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Dept of Climate Change, Energy, the Environment and Water 
Australian Government 
          7 February 2026 
 

Submission regarding Tasmania’s Next Iconic Walk  

EPBC Referral Number:2026/10415 

Introduction 

The Tasmanian National Parks Association Inc. (the TNPA) has a particular interest in the 
management of reserves in Tasmania for protecting and conserving the state’s natural and 
cultural values and so welcomes the opportunity to provide this submission on the proposed Next 
Iconic Walk development in the Tyndall Range, western Tasmania, which has been referred to 
the federal Environment minister for assessment.  

As Tasmanian’s reserves are important for the environmental and cultural values they protect, 
any development that occurs in the Tyndall Range should be subject to the most rigorous 
assessment process and standards. 

Many of the TNPA’s long-standing concerns with the proposal to construct a new high class 
walking track and associated accommodation and other infrastructure in a currently undeveloped 
natural area remain (see: https://tnpa.org.au/tyndalls_project_update/). However, in this 
submission we limit our comments to those matters which fall under the remit of the EBDC, i.e. 
Matters of National Environmental Significance (MNES): 1) world heritage areas and values, 
and 2) listed threatened species and ecological communities. Our major concerns can very 
generally be summarised as follows, with further details provided below. 

 The region to be traversed by the proposed Next Iconic Walk ‒ the Tyndall Regional Reserve 
and the Lake Beatrice Conservation Area ‒ is undeveloped and adjacent to the Tasmanian 
Wilderness World Heritage Area (TWWHA). There are strong and long-standing arguments 
that these reserves contain similar Outstanding Universal Values as the TWWHA, for 
incorporating these reserves into the adjacent World Heritage Area, and that these areas be 
managed to protect such values. Given this, we argue that for EPBC referral consideration 
purposes, the Tyndall Range be considered equivalent to the adjacent World Heritage 
property. 

 The proponent’s Environmental Impact Statement (EIS), released in October 2025, 
acknowledges that the area has significant environmental values which could potentially be 
damaged. While it states that the design details will ensure that there will be no significant 
environmental impacts during construction and operation, it nevertheless fails to 
acknowledge the impact major infrastructure developments will have in degrading the area's 
natural values. Furthermore, the TWWHA’s 2023 Statement of Outstanding Universal 



 

2 
 

Value confirmed that the area’s wilderness character is fundamental to its integrity and 
outstanding universal value. Given wilderness character is a continuum, the impact of the 
proposed development in the Tyndall Range on the adjacent TWWHA should at least be 
assessed. 

 The referral also lists a number of endangered species and ecological communities which 
will be impacted by the development. However, the referral downplays the incremental 
impact on the ecosystem of the clearing a large area of natural vegetation and the potential 
impact of the devastating fungal disease Phytophthera cinnamoni - a key threatening process 
under the EPBC Act - both in the immediate area and further afield, which is acknowledged 
in the EIS.   

 Contrary to the statement in the referral, there are viable alternatives to the proposal which 
would have minimal environmental impacts and be more economically beneficial to the 
West Coast region. 

Finally, for both financial and other reasons, this project would not be a good use of public 
money: it is based on outdated costs and questionable assumptions and its value for the 
Tasmanian public has not been demonstrated. It is clearly not necessary, nor, as discussed in 
detail below, would it be advisable for it to proceed. The TNPA remains of the view that the 
Tyndall Range is an inappropriate location for the proposed Next Iconic Walk development and 
that this region, as proposed previously, should be incorporated into the adjacent TWWHA.  

Specific comments 

Impacts on World Heritage Values 

 The Next Iconic Walk project involves construction of a significant amount of infrastructure 
(31 km of track, two accommodation nodes with up to 15 structures, three shelters and several 
lookouts) in a currently wild and natural area. Such areas are increasingly rare and should be 
treasured and managed as-is, not degraded by the agency charged with their protection. As 
noted on page 6 of the EIS: 

- the proposal represents significant change of use and scale of development within the 
Tyndall Regional Reserve and Lake Beatrice Conservation Area. 

- significant environmental values are present. 
- the proposal has the potential to impact on environmental values. 

 
 The existing land tenure, regional reserve and conservation area, fails to reflect the area’s 

outstanding natural values and instead provides sufficient management flexibility to allow for 
another major development on reserved land. In fact, one of the reasons for selecting the 
Tyndall Range for the proposed development was this ‘flexibility’, unencumbered by a 
management plan. However, there are strong and long-standing arguments that these reserves 
contain similar Outstanding Universal Values as the TWWHA, and for incorporating the 
Tyndall Regional Reserve and the Lake Beatrice Conservation Area into the adjacent 
TWWHA to be managed accordingly. There have been several proposals from eNGOs for 
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this to happen from the 1970s to 2015 (for example, see here1), and even from the proponent 
of the current proposal (PWS) in 1990 (see here2).  

 Construction of the Next Iconic Walk would undoubtedly reduce both the natural values 
(considered comparable to those in the adjacent TWWHA) and the wilderness quality (value), 
in both the immediate area of the proposal and beyond (perhaps including the adjacent 
TWWHA). Apart from a brief acknowledgement that the project site has “wilderness value” 
(p.56), this impact has been totally ignored in the EIS, being neither discussed nor assessed. 
This is a serious omission, more so because the PWS’s Reserve Activity Assessment 
guidelines, in the past at least, have required consideration of the wilderness impacts of any 
proposal being assessed. 

 Visitors seek out Tasmania’s reserves to experience unique landscapes and connect to places 
where they see minimal human development. Therefore, the visual impact of visitor 
accommodation must be minimised and sympathetic to the surrounding landscape. Given the 
increasing rarity of wild places, and the increasing desire of people to seek out such places, it 
is important that reserves currently devoid of industrialised modification or recreational 
impact are managed to preserve these attributes. It is therefore important that visitor 
accommodation does not impede the ability of low-impact, self-reliant visitors to experience 
high-quality wilderness recreation settings without the presence of visitor accommodation. 

Listed threatened species, ecological communities and migratory species 

 ECOtas (2025)3 notes that the Tyndall Range area is a high conservation value area in 
Tasmania in terms of paleoendemic flora and evolutionary significance and is “unusual 
among the western mountains in that virtually all the alpine zone is unburned and dominated 
by gymnosperms or deciduous beech” (Kirkpatrick1984) (see Section: Endemic Flora, page 
80). 

 The referral identified that following: 

Three fauna species listed as threatened on the EPBC Act are known from database 
information, or were detected because of field assessment, from the Proposal area including: 

Sarcophilus harrisii (Tasmanian devil); 
Dasyurus maculatus subsp. maculatus (spotted tailed quoll); and 
Dasyurus viverrinus (eastern quoll).  

The Proposal area is also considered to support potential habitat (to varying degrees of 
marginality) of four additional fauna species threatened on the EPBC Act: 

Aquila audax subsp. fleayi (Tasmanian wedge-tailed eagle); 
Haliaeetus leucogaster (white-bellied sea eagle); 
Carinascincus microlepidotus (boulder cool-skink); and 
Carinascincus orocryptus (heath cool-skink).  

 
1 Geoff Law, Western Tasmania: A Place of Outstanding Universal Value, 2009. 
https://tnpa.org.au/wp-content/uploads/2017/08/Western-Tasmania-A-Place-of-Outstanding-Universal-Value-.pdf 
2 Department of Parks, Wildlife and Heritage, 1990. The Appropriate Boundaries of a World Heritage Area in Western 
Tasmania. https://tnpa.org.au/wp-content/uploads/2017/08/TWWHA-Approp-Boundary-Report-1990.pdf 
3 ECOtas (2025). Natural Values Assessment of Next Iconic Walk – West Coast, Tasmania. Report by 
Environmental Consulting Options Tasmania (ECOtas) for Tasmania Parks & Wildlife Service, 31 July 2025 
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 ECOtas also noted that the Protected Matters Report by the Commonwealth of Australia in 
2024 identified that the following threatened ecological communities may, or are likely to, 
occur within the area: 

Alpine Sphagnum Bogs and Associated Fens [Endangered]; 
Tasmanian Forests and Woodlands dominated by Black Gum or Brookers Gum 
(Eucalyptus ovata /E. brookeriana) [Critically Endangered]; and 
Tasmanian White Gum (Eucalyptus viminalis) Wet Forest [Critically Endangered] 

 While the natural values assessment concluded that threatened species, ecological 
communities and migratory species will not be significantly impacted by the proposal, the 
TNPA believes that the associated risks to these species have not been fully accounted for. 
Furthermore, this development is another example of “death by a thousand cuts”.  Reserves 
are set aside to protect natural and cultural values, but developments such as the current 
proposal incrementally impact on these values and over time these values are diminished. 
For example, the overnight nodes will involve large areas of vegetation clearing for hazard 
management areas and building footprints. Including a 25m buffer either side of the planned 
track corridor, the overall project area is 146.6 Ha. This is a very large area impacted, 
equivalent to 65 MCG ovals, which belies the statement that the impact of the Proposal will 
not be significant.  

 Phytophthora cinnamomi (PC) is classified as a key threatening process under the 
Commonwealth EBBC Act and the current proposal poses a significant risk of spreading this 
disease to new areas, both during the construction and operational phase. This risk cannot 
be eliminated, despite all measures proposed in the EIS. Indeed, it is acknowledged in the 
Biosecurity Management Plan4 for the proposal “that the installation of the track and hut 
infrastructure has the potential to further encourage walkers to use these features as a 
starting point to other sites in the Tyndall Range where PC may be absent and/or where 
there is more sensitive alpine vegetation” (p. 20). It is further noted on p.27 that “…the 
project area must be considered as warranting careful management in relation to PC”.  
Given that the aim of the proposal is to bring thousands of walkers in the Tyndall Range, 
the TNPA again believes that the risks associated of the increased spread and impacts of 
Phytophthora have not been fully accounted for. A precautionary approach is needed as it 
will not be possible to reverse the damage once done. 

 Finally, it is stated in section 1.3.2.17 of the referral that the Department of Natural 
Resources and Environment Tasmania (NRE Tas) has a strong focus on environmental 
management, with priority 4 in the strategic plan focusing on protecting and strengthening 
Tasmania's cultural and natural values. Given these statements, the TNPA believes that 
strengthening the protection of the high conservation, wild and natural values in the Tyndall 
Range should be given a higher priority than the current proposal.  

Alternatives 

 In Section 4.3.1 of the referral the proponent has answered “No” to the question: “Do you 
have any possible alternatives for your proposed action to be considered as part of your 
referral?” Several reasons are given, including that “it will be a new track and a new 

 
4 ECOtas (2025). Biosecurity Management Plan: Next Iconic Walk. Report by Environmental Consulting Options Tasmania 
(ECOtas) for Tasmania Parks & Wildlife Service, 27 August 2025 
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experience in response to a clear demand for more walking opportunities demonstrated 
through the feasibility study”, and “if the track is not built there will also be unrealised 
economic benefits that are anticipated to flow from the project, particularly to the West 
Coast, which does not have the diversity of employment opportunities seen in other regions 
of Tasmania”.  However, the TNPA argues strongly that a more viable option exists and has 
not been given due consideration by the proponent.  

 While 35 possible locations were assessed for the Next Iconic Walk in 2019, the selection 
process lacked transparency, with little to no information made public about the proposals 
submitted or the selection criteria used5. Furthermore, while two multi-day walk options in 
the Tyndall Range were considered during the 2021 Feasibility Study, a third option 
consisting of investment in existing and new part-day and full-day walks accessible from 
Queenstown, could potentially offer greater economic benefits to the local area, cater for a 
wider demographic, cost considerably less, and have less destructive impacts on wilderness 
and other natural values in the region.   

 It is also interesting to note that in the cost-benefit analysis described in the 2021 Feasibility 
Study, three walk options were compared. (1) a three-day, two-night option, (2) a two-day, 
one-night return walk, and (3) a benchmark consisting of investment in existing and new 
part-day and full-day walks. The results indicated a cost-benefit ratio of 12.7 for Option 1, 
13.0 for Option 2 and 43.7 for Option 3. One needs to ask therefore that, if benefits to the 
West Coast communities is a priority for the Next Iconic Walk, then why was Option 3 not 
chosen? The TNPA strongly suggests that this option clearly warrants re-visiting and serious 
consideration. 

Conclusion 

The TNPA remains of the view that the location of the proposed walk is inappropriate and that 
the Next Iconic Walk proposal should not proceed. This is because of its potential impact on 
both listed threatened species and ecological communities, and on the overall values of the area, 
considered to be comparable to those in the adjacent World Heritage area. Indeed, given the high 
conservation values of the area the TNPA, together with other eNGOs and also the PWS’s 
predecessor, strongly argue that the region should be added to the adjacent Tasmanian 
Wilderness World Heritage Area. Finally, other walk options exist that could provide benefits to 
West Coast tourism just as much, if not considerably more, and have less destructive impacts on 
the wilderness and other natural values of the region. 

Yours sincerely, 

 

Robert Campbell 

Vice President - Tasmanian National Parks Association  

 

 
5 See hƩps://tnpa.org.au/next-iconic-walk-how-did-the-tyndalls-get-chosen/ 


