager for the Tyndall Range 
‘Next Iconic Walk,’ to enquire about the feasibility study for the 
project. (see article on the history of this project, so far, on page 4)

The TNPA Facebook page included, among other posts: -

• Link to a Tasmanian Times article about illegal helicopter 
landings on a beach in the TWWHA 

• Link to a DPIPWE announcement of the launch of the D             
raft TWWHA Tourism Master Plan

• Link to a PWS announcement of closure of Tasmanian 
National Parks and reserves due to Covid-19 

MARCH 2020

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

CAR Comprehensive, Adequate and 
Representative 

DA Development application
DPIPWE  Department of Primary 

Industries, Parks, Water and 
Environment

EIS Environmental Impact Statement
EoI Expression of Interest (in this 

context this refers to commercial 
tourism ventures proposed for 
National Parks)

FAWAHA  Fishers and Walkers Against 
Helicopter Access

MPA Marine Protected Area – the 
marine equivalent of a National 
Park

MTB Mountain bike
NGO Non-government organisation

PWS Parks and Wildlife Service
RAA Reserve Activity Assessment – 

this is the Parks and Wildlife’s 
assessment process for proposals 
in National Parks and reserves.

RMPAT  Resource Management Planning 
and Appeal Tribunal

RTI Right to Information
STT Sustainable Timbers Tasmania 

(formerly known as Forestry 
Tasmania)

RZP Recreation Zone Plan
TWWHA  Tasmanian Wilderness World 

Heritage Area
WHA World Heritage Area
WOJ Walls of Jerusalem
WPMT  Wellington Park Management 

Trust

ACRONYM GUIDE   



• The TNPA wrote to the Premier urging the reopening of 
National Parks and reserves closed as part of the Covid-19 
restrictions, arguing that the total closures unnecessarily 
restricted the opportunities for exercising while maintaining 
social distancing. 

• The TNPA contacted the project manager for the Tyndalls 
(‘Iconic’) walk, to check on progress.

Input to Draft TWWHA Fire Management Plan: - 

The TNPA was invited by PWS staff to meet to discuss a fire 
management plan for the TWWHA. The TNPA’s Nick Sawyer and 
Grant Dixon met with the author and directed her to relevant 
documents, including a report released by TNPA following the 
2018/2019 fires.  

Input to Windemere Hut Plan: -

The TNPA commented on the site plan for the proposed new 
(replacement) Windermere hut on the Overland Track. The 
TNPA’s view is that the hut is unnecessarily large given that most 
Overland Track walkers stay at Waterfall Valley or here, not both.

‘Riding the Mountain’ Draft Mountain Bike Network Plan for the 
kunanyi/Mt Wellington foothills: -

Members of the TNPA management committee met online to 
discuss the proposed network of existing and new MTB tracks 
on the lower slopes of kunanyi/Mt Wellington. They drew up the 
TNPA's position and submitted it to Hobart City Council. In order 
to limit environmental impacts, the TNPA proposes that the 
number of new MTB tracks be kept to the minimum necessary 
to address the desires of local riders for improved connectivity, 
and that it is not appropriate to build new steep downhill MTB 

MAY 2020 tracks in the area. It also advocates that several shared use tracks 
revert to walker use only.

Draft Tourism Master Plan for the TWWHA: -

The TNPA, which along with other conservation groups, had 
declined to participate in the consultation process on the 
Tourism Master Plan, issued a Critique of the Plan (see TNPA 
website: https://tnpa.org.au/draft-twwha-tourism-master-plan/ ) 
and will be contacting the World Heritage Committee to express 
concerns about the Plan.

Lower Gordon River Recreation Zone Plan: -

The PWS has released a Background Report on the Lower 
Gordon River Recreation Zone Plan, with a focus on the 
management of recreation, including tourism, in this part of the 
TWWHA. In response, the TNPA has produced a backgrounder, 
pointing out a range of issues that the proposed plan does not 
address, such as acknowledgement of the imperative to protect 
the Gordon River’s flora and fauna and other natural values.

The backgrounder also has a number of suggestions for 
measures to prevent further river bank erosion and for 
rehabilitation of past damage. (See https://tnpa.org.au/reports-
submissions/)

Lake Rodway Guided Hut Walk Proposal

Following a briefing from the proponent, the TNPA wrote to 
consultants engaged to obtain public feedback on a proposed 
commercial development at Lake Rodway (in the Cradle 
Mountain Lake St Clair National Park), and expressed opposition 
to the proposal on the grounds that its negative impact on the 
natural environment and experience of other users outweighs 
any benefits.

• The TNPA Facebook page included, among others, the following posts: -

Posts critical of the short extension of time allowed for public comment 
on proposed Major Projects Bill and the Tasmanian Planning Commission 
Review – while the Tasmanian public was in lockdown due to Covid-19!

Links re 356,000 ha of Tasmanian native forests being opened up for 
logging

Link to the Hobart City Council’s ‘Have your say’ re proposed Wellington 
Park mountain bike tracks

Link to Guardian articles re the Australian Government’s agenda for 
weakening Commonwealth environmental protection laws

• The April Buttongrass Bulletin drew attention to the PWS proposal to 
construct two additional lookout platforms overlooking Wineglass Bay, 
linked by almost 120 m of walking track. The TNPA’s response is that this 
is “another example of putting engineering solutions ahead of directly 
tackling the real issue – too many visitors in one place at one time – with 
no apparent consideration of alternatives.” (see article on the Walls of 
Jerusalem National Park on page 8 of this issue of TNPA News)

APRIL 2020

• Cradle holiday park expansion 
The TNPA wrote to the PWS and the Discovery 
Holiday Park, at Cradle Mountain, opposing proposed 
expansion of the cabin and camp ground. The TNPA’s 
view is that this is unnecessary alienation of public 
land for private development.

• Nick Sawyer was interviewed by ABC News about 
Disappearing Tarn on kunanyi/Mt Wellington. This 
beautiful and ephemeral phenomenon attracted 
excessively large numbers of visitors after it was 
publicised through social media.

• The TNPA shared a FAWAHA post re RTI release of 
correspondence revealing that the zoning of Halls 
Island and most of Lake Malbena was changed from 
Wilderness to Self-Reliant Recreation when the 2016 
TWWHA Management Plan was being drafted, 
enabling the developer to lodge a DA which would 
previously not have been allowable.

JUNE 2020
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Tyndall Range proposed as site of 
‘Next Iconic Walk’ development

The State Government promised $20 million at the 
last election to develop Tasmania’s ‘Next Iconic Walk’, 
intended to be another hut-based multi-day Three 
Capes Track-style development. 

After a public call for ideas in 2018, some two dozen 
submissions were apparently received, mostly from 
regional tourism organisations and similar groups. The 
full list has only belatedly been made public (see PWS 
assessment below).

The TNPA was critical of the Three Capes Track 
Development at the time it was proposed (2011), 
arguing for an approach with a lighter touch across 
the region that we felt could have had broader 
community benefits. Originally costed at $12 million, 
recent announcements indicate the Three Capes Track 
eventually cost $40 million to build. The result has 
seriously diminished the wild character of Tasman 

by Grant Dixon

National Park and introduced a massive amount of 
public and private commercial infrastructure into 
the reserve. Despite this, the Government claims the 
development has been a financial success, although no 
detailed cost-benefit analysis has been released. Hence 
its justification for developing another ‘iconic walk’ 
(although how something can be iconic before it exists 
and has stood the test of time and societal judgment is 
unclear).

The “Next Iconic Walk”

After an internal assessment process involving an 
unidentified assessment panel without public scrutiny 
or clearly detailed selection criteria, the Government’s 
chosen ‘Next Iconic Walk’ option was announced on 26 
July 2019. Probably inspired by a proposal from the West 
Coast Tourism Association for a series of linked walks 
under the moniker ‘The Philosopher’s Tale’, it focuses 

The spectacular glacial cirque of Lake Huntley cuts into the eastern side of the Tyndall Range Image credit: © Rob Blakers



 TNPA NEWS 30    5

on the Tyndall Range. The original proposal didn’t do 
this, instead mentioning it only as a possible final-stage 
option.

There is little doubt the chosen West Coast location is 
more political than practical, creating a perception of 
Government development dollars being spent in an 
economically struggling part of the State and playing to 
their perceived electoral base.

According to the Government announcement, the next 
steps include a feasibility study and market testing to 
“guide the walk’s route and design of facilities”, and that 
this process will be “informed by consultation with the 
public”. But, once again, the fundamental issue is the 
lack of transparency in the selection process. We are left 
attempting to tweak an inappropriate proposal without 
the capacity to adequately scrutinise the alternatives.

PWS assessment

The slightly-redacted Parks and Wildlife Service’s (PWS) 
Assessment Report of the various ideas for the Next 
Iconic Walk was released in November 2019, after the 
Greens moved to seek it via a request under the Right 
to Information Act. Thirty five locations across the State 
were considered, the 24 public proposals and 11 from 
internal and other sources. In our view, the assessments 
of the various proposals are somewhat superficial and 
inconsistent. From this has emerged the Tyndall Range 
as the preferred option but exactly how is unclear. The 
Tyndall Range is noted as a sub-set of the ‘Philosopher’s 
Tale’ proposal in the West Coast Range but does not 
receive any ‘location specific assessment’ detail in the 
report’s Appendix, like all the other proposals do.

The PWS Assessment Report concludes:

• No proposal in its own right, offered a truly unique 
world class experience with enduring appeal to specific 
international, interstate and Tasmanian visitor markets; 
and,

• All locations and proposals comprised strengths and 
weaknesses, with the assessment process seeking to 
identify the optimum combination of success factors.

The Tyndall Range was chosen despite ‘access’ and 
‘climate’ acknowledged as ‘challenging impediments’, 
and undescribed ‘environment’ issues are also a noted as 
a potential concern.

Furthermore, according to the PWS Assessment Report, 
merits of the Tyndall Range location include:

• The development of a walk and associated tourism 
infrastructure is consistent with the reserve status of 
both the Regional Reserve and Conservation Area, 
subject to all necessary assessment and approvals; and,

• The area is not subject to a PWS management plan, is 
not part of the Tasmanian Wilderness World Heritage 
Area, and occurs on land managed by the PWS.

In other words, the major reason for the selection 
of this proposal is that the existing land tenure, 
which fails to reflect the area’s outstanding values 
(see below), provides sufficient management 
flexibility to allow for another major development 
on reserved land.

Concerns and issues

The Tyndall Range is part of the greater West Coast 
Range, lying between Mts Lyell and Murchison. It is 
unique in the West Coast Range and rare in a Tasmanian 
context being historically unburnt (perhaps for 1000s 
of years) and displaying quite limited degradation from 
past mineral exploration and mining activity.

The Tyndall Range includes areas of very high 
environmental sensitivity (low resistance and resilience 
to trampling impacts) and ecological significance. 
Ecologist Prof. Jamie Kirkpatrick has noted “the 
Tyndall Range is a floristic extreme of Tasmanian 
alpine vegetation and is unusual among the western 
mountains in that virtually all the alpine zone is unburnt 
and dominated by gymnosperms or deciduous beech”.

There is currently nowhere else in Tasmania where such 
large numbers as proposed (perhaps up to 10,000/
year) are encouraged into this western alpine ecological 
community. Construction of any hardened track on the 
Tyndall Range and Plateau would mar the landscape 
and destroy its wild and natural character. The Plateau is 
open country and it would not be possible to constrain 
walkers to a narrow track corridor. The presence of 
large numbers of walkers in an area, and indeed the 
publicity for the area that is generated by a high profile 
walking experience, would lead to the development of 
unplanned trampled routes.

The Tyndalls has long been proposed as an addition to 
the adjacent Tasmanian Wilderness World Heritage Area. 
That the area lacks even national park status, let alone 
World Heritage listing, is an indictment of successive 
governments, not a reflection of its calibre. The walk 
proposal straddles the Tyndall Regional Reserve and 
Lake Beatrice Conservation Area. Neither of these 
have management plans and the designated reserve 
objectives are quite inadequate to protect the world 
heritage level values of the area.

One also has to question the recreational rationale 
for the walk selection. If the aim is to emulate the 
Three Capes Track and attract large numbers of often 
inexperienced walkers all year, this is the wrong 
location. The Tyndalls are a high range in the wettest 
region of Tasmania. Even if the route (the exact 
route has yet to be determined) does not include the 
highest parts of the range it seems unlikely to receive 
much use outside the summer months.
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Soon after the announcement of the Tyndall Range 
as the preferred location, the Bob Brown Foundation 
proposed an alternative route, east of the range, that 
avoids the alpine plateau. 

This is certainly desirable as, with the envisaged up 
to 10,000 walkers in a currently little-visited area, it is 
difficult to see how impacts on any higher-level route 
would be contained.

Better options also exist for developing more 
environmentally-robust walks elsewhere in the West 
Coast region. For example, Zeehan to Trial Harbour, the 
Heemskirk Coast (Trial Harbour to Granville Harbour) 
and Eastern Macquarie Harbour.

Engagement with the PWS

Following the announcement of the Tyndall Range 
location, both the TNPA and some other concerned 
stakeholders approached the PWS in an attempt to 
understand the reasoning behind the Tyndall Range 
proposal, to emphasise the sensitivity and values of the 
area, and perhaps propose alternatives.

Written responses from the PWS Project Manager in 
September 2019 noted the following:

It is also important to understand that the Tyndalls 
was selected for a feasibility study, the aim of 
which is to fully test whether a multiday walk can 
be developed and operated sustainably in that 
location. The study may find that the challenges are 
manageable with, for example, careful design and 
specific operational procedures and a successful walk 
is possible, or the combination of considerations 
(may) make this unlikely.

I also want you to understand that although the 
Philospher’s Tale and in fact another public proposal 

identified the Tyndalls, the PWS is under no obligation 
to deliver anything in either proposal.

The PWS also attempted to reassure us by noting:

We have access to a natural values library, populated 
by specialists, that identifies the range of species that 
exist and their significance and this was used. I have 
indicated that on ground surveys will be required to 
verify and likely add to this knowledge.

There has been no decision to locate a track on 
the plateau. While an option was identified in the 
Philospher's Tale proposal, I have indicated we are 
not obliged to select this route and route selection 
will consider a range of issues, including those you 
have identified.

There has been no decision about walker numbers, 
where and when they will visit and how they will be 
accommodated; so while I understand your concerns 
about the impacts of mass tourism, in the absence 
of a specific walk design determining the nature 
and extent of any impacts is speculative in this case, 
however the potential impact to alpine areas from 
unconstrained boots is understood.

Since the above, the TNPA has had several discussions 
and other communication with the PWS regarding 
progress with the feasibility study, most recently in early 
May 2020.

In our initial briefing last year, we emphasised the 
inappropriateness of an alpine plateau route but 
such concerns were deflected by arguments that all 
that will be taken care of during the feasibility study. 
It was emphasised that the feasibility study will be 
a serious exercise, but acknowledged that it is now 
exceedingly unlikely that any alternative proposal other 
than one within the same region would be politically 
countenanced.

Aerial view of Lake Huntley basin and cloud-capped Tyndall Range from the east. The proposed site for the overnight hut(s) under two scenarios 
being considered is atop the buttongrass spur overlooking the lake, near the centre of the photo, and the new track would climb to the site via the 
forested slopes at bottom right. 

Image credit: © Rob Blakers
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There seemed to be no clear plans at that stage to 
adequately cater for public input, apart from perhaps 
to the eventual development proposal and EIS. We 
emphasised the need for real rather than tokenistic 
scrutiny/input at an early stage and throughout to 
reduce controversy and ensure the best outcome. 
Typically, the more developed a proposal is before 
it receives such scrutiny, the greater the reluctance 
to respond with significant changes. ‘Targeted 
stakeholder consultation’ is apparently planned to be 
ongoing and the TNPA has agreed to participate in this 
at this stage.

By our second meeting with the PWS, in early November 
2019, a working draft route for the walk had been 
developed, largely from a desktop study with limited 
field inspection, starting from Anthony Road, north of 
the Tyndall Range, and running east of the range with a 
partial circuit to Farquhar Lookout, and return. We were 
pleased to see that this route now avoided the Tyndall 
Range’s alpine plateau but unhappy that the chosen 
site for a hut or hut complex was Lake Huntley. A hut 
complex at the site indicated would be unavoidably 
conspicuous.

By February 2020, the PWS’s ideas had evolved to 
consider three route options and associated user 
models:

• An in-out partial-circuit route from Anthony Road 
to Farquhar Lookout with an overnight node at 
Lake Huntley, as noted above. Track standard on 
this option was envisaged as similar to the Overland 
Track.

• A through walk from Anthony Road to Lake Burbury 
impoundment. As well as the open buttongrass 
country east of the Tyndall Range, this would 
traverse steep and pristine rainforested terrain 
above Lake Beatrice. It would also require two 

overnight nodes, at Lake Huntley and above Lake 
Beatrice, as well as boat transport on Lake Burbury 
at the walk’s end. Track standard was envisaged as 
similar to the Frenchmans Cap Track.

• An adventure hub/base camp model with a new 
track similar to that proposed for Option 1 but 
perhaps not as long and with the overnight node 
located further north, perhaps near the Lake 
Plimsoll impoundment (i.e. not at Lake Huntley) and 
also promoting and utilising other existing day walk 
tracks in the region. This would require upgrading of 
a number of these existing tracks.

Of these options, we much prefer the latter, considering 
it would involve less impact on currently undeveloped 
country, facilitate the repair of some existing neglected 
tracks in the region, and potentially bring greater 
benefits to the local community and businesses. But we 
do have concerns regarding which existing walks in the 
region would be promoted as part of the package. For 
example, Mt Murchison was mentioned as a possibility 
and we feel the terrain and environmental sensitivity 
of this area means it should not be promoted for mass 
use. More appropriate options in the region include Mts 
Zeehan, Black and Farrell, and Montezuma Falls.

The PWS planned to market test these walking 
experience options in order to decide which to focus 
on for the more detailed feasibility study. We contacted 
them in May, when this was to have been completed, 
but were told:

The PWS had planned market testing of walking 
experience options in March 2020, however this has 
been postponed due to the current and ongoing 
(COVID-19) pandemic. We have instead used the 
time to talk further with stakeholders and explore 
route options, based upon the themes (e.g. through, 
circuit, return, and adventure hub/base camp 
models) we showed you, to identify their benefits and 
impediments. The PWS has acknowledged your and 
the conservation sector’s concerns about sensitive 
areas, including the mountain plateaus, and we are 
avoiding these areas. We have also added the sector’s 
suggestions to the route options mix.

We are currently seeking advice from the Tasmanian 
Minerals, Manufacturing and Energy Council, Hydro 
Tasmania and the Department of State Growth about 
traversing land under their control or encumbered by 
existing exploration licences. Once we have a clearer 
understanding of their positions, then we will be able 
to consult further on the options.

We continue to actively provide input as the feasibility 
study and other planning for the ‘Next Iconic Walk’ 
progresses.

Trampling-sensitive alpine plateau of Tyndall 
Range which, thankfully, more recent Next Iconic 
Walk route options propose to avoid. But we 
remain concerned about impacts due to increased 
visitation following publicity given to the area by 
promotion of the proposed new walk.

Image credit: © Grant Dixon
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Earlier this year, the Parks and Wildlife Service (PWS) called 
for public comment on a Reserve Activity Assessment (RAA) 
for the construction of several public infrastructure propos-
als for walkers within the Walls of Jerusalem. The three key 
proposals were:

• Construction of a major new campsite with tent 
platforms and toilets located around 300m south-east 
of Dixons Kingdom hut to replace the current camping 
in this area.

• Consolidation of the multiple braided ‘tracks’ down Jaffa 
Vale from Dixons Kingdom to Lake Ball into a single 
hardened track.

• Additional capacity (tent platforms) at Wild Dog Creek 
campsite.

The proposals are consistent with the 2013 Recreation Zone 
Plan (RZP) for the area. This plan was developed with wide 
public consultation and presents a package of measures to 
address long-standing and looming walker management 
issues at the Walls of Jerusalem, most related to increasing 
visitation. You can read our submission made at the time 
here - https://tnpa.org.au/wp-content/uploads/2017/08/
TNPA_submission_Walls_Jeruslem_draftrecplan_July2013.
pdf.

And the final RZP here - https://parks.tas.gov.au/
Documents/Walls%20of%20Jerusalem%20Recreation%20
Zone%20Plan%202013.pdf

The RZP commences with a Visitor Experience Statement 
which includes the objective of: 

• preserving its wild character; and 

• maintaining the self-reliant visitor experience; 

by careful planning including: 

• managing visitor numbers; and 

• sensitive and strategic location of infrastructure. 

This approach is strongly supported by the TNPA. The 
RAA’s detailed ‘project outcomes’ are consistent with 

the aforementioned objectives but we consider they are 
unlikely to be achieved with just the actions proposed in 
the RAA. We have made a detailed submission which can 
be read here - https://tnpa.org.au/proposed-new-walker-
infrastructure-for-walls-of-jerusalem/

We noted concerns with the scale of infrastructure 
proposed, its location, visual and potential wilderness 
impacts, and aspects of the associated walking track 
upgrades. But a more fundamental concern is that the 
proposals implement only selected components of the 
package of related recommendations of the RZP – all 
infrastructure based – while the PWS shows no sign of 
acknowledging or addressing the crucial other component 
– managing visitor numbers, which the RAA acknowledges 
has escalated still further, by 48% (to 2018), since the 2013 
RZP was prepared.

Given this, we wrote to The Hon. Roger Jaensch, Minister 
for Environment and Parks, on 20 Feb 2020, noting the 
following:

“Limiting the RAA to a specific package of PWS 
infrastructure avoids consideration of other known walker 
infrastructure proposals (World Expeditions ‘puffer pods’ 
and the Tasmanian Walking Company’s commercial hut). 
We note that “lease/licence is under negotiation” for both; 
they are extant proposals and the proposed location of the 
‘puffer pod’ appears to be in close proximity to the existing 
PWS tent platforms so that clients can utilise the PWS 
toilets. Presumably both proposals will be subject to future 
RAAs, but when and in what context will the cumulative 
impact (environmental and social) of all these development 
proposals be properly considered? The RZP didn’t (and 
couldn’t) do this as it predates both proposals. 

The RZP was finalised in 2013 based on information 
from the 2011-12 walking season. i.e. the RAA, to be 
implemented over four years from 2020, is based on 
information already eight years out-of-date. The RAA notes 
that visitation had increased 48% by 2017-18 compared to 
2012-13, and it is now almost certainly substantially higher.

Such increases are not sustainable and the proposed 
infrastructure is not a long-term solution to the resulting 
problems. We are alarmed that there does not appear to 
have been either up-to-date analysis of use data or any 
attempt (e.g. a user survey) to better understand current 
visitors’ motivations and itineraries. This information would 
have provided a sound basis for the major investment 
and construction of infrastructure that the RAA proposes 
and may have suggested alternative approaches (such as 
providing additional advice to walkers) to alleviate some 
problems.

The visitor experience at peak periods is far removed from 
a ‘wilderness experience’ and this is also when the greatest 
environmental damage occurs.

TNPA REPORT

Disappointing response to 
walker management issues 
at the Walls of Jerusalem - 

construct more 
infrastructure but no 

commitment to address 
overcrowding
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On the Overland Track, when similar 
issues became impossible to ignore 
in the early 2000s, the decision 
was made to limit the upgrade of 
infrastructure to provide adequate 
capacity for 47 persons per night 
(the actual limit of 60 includes 
provision for a commercial Cradle 
Mountain Huts’ group comprising 
up to 13 clients and guides who do 
not use the public hut or campsites) 
and limit daily departures using a 
bookable permit system to ensure 
that this number was not exceeded. 
This approach has worked well since 
its introduction in 2005.

Exactly the same argument 
applies to the Walls of Jerusalem, 
yet unfortunately there is no sign of 
any serious consideration of managing visitor numbers. 
The RAA provides no data on current or anticipated visitor 
numbers; it is not even apparent how the proposed toilet 
capacity or number of tent platforms to be provided at 
each location was determined. Anecdotal evidence tells 
of such a serious shortage of campsites at Wild Dog Creek 
during Christmas 2019 and into early 2020 that even the 
number of additional tent platforms proposed in the RAA 
would not have been anywhere near sufficient.

Control of visitor numbers should be a high priority at sites 
such as the Walls with a major current overuse problem 
(Frenchmans Cap is the other obvious priority) but the 
downsides cannot be ignored – besides being expensive 
and potentially controversial to introduce and operate, 
numbers restrictions at one site will inevitably displace 
some of the excluded walkers to other locations, which 
may in turn become overcrowded – eventually replicating 
the problem elsewhere. Proposals for a much broader and 
more strategic approach to controlling overnight walker 
numbers across the TWWHA were floated in the 1990s but 
ultimately failed to gain widespread support.”

We concluded by noting that, without some form of 
active control of visitor numbers at peak periods, the 
aims of preserving the wild character of areas like the 
Walls of Jerusalem for visitors and protecting the area 
from increasing visitor environmental impacts cannot be 
achieved in the long-term. We asked Minister Jaensch what 
vision or plan he had to address this looming problem, 
receiving a reply on 20 May 2020. It states in part:

“I acknowledge that there will be emerging and 
challenging issues in simultaneously achieving these 
important objectives arising from the trend of increasing 
visitation. As we move forward, the PWS will need to 

consider a range of visitor management strategies to 
maintain an appropriate balance. The PWS will remain 
alert to consideration of the broader context of visitor 
infrastructure, activities, visitor numbers, concentration 
versus dispersal impacts of visitation, and maintaining 
wilderness experiences. We remain open to future 
discussions with TNPA on addressing these aspects.”

And;

“The scope of this PWS RAA is to assess the environmental 
impact of the proposed PWS visitor infrastructure 
improvements to be consistent with the WOJ RZP. The 
impacts of any "potential" proposals, including the World 
Expeditions ‘puffer pod EOI proposal, were not considered 
as part of this process.”

So, according to the Minister, we should be confident 
that management issues at the Walls of Jerusalem will be 
effectively addressed because the PWS will “remain alert” to 
their consideration. PWS vigilance has yet to fully address 
even existing and sometimes long-standing issues, and 
they have not demonstrated much awareness of increasing 
overcrowding issues in recent years, at either the Walls 
of Jerusalem or elsewhere. Furthermore, no process is 
presented to assess and minimise cumulative development 
impacts that may arise if commercial accommodation 
proposals proceed or still-further PWS infrastructure is 
deemed necessary due to uncapped visitation. Nor does 
the Minister give any commitment to even fully implement 
the RZP package.

Based on subsequent communication with the PWS, we 
understand that the works to expand the Wild Dog Creek 
campsite are planned to be undertaken later this year but 
that funding and other considerations mean any works at 
Dixons Kingdom and beyond cannot be undertaken until at 
least later in 2021.

Dixons Kingdom, Walls of Jerusalem, near the site of the proposed new 
constructed campsite.

Image credit: © Grant Dixon
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The saying goes out of sight, out of mind. The saying 
could well be applied to Tasmania's network of marine 
protected areas (MPAs). Many Tasmanians seem 
unaware that they even exist, or if they do know about 
them they think that they are just areas that restrict 
and manage fishing. While there are shark refuge areas 
and other reserves that are aimed at protecting fish 
stocks or research, there are also MPAs that have been 
set up to protect biodiversity, along with scientific and 
recreational values, and for the same sorts of reasons 
that Tasmania’s land-based parks have been set up. 
Tasmania’s MPAs are even protected by the same 
legislation as its terrestrial national parks, although the 
fish and other marine life are protected under fisheries 
legislation. 

As far as they go, our underwater national parks are 
excellent and protect some unique marine communities 
and amazing dive sites. Two of my favourite MPAs are 
found in southwest Tasmania and off Bicheno on the 
east coast. The shallow waters of the Port Davey Marine 
Reserve have unique assemblages of deep water marine 
life because tannin-stained runoff creates a dark layer 
that filters out most of the light and creates conditions 
that are similar to much deeper water in open ocean. 
Bicheno has rocky reef areas that attract the best of the 
colourful sponge gardens and fish life found on deeper 
reef areas off the east coast. The colours of the sponges 
and other invertebrates combined with dramatic reef 
structures and abundant fish life create world-class dive 
sites, especially in the 30 to 38 m depth range.

The other Tasmanian MPAs all have something to offer 
as well, with each having a unique character and appeal. 
Unfortunately, there are not enough MPAs to provide 
the protection that the Tasmanian marine environment 
deserves.

If reserves are to be truly effective, they need to be no-
take marine reserves and protect marine life from the 
effects of fishing, which is currently the biggest threat 
to Tasmania’s marine environment. Many of Tasmania’s 
marine reserves actually allow some kind of fishing, 
which greatly undermines their value. It also creates an 
illusion that Tasmania is protecting much more of its 
marine environment that it actually is. 

A widely accepted guiding principle for creating 
MPAs is the CAR principle. CAR is an acronym for 
Comprehensive, Adequate and Representative. MPAs 
need to be comprehensive, adequate and representative 
to properly protect biodiversity, scientific, recreational 
and environmental values in the marine environment

• Comprehensiveness: MPAs should include the full 
range of ecosystems recognised at an appropriate 
scale within and across each bioregion.

• Adequacy: There should be a level of reservation 
to ensure the ecological viability and integrity of 
populations, species and communities.

• Representativeness: areas selected for inclusion in 
MPAs should reasonably reflect the biotic diversity 
of the marine ecosystems from which they derive. 
(This summary is based on ANZECC TFMPA 1998 
and ANZECC TFMPA 1999) 

With the exception of the Port Davey Marine Reserve, 
which protects a large part of a unique system, 
Tasmania’s system of MPAs generally fails to follow the 
CAR principle. Whole bioregions are not represented 
in no-take MPAs. Where bioregions are represented, 
the MPAs are too small and/or inadequately protected 
from fishing. The largest MPA on the east coast covers 
the west and north coast of the northern section of 
Maria Island. Unfortunately, the west coast of Maria 
Island is relatively shallow and protected from ocean 
swells and therefore contains reef communities that 
are not representative of east coast reefs. The more 
representative northern shore is open to fishing. Other 
reserves around mainland Tasmania are generally very 
small. They are valuable as recreational areas, but are 
not really adequate for the protection of biodiversity, 
fisheries management, or scientific research.

Climate change and a rapidly warming marine 
environment increasingly threaten Tasmania’s marine 
communities. Southeast Australia’s marine environment 
is one of the fastest warming marine areas on the 
planet. This poses a direct threat to marine life that has 
evolved to live in cooler waters. A no-take CAR system 
of MPAs could help mitigate some of the impacts of 
climate change by eliminating the additional pressure of 
fishing. No-take MPAs can also create baseline areas that 

Tasmanian Marine Protected Areas –  
Our Underwater National Parks

by Jon Bryan
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can be used to help assess the impacts of fishing and 
other human activities. They can also help distinguish 
between fishing impacts and changes due to warming 
waters, which can allow better management of our 
marine environment. 

Marine protected areas not only offer protection and 
preservation of natural systems. They can directly 
contribute to understanding and managing the 
marine environment and fisheries. For example, 
Tasmanian MPAs have already been critical to 
research of the biggest threat to marine biodiversity 
and fisheries in Tasmanian waters. Long-spined sea 
urchins (Centrostephanus rodgersii) have been forming 
extensive urchin barrens along Tasmania’s east and 
southeast coast for many years. These urchin barrens 
are areas where grazing urchins have removed most of 
the large marine plants as well as sponges and other 
invertebrates, to leave underwater wastes. Not only are 
established urchin barrens a disaster for biodiversity, 
they eliminate important fisheries, including the 
recreational and commercial abalone and rock lobster 
fisheries (Johnson et al. 2013). Once established, these 

urchin barrens can be expected to remain indefinitely 
and are likely to recover only after human intervention, 
which at present is impractical and highly unlikely.

University of Tasmania modelling (IMAS 2017) predicted 
in 2017 that over 30% of east coast reefs would become 
urchin barrens by 2021. A 2018 University of Tasmania 
report (Ling and Keane 2018) states that 15% of east 
coast reefs have already been lost and suggested that 
50% would be lost to urchin barrens in the near future. 
In some local reef systems 90% of reef has already been 
converted to urchin barrens. A Tasmanian abalone 
industry report (Lisson 2018) suggests that long-spined 
urchin barrens had resulted in a loss of $49 million in 
export revenue to the abalone industry and $104 million 
less economic activity within the broader Tasmanian 
economy.

While climate change has no doubt encouraged the 
reproduction and range extension of these urchins, the 
primary driver of urchin barren expansion has been 

Giant kelp (Macrocystis pyrifera) can form underwater forest 
more than 20 m high. These forests were once a common 
feature of Tasmania’s east coast but have now almost entirely 
disappeared from this area. A combination of climate change 
effects and urchin grazing is thought to be the cause of this 
decline. No significant areas of giant kelp forest have ever been 
protected in no-take MPAs on Tasmania’s east coast.

Image credit: © Jon BryanSponge gardens in the Bicheno MPA have high biodiversity 
and create some amazing dive sites.

Image credit: © Jon Bryan

(continued on page 14)
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Above: The big-belly seahorse (Hippocampus abdominalis) is 
one of the world’s largest seahorse species. It can grow up 
to 35 cm long and is the largest seahorse found in Australian 
waters. Seahorses, and seadragons are protected, but much of 
their habitat is not. 

Top left: A toothbrush leatherjacket (Acanthaluteres vittiger) 
swims over kelp bed typical of Tasmania’s east coast. Several 
species of leatherjackets are caught by commercial fishers in 
Tasmania. Almost nothing is known about the populations of 
these fish or the impacts of fishing. MPAs can provide a refuge 
for species that are targeted by fishers but are not being 
managed by any science based method. 

Middle left: Tasmanian waters are home to a many colourful 
invertebrates including the nudibranch Chromodoris 
tasmaniensis.

Left: Schools of bastard trumpeter (Latridopsis forsteri) used to 
be a common sight on shallow reefs along Tasmania's east 
coast until the mid 1980’s, but have now all but disappeared. 
This species once supported an important recreational fishery 
and were heavily targeted by recreational gill nets. No-take 
MPAs would provide protection and hopefully allow stocks of 
these fish to recover.
 
All images: © Jon Bryan
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Top Left: Entire Tasmanian marine bioregions, including 
the north coast and the sponge gardens near the 
mouth of the Tamar, remain unrepresented in no-take 
MPAs.

Top middle: Handfish are a family of fish found only 
in Australia. Like other endemic Tasmanian handfish 
species, the critically endangered spotted handfish 
(Brachionichthys hirsutus) is not adequately protected in 
no-take MPAs.

Top right: Blue-throated wrasse (Notolabrus tetricus) are 
fished for the live fish trade. Without no-take MPAs it is 
impossible know what changes in populations are due 
to fishing and what changes are due to climate change.

Middle left: Only large rock lobsters are big enough 
to control the numbers of barren forming long-spined 
urchins. No-take MPAs allow the density of large rock lobsters 
to increase to the point where reefs are protected from 
expanding barrens.

Middle: Urchin barrens have already destroyed 15% of 
Tasmania’s east coast reefs and are expected to destroy 50% 
or more in the near future. These barrens not only create an 
environmental disaster but also eliminate important fisheries, 
including recreational rock lobster fisheries. MPAs are vital 
to research that is aimed at managing this problem and also 
provide a refuge for species displaced by urchin barrens. 

Middle right: Flathead are very important to Tasmanian 
recreational fishers. Unfortunately in many areas it appears 
that numbers are declining. It is possible that no-take marine 
protected areas can help protect breeding stocks.

Right: A large broadnose sevengill shark (Notorynchus 
cepedianus) in the shark refuge area near the mouth of the 
Tamar Estuary. Many areas listed as reserves in Tasmanian 
waters, such as shark refuge areas, do not offer full protection 
from fishing and are therefore not as effective at protecting 
natural values and ecological processes as no-take MPAs, 
which are the underwater equivalent of Tasmania's terrestrial 
national parks.

All images: © Jon Bryan



14       TNPA NEWS 30

overfishing of rock lobster. Large rock lobster (with a 
carapace length greater than 140 mm) are the only local 
effective predator of barren forming long-spined urchins 
and overfishing has reduced rock lobster biomass along 
key areas of the east coast to around 10% of unfished 
biomass. Normally a fishery of this type would be 
managed to protect around 70% of unfished biomass. 
Overfishing has all but eliminated those large rock lobster 
that are capable of controlling the population of long-
spined urchins and led to an explosion of urchin barrens. 

MPAs have been critical to research on urchin barrens 
in Tasmania and have helped to identify the role of rock 
lobster as effective predators of long-spined urchins and 
the effects of overfishing. In the future they may also act 
as insurance policies by protecting species so that they 
can repopulate areas of urchin barrens if the Tasmanian 
Government ever gets its act together and starts to take 
effective action to stop the rapid expansion of urchin 
barrens and the ongoing destruction of important 
fisheries.

The value of national parks on land seems obvious. 
Successive Tasmanian governments have failed to 
recognise the value of that sort of protection in the 
marine environment. The Government has even failed 
to take effective action to prevent the spread of urchin 
barrens on the east coast and the destruction of 
fisheries, including the iconic east coast recreational rock 
lobster fishery. At the time of writing, the Tasmanian 
Government has no effective science-based strategy 
to limit the expansion of urchin barrens in Tasmanian 
waters. So it may be too much to expect that there will 
be any support for a comprehensive, adequate and 
representative system of MPAs in Tasmanian waters 
any time soon. This is a shame as Tasmania’s marine 
environment, like our terrestrial environment, is a 
wonderful and spectacular part of our natural heritage 
and deserves protection.
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While a little under half of Tasmania’s land area is included 
in some sort of reserve it is a very different story when it 
comes to the marine environment – out of view for most 
of us as well as being under pressure from commercial and 
recreational fishing interests.

However, thanks to the efforts of those dedicated people 
who recognised that protection of precious, diverse (and, 
in some areas, disappearing) marine ecosystems is vital, 
Tasmania does have a number of MPAs (Marine Protected 
Areas – the underwater equivalent of National Parks). These 
are as follows: -

Governor Island Marine Reserve

Governor Island MR lies just off Bicheno, on Tasmania’s East 
Coast. It is a fully protected ‘no-take’ area (i.e. fishing, and 
any other extractive activities, are not permitted) and a 
highly regarded diving location. It was one of Tasmania’s 
first MPAs, declared in 1991.

Maria Island Marine Reserve

This reserve is located at the north and north-east of Maria 
Island, on the East Coast. Maria Island itself is a National 
Park. The west-facing section of the Marine Reserve is a 
fully protected no-take area but fishing is permitted in a 
large part of the northern section. Maria Island MR was 
declared in 1991.

Ninepin Point Marine Reserve

Ninepin Point MR, in South East Tasmania, is located at 
the interface between the estuary of the tannin-stained 
freshwater Huon River and the saltwater D’Entrecasteaux 
Channel, creating a unique underwater environment. 
The reserve was originally declared in 1991, with a larger 
addition in 2009.

Ninepin Point is a fully protected no-take area.

Tinderbox Marine Reserve

Tinderbox MR is about 30 minutes’ drive south of Hobart. 
It is a popular area for swimming, snorkelling, scuba diving 
and kayaking as well as for exploring the shore platforms. 
The Reserve is a no-take area.

Port Davey Marine Reserve

The Port Davey Marine Reserve lies in the far south-west of 
Tasmania and is within the South West National Park and 
the TWWHA (Tasmanian Wilderness World Heritage Area). It 
consists of three distinct areas: -

• Port Davey:  Port Davey is exposed to the Southern 
Ocean, its currents and waves. It includes rocky islands, 
cliffs, beaches, and sheltered inlets. Restricted take area.

• Bathurst Harbour:  A wide expanse of relatively shallow 
water which carries a large volume of tannin-stained 
fresh water from the many rivers and creeks that drain 
into it. No-take area.

• Bathurst Channel:  Bathurst Channel is a narrow 12km 
channel that connects Bathurst Harbour with Port 
Davey. A series of unique communities of marine life can 
be found along its length.

Each of these areas has its own distinct marine 
environment, with unique species and ecosystems.

The Reserve was declared in 2005. 

Kent Group Marine Reserve

The Kent Group is a cluster of islands in Bass Strait, the 
largest being Deal Island. There is a fully protected no-take 
zone in the western half of the Group but fishing (with 
restrictions) is permitted in the eastern zone.

Macquarie Island Marine Reserve

Lying some 1500 kilometres south east of Tasmania, this 
large Sub-Antarctic island is a State (Tasmanian) Reserve, 
a UNESCO Biosphere Reserve and a World Heritage Area. 
The Marine Reserve consists of 74,715 ha of marine habitat 
surrounding the island. Macquarie Island MR was declared 
in 1997.  

For more information on these marine reserves see https://
parks.tas.gov.au/explore-our-parks/marine-reserves

Tasmania’s Marine Protected Areas – 
a snapshot

by Catharine Errey

When Marine Reserves are not 
Marine Reserves

Other types of marine protected areas have been 
created in Tasmanian waters. These include shark refuge 
areas and marine conservation areas (for example see 
https://parks.tas.gov.au/explore-our-parks/marine-
reserves/marine-conservation-areas). Looking at these 
you could be forgiven for thinking that Tasmania’s 
marine environment is well protected by marine 
reserves. Unfortunately these areas (called Marine 
Conservation Areas) allow some form of fishing within 
their boundaries and therefore do not protect against 
what is the current greatest threat to Tasmania’s marine 
environment, at least until the impacts of climate 
change really start hitting home. 
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On March 27, 2020, four days into a week-long 
bushwalk, two of us summited a mountain in the Spires 
region of Southwest Tasmania, deep in the Tasmanian 
Wilderness World Heritage Area (TWWHA). A long-
sought-after feather in our respective bushwalking caps, 
we were elated. This was a difficult place to get to on 
foot. Previous attempts in our time poor lives had fallen 
short or had to be abandoned due to flooded rivers, 
poor timing or logistical problems. Needless to say, a 
satisfying moment!

After taking photographs and basking in that summit 
glow the ubiquitous mobile phones came out to check 
for a signal and the chance to message loved ones. To 
see what the weather forecast held for our remaining 
days in the bush and maybe even to gloat to some 
mates that would love to be with us. That’s when the 
message came through.

COVID-19 had prompted the Tasmanian Government 
to close the State’s National Parks. We weren’t meant to 
be there. It was a strange feeling. We were three days 
walk from our car, in perfect health and good spirits. In 
perfect isolation. We came here with a deep knowledge 
of this area, we’d been hereabouts many times, and the 
notion of it being unsafe due to a virulent pandemic 
agent seemed entirely ridiculous.

However, home we must go.

Camped at a place called Lake 
Curly that night, named after 
the twisted and folded stone 
in the mountain that hovered 
above its eastern shore, we 
contemplated the strange 
situation we found ourselves 
in. Ultimately, we came to 
the conclusion that we were 
in fact among the luckiest 
humans on Earth. Lake Curly 
is a uniquely peaceful place. 
It’s also the source of the Gell 
River. That name is familiar 
with Tasmanian bushwalkers 
and rafters, but after the 
wildfires of the summer of 

The Gell River fire ground (screenshot from Listmap) Image credit: Listmap

From the ashes. A spark?
by Dan Broun

2019 the term ‘Gell River Fire’ became commonly heard 
on news reports and fire updates several times each day.

The Gell River fire ignited on December 27, 2018. The 
evening it erupted I was, once again, bushwalking, a 
bit further north. I witnessed the lightning storm that 
sparked the fire, first-hand. Lightning and thunder 
clamoured all around my mountain-top vantage point 
accompanied by a few drops of fat rain, barely enough 
to cover the tent fly. The lightning continued for an 
hour or two, but the rain stopped. The Gell River fire 
went on to raze over 35,000 hectares of the TWWHA, 
without doubt Tasmania’s most valuable asset. The 
blaze threatened to wipe out vast areas of timber 
plantations and Mount Field National Park. The nearby 
town of Maydena was evacuated. Under catastrophic 
fire conditions at the wrong time the Gell River fire could 
have become a mega-blaze that would have rivalled the 
horror of the 1967 blazes. We were lucky.

On the latest trip, it would take us the best part of three 
days after Lake Curly to exit the TWWHA, our journey 
out taking us through much of the Gell River fire ground. 
We had already seen devastation in the Denison Range 
on our way in - the famous Lake Rhona had been 
saved the previous year by remote area fire-fighters 
armed with sprinkler systems amid pressure from the 
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bushwalking community. Bushwalkers understood only 
too clearly what could happen when a wildfire raced 
into a sensitive montane environment. We were already 
traumatised from witnessing 2000+ year-old pencil 
pines (Athrotaxis cupressoides) on the Central Plateau 
destroyed in the 2016 fires. We were desperate for 
authorities to act quickly to protect the Denison Range.

After the Gell River fire started, bushwalkers and 
conservationists screamed into the ether via their 
keyboards for authorities to act fast and squash the fire 
immediately. Unfortunately, crucial days passed with 
insufficient action and on January 4, 2019 the predicted 
catastrophic fire conditions hit Tasmania. The Gell River 
fire flared. It raced into the Denison Range and sped 
down the Vale of Rasselas. All our warnings had once 
again been ignored. At least that’s what we thought. 
Some lessons were learned from 2016… sprinkler 
systems were placed at Lake Rhona, and later, below the 
North East Ridge of Mount Anne. I guess that’s a form of 
progress.

Just a week or two before our walk, another bushwalker, 
Loic Auderset, was able to get into Crooked Lake 

(immediately north of Lake Rhona) to find a baffling 
scene. More sprinkler systems, but - a badly damaged 
area. This was the place in the Denison Range we knew 
had the most sensitive, vulnerable natural heritage. 
What had happened here? Why, when we were so 
desperate to hear news of Crooked Lake, and made clear 
our concern so desperately, were we not informed about 
what had happened? And what had become of Lakes 
Wugata and Malana just to the north? Extraordinary 
mountain treasures. We needed our parks service to 
inform us, but all we got were images of hard-working 
Remote Area Trained Specialists (RATS) doing what they 
do at Rhona, and on Mt Wright further south. We needed 
more information. Spin, when we needed substance.

We inspected the area around Lake Wugata to find 
the peat soil had burned intensely in many places and 
destroyed much of the seed bank. Fire is however a 
fickle beast, and some areas of permanently sodden 
ground remained singed, while other areas were 
recovering herbs and grasses. Some shrubs were striking 
from their bases while others were completely dead. 
Most of the area is decimated, rock burned clean of 

Lake Wugata (centre) and Lake Malana, completely razed by the January 2019 wildfire Image credit: © Dan Broun
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Fire-killed pencil pines at Crooked Lake  Image credit: © Loic Auderset

lichen and moss, soil excavated by a fire that burned and 
burned for possibly weeks. The Denison Range is a mess 
of life and death and everything in between.

After we left Lake Curly we traversed the Battlement Hills 
rather than going over the much higher Denison Range 
again. Crossing vast areas of buttongrass affected and 
unaffected by the 2018/19 fire, it was clear some of the 
fire ground was extremely healthy with fungi appearing 
en masse and herbs and grasses thriving. Other areas 
were obviously struggling, usually where the fire had 
burned so hot the soil had been diminished. Our 
second-to-last day saw us descend the Battlement Hills 
to the Denison Gap and in one very long day we walked 
to Gordonvale under persistent rain. This is where we 
got to really inspect the Vale of Rasselas.

The Vale is a place that strikes my very amateur eye as a 
vegetation mosaic that tells a tale of thousands of years 
of cultural burning. The many creeklines seem to be a 
network of remnant rainforest or wet forest, with large 
patches of grasslands interweaved. It ‘feels’ like a place 
designed by a centuries-old cool fire burning technique 
the original Tasmanians had mastered.

However this land has lost the people that looked after it 
and as a result the Vale of Rasselas has suffered a number 
of hot wildfires that have damaged that network of 
wet forests and diverse grasslands. Including a poorly-
managed fuel reduction fire in 1982 that ran out of 
control and damaged large areas, including at Lake 

Rhona. The subsequent neglect has allowed buttongrass 
to dominate the gentler grasses and herbs of the mosaic. 
Eucalypts, melaleuca and other fire-promoting shrubs 
have invaded the old rainforested creek-lines. Seemingly 
that has created an incendiary environment, a perfect 
storm for climate change-driven dry lightning events and 
the subsequent catastrophic fire conditions. A perfectly 
dangerous recipe for wildfires, just as we saw on January 
4 the summer before last.

On that long day we crossed creek after creek, grass 
patch after grass patch, pushed through forest and 
scrub. What became apparent was the dwindling 
number of wet forest species, and the evolutionary 
brilliance of fire-tolerant species to recover post-fire. It 
was confronting. The shocking number of weed species, 
thistles and ragwort in particular was upsetting in the 
riparian zones. In places where the wet forests were still 
thick, they had fought the fire, damaged in the battle on 
their edges, martyrs for those left hugging the creeks. A 
true battlefront for species that historically, through cool 
fire cultural burning practices, were allowed to thrive. 
200 years of neglect is very apparent in this country.

Walking through this scene sets one’s own mind on fire. 
I care for this country. Looking at it deeply I can see back 
through time, to see how wonderful it must have been 
to walk on and to live in. It makes me intensely sad that 
the people who cared for it were brought to the brink 
of destruction by the colonisers, just like the country is 
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struggling now. This country, like its people, may have 
been brought to the brink, but it is not gone and they 
are still here. Beautiful opportunity lies in this place, for 
all of us. In this post-COVID world we are entering we 
must take opportunities that present themselves and 
ask the right questions.

What can be done for the Vale of Rasselas and the 
Denison Range?

What can be done for our mountain environments in the 
face of climate change?

What can be done for all the people who have lost work 
with the overnight collapse of our tourism industry?

How do we get the present-day custodians of our land 
allied to look after it as we need it to be?

For once, can our Government make decisions that 
benefit Tasmanians for generations to come rather than 
three-yearly cycles of shallow profiteering?

The United Nations General Assembly has proclaimed 
2021–2030 as the Decade on Ecosystem Restoration. 
Sounds cool. The UN initiative calls for: “Strong 
commitments and efforts by countries, the international 
community, civil society, businesses, and others to 
achieve transformational ecosystem restoration. All 
ecosystems are addressed, including forests, grasslands, 
croplands, wetlands, savannahs, inland water, coastal 
and marine ecosystems, and even urban environments.”

A forward-looking government should be able to see 
the unifying opportunities this idea proposes. Perhaps 
a ‘land army’ formed from those who have lost work 
in other industries to help restore our fire-affected 
landscapes? They could eradicate the weed problem, 
including invasive natives, 
consequentially reinforcing 
our riparian environments to 
make our urban fringe safer 
from wild-fire. They could 
build tracks for nature-loving 
tourists. Could we support the 
Aboriginal community to work 
with fire authorities to reduce 
fuel loads and encourage 
safer species to revegetate 
neglected country? - such as 
the buttongrass plains.

In Tasmania we have a ready 
workforce of outdoor-savvy 
unemployed wilderness 

guides to lead these programs, standing side by side 
with a parks service that desperately needs to find 
its way. A properly funded parks service should be a 
custodian of country, not an exploiter. This would be 
a parks service its foot soldiers will be proud to work 
for, unlike this develop-at-all-costs real estate sales 
office we see today. The Tasmanian Fire Service and a 
hugely bolstered rural fire service could stand together 
with tourism leaders and the parks service to protect 
our communities from the scourge of climate change-
driven firestorms. And then the final agency would 
need to step into line - forestry. Sustainable Timbers 
Tasmania must acknowledge the facts and science, and 
stop logging wet forest species - species that keep us 
safe from fire. STT must locate the plantation estate in 
areas that will not endanger communities or sensitive 
landscapes when the inevitable dry lightning events 
occur. The science has been done, the people are ready 
and we just need a government who’s interested in 
leading for a common good.

The Tasmanian and Federal Governments must 
invest in our safety, in our communities and in our 
environment. They must engage with the international 
community and the UN to be a shining light of hope 
in a bleak world. Hope that we can restore damaged 
environments, turn around climate change and protect 
the people. In the meantime we hold our breath and 
cross our fingers, summer after summer. Our political 
leaders are employed to lift us up and unite us. This is 
their chance to do something truly special. Just one 
chance to ignite some hope from among the ashes.

First published on TasmanianTimes.com, 9th June 2020.

Lake Wugata, its alpine setting pristine and unburnt, a scene we will probably not see again  Image credit: © Grant Dixon
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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.com.au

Minister for Parks and the Environment 
roger.jaensch@parliament.tas.gov.au

Opposition (Labor) Spokesperson on Parks 
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: Grant Dixon
Vice President: Catharine Errey 
Treasurer: Craig Allen
Secretary: Val Baxter
Public Officer: Craig Allen
Other committee members: Chris Bell, 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. Members wishing to attend 
Management Committee meetings please contact the TNPA (info@
tnpa.org.au) for date, time and venue of next meeting.

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 Loic Auderset, Rob Blakers, Dan Broun, Jon Bryan, Grant Dixon, 
Catharine Errey. Original articles in TNPA News may be reproduced, but 
please acknowledge the author and source.

Contributions to TNPA News No.31 are welcome (deadline 1 Nov 2020).

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

This newsletter was correct at 29 June, 2020.

Editor TNPA News 30: Catharine Errey

Newsletter production by Ricoh Business Centre Hobart

Tasmania’s deep reefs are not adequately protected. Even deep reefs in the Commonwealth 
marine reserve off Tasmania’s east coast are not protected from fishing activities.  
(see article Tasmanian Marine Protected Areas page 10)

Image credit: © Jon Bryan


