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Summary 
This action statement documents the current understanding of the distribution of English 
broom in the Central Highlands with a focus on records close-by or within the Tasmanian 
Wilderness World Heritage Area (TWWHA). It presents the results of the review of available 
data, 2019 surveys and a cross tenure investment plan for the eradication of broom in the 
Central Highlands. The findings of this review and survey effort include: 

 Four outlying broom infestations not covered by the CHWMP were identified 
(Derwent Bridge, Miena, Fourteen Mile Rd and Wayatinah); 

 Control efforts have effectively reduced a number of known outlying broom 
infestations with over 40% of locations either controlled or suppressed by control; 

 Control efforts have been less effective for the larger infestations including three 
actively spreading core infestations at Bronte Park, Dee Lagoon and Tarraleah 
primarily due to the lack of a strategic cooperative approach; and 

 There are a number of infestations that are, or have the potential to be, spread by 
water regulation for hydro power generation. This potential for long distance 
dispersal is considered along with threat to the TWWHA when prioritising weed 
control and containment efforts.  

This 5-year action statement prioritises cooperative strategic control and monitoring efforts 
to achieve containment of English broom in the Central Highlands and reduce the threat it 
poses to the TWWHA by 2029. It makes recommendations for the data management and 
coordination required to achieve this objective. It will be coordinated by the Derwent 
Catchment Project as part of the Central Highland Weed Management Program (CHWMP) 
and will be revised in full in collaboration with CHWMP partners in 2024.  
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Background 
There has been an increased recognition of the threat that English broom (Cytisus scoparius) 
represents to the high value places in the Highlands particularly the Tasmanian Wilderness World 
Heritage Area (TWWHA). The weed risk assessment conducted for the TWWHA Weed Strategy 2010-
2013 ranks English Broom number 2 in terms of its invasiveness and potential impacts in the TWWHA. 
English broom is a Zone A Declared weed in the Central Highlands and a Weed of National 
Significance. It is spread only by seed, which mostly falls within 1 m of the parent plant, but seed pods 
can explode in the heat of summer and eject seeds up to 4.5 m away. Seeds in mud can attach to 
vehicles, machinery, footwear and animals. Floodwaters and animals also contribute to spread. It has 
a significant soil seed bank, with 80% of seed remaining dormant and viable after 3 years when buried 
in soil. 

For a number of years, the control of broom in the Central Highlands has been neglected by land 
managers. The containment of spread is a priority because the main infestations of broom have 
rapidly increased in the past three years and represent a significant threat as the species seems to be 
moving more rapidly. There are three core, tenure complex infestations which are rapidly spreading. 
These sites are at Bronte Park, Tarraleah and Dee Lagoon. These infestations are all close to roadways 
and/or waterways with vehicles and water regulated for energy generation potential long-distance 
vectors. Broom is invading neighbouring properties and reserved land close to these main infestation 
sites. Cooperative control efforts are essential for limiting further spread, with containment and asset 
protection the only feasible option to prevent this invasive weed spreading into the TWWHA. 

A coordinated management plan is essential for ensuring that this weed does not become a 
significant issue in the Central Highlands of Tasmania. The Derwent Catchment Project (DCP) currently 
works with Parks, Hydro, State Growth, Crown Land Services, Sustainable Timber Tasmania and 
Council on weed management through the facilitation of the Central Highlands Weed Management 
Plan (CHWWP) and there is a strong desire to see this program actively coordinated with inclusion of 
private landholders. This action statement will, when implemented, ensure that high threat 
infestations are controlled in a strategic, coordinated effort across tenure before they impact on the 
conservation values of the Central Highlands. 

Location 
English broom is known from 16 main locations in the Central Highlands (Figure 1). The mapping 
undertaken for the Central Highland Weed Management Program is more extensive than those in the 
Natural Values Atlas those this mapping does not account for infestations at Miena or on the Lyell 
Hwy either side of Derwent Bridge.  
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Figure 1. The known distribution of Broom in the Central Plateau on the initiation of this project (CHWMP and NVA) in relation to the TWWHA. 
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Review of existing distribution and control data 
The following data sources were reviewed to collate the existing understanding of the distribution of 
English broom in the Central Highlands: 

• CHWMP survey and control data; 
• Hydro Control data 2017-18; 
• Natural Values Atlas –June 2019, and 
• Stakeholder discussions.  

A review of the existing data revealed that broom is known from 16 main locations in the Central 
Highlands Municipality. The Central Highlands Weed Management Plan (CHWMP) documents 12 
priority locations for broom control.  

Broom survey  
Method 
Survey locations targetted locations known for broom infestation based on mapping undertaken for 
the CHWMP, NVA records and stakeholder discussions. Vehicle based mapping was undertaken for 
the majority of sites however the edges of large core infestations were mapped on foot to allow for 
accurate estimates of full extent and to determine penetration into native vegetation. During these 
surveys plant size and evidence of control efforts was noted. Infestations around Ellendale, Ouse and 
Hamilton were not surveyed or covered by this plan due their position on the edge of the Central 
Highlands and proximity to higher density of broom infestation of the Derwent Valley.  

Results 
Broom was observed at 14 of the 16 known locations, with successful control resulting in no living 
plants observed at Butlers Gorge and Lagoon of Island (Table 1, Figure 2). Eleven of these infestations 
are outliers with scattered individual plants or small patches and 3 are large core infestations covering 
areas of more than 20 ha (Bronte Park, Dee Lagoon and Tarraleah). The foreshore of Miena was 
previously considered a large core infestation, though control efforts over the last 5 years have 
reduced this dense infestation of over 40 ha to scattered small plants.   
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Figure 2. The known distribution of broom in the Central Highlands and near and within the TWWHA after survey effort. 
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Table 1. Active and controlled broom infestations in the Central Highlands as determined by results of 2019 
survey and stakeholder discussions and data.  

Location Type Tenure Infestation 
 

Direction and 
potential for spread 

Control history 

1. Brady’s 
Lake 

Outlier 
- Active 

Hydro Active – isolated 
plants in two 
campsites on the 
Lake edge 

Contraction – plants 
no longer observed 
in Brady’s lake 
township or on 
edge of Lake 
Binney. 

No control in 2017-18 

State Growth Active – isolated 
patch of plants on 
Lyell Hwy 

Contraction – was 
known from points 
along 1km of the 
Lyell Hwy  

Unknown - not in 
CHWMP 

2. Bothwell Outlier 
- Active 

CHC roadsides 
(Meadsfield Rd, 
Schaw and 
Wentworth Sts) 

Active – isolated 
patch of plants on 
three roads 

Contraction – was 
known from 3 km 
along Meadsfield 
Rd 
No change – Schaw 
St 
Increase – 
Wentworth St new 
site 
 

CHC controlled 
Meadsfield Rd sites in 
2018-19 – spray. 
Schaw St – no control 
2017-18 - in CHWMP 
Wentworth St- 
unknown - not in 
CHWMP 

CHC Reserve - 
Barrack Hill/Mt 
Adelaide 

Not surveyed  Unknown CHC controlled in 
2017-18 - in CHWMP 

State Growth 
(Highland Lake 
Rd) 

Active – two 
isolated patches 
of plants on 
Highland Lake Rd 
south of Bothwell 

Contraction to the 
south – was known 
from points along 3 
km  
No change to the 
north 

Unknown - not in 
CHWMP 
 

Private – 50 
Schaw St 

Active – 100 
plants in paddock  

No change – 
infestation extent 
similar to previously 
mapped area 

DCP followed up with 
private landholder in 
2018. Contractor to 
control 

Private – 38 
Schaw St 

Active – patch of 
plants in paddock  

No change – 
infestation extent 
similar to previously 
mapped area 

DCP follow up with 
private landholder 
2017-18 - in CHWMP 

Private – 2 38 
Schaw St - 
Barrack Hill/Mt 
Adelaide 

Active – dense 
infestation  

No change – 
infestation extent 
similar to previously 
mapped area 

DCP follow up with 
private landholder 
2017-18 - in CHWMP 

3. Bronte 
Park 
(Figure 
5). 

Core - 
Active 

Private – PID to 
1831092 5 
landholders 

Active - Dense 
infestation over 
90 ha 

Increase - Spread 
from PID to 
1831092 to smaller 
parcels off Bronte 
Heights. 

Trial of control 
methods for dense 
infestation by DCP - 
in CHWMP 

Private – 4 
landholders 

Active – 
continuous with 
dense 90 ha 

Increase - Spread 
from PID 1831092 
to smaller parcels 
off Bronte Heights. 

Unknown - not in 
CHWMP 
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Location Type Tenure Infestation 
 

Direction and 
potential for spread 

Control history 

infestation on PID 
1831092 

Private – Bronte 
Park township  

Active – large 
patch behind old 
pub and isolated 
plants on body 
corporate and 
one smaller 
private parcel. 

Increase - from 
previous mapping 

Unknown - not in 
CHWMP 
 

State Growth 
Roadside 

Active - A few 
isolated plants, 3 
patches on south 
side of road 

Increase - Spread 
from PID to 
1831092 

Unknown - not in 
CHWMP 
 

4. Butlers 
Gorge 

Outlier 
- 
Control
led 

Hydro Controlled - No 
living broom 
observed 

Contraction- No 
living broom 
observed 

Hydro control 2017-
18 - in CHWMP 

5. Dee 
Lagoon 
(Figure 
6). 

Core - 
Active 

STT Active - Dense 
infestations and 
scattered plants 
5-10 m into forest 
edges. Holly and 
Gorse also of 
concern.   

Increase - from 
previous known 
extent  

Control with mulcher, 
plans for follow up 
spray - in CHWMP.  

Central 
Highlands 
Council 

Active - Dense 
infestations and 
scattered plants 
in foreshore and 
forest vegetation. 
Holly also of 
concern. 

Increase - from 
previous known 
extent 

Some cut and paste 
on foreshore - in 
CHWMP 

Hydro Active - Dense 
infestations and 
scattered plants 
in foreshore and 
on high water 
mark on spillway. 
Holly and Gorse 
also of concern.   

Increase - from 
previous known 
extent 

Some cut and paste 
on foreshore - in 
CHWMP. There has 
been control but 
access is limiting, and 
this site is 
complicated and 
needs a machine to 
support works. 

TasNetworks Active - Dense 
infestations and 
scattered plants 
under powerline 
easements. Holly 
also of concern.  

Increase - from 
previous known 
extent 

Vegetation control on 
easements in 2017 
needs follow up with 
machine works,- in 
CHWMP 

Private -Dee 
shacks 

Controlled - No 
living broom 
observed 

Contraction- No 
living broom 
observed 

CHC control in 2017-
18 - in CHWMP 

6. Derwent 
Bridge 

Outlier 
- 
Supress
ed 

Crown Land Supressed by 
control - Small 
plant with some 
living stems 

New site Currently controlled 
by PWS -not in 
CHWMP 
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Location Type Tenure Infestation 
 

Direction and 
potential for spread 

Control history 

7. Flintston
e  

Outlier- 
Active 

Private land – 4 
properties  

Active – scattered 
plants in gardens 

Increase Not controlled in 
2017-18 - in CHWMP 

Council 
reserve/Hydro – 
on embankment 
adjacent to 
foreshore  

Active – patches 
of broom on 
embankment near 
foreshore 

Increase Controlled by Central 
Highlands 2017-18 - 
in CHWMP 

8. Fourteen 
Mile Rd 

Outlier- 
Active 

CHC roadside Active – Four 
locations with 
isolated plants, 
concentrated 
northern end. 

Contraction – was 
known from seven 
locations 

Central Highlands 
Council control - not 
in CHWMP 

9. Hermitag
e  

Outlier 
- Active 

CHC roadside Active – scattered 
plants on 
roadside, 
evidence of 
control 

No change – same 
extent 

Central Highlands 
Council control - in 
CHWMP 

10. Lagoon 
of 
Islands 

Outlier 
- 
Control
led 

Interlaken Rd Controlled – no 
plants observed  

Contraction Central Highlands 
Council control 2016-
17 - in CHWMP 

11. Lyell 
Hwy 
between 
Fourteen 
Mile Rd 
and 
Bronte 

Outlier 
- Active 

Department of 
State Growth 

Active – scattered 
plants on 
roadside, those of 
particular concern 
are near Nive 
River Bridge 

Slight change – two 
previous location 
no longer active, 
two new locations 

Unknown -not in 
CHWMP 

Crown Land Active – Patch of 
broom plants 10m 
upslope from Nive 
River 

Increase – new site Unknown -not in 
CHWMP 

12. Lyell 
Hwy 
between 
Derwent 
Bridge 
and 
Harbacks 
Rd 

Outlier- 
Supress
ed 

Department of 
State Growth 

Suppressed by 
control - 
Occasional 
isolated plant 

Not surveyed Hand pulled by PWS - 
not in CHWMP 

13. Miena Outlier- 
Supress
ed 

Hydro Supressed by 
control - 
Scattered small 
plants along Great 
Lake foreshore  

Seedlings and some 
living plants in dead 
material resulting 
from control efforts 
(at least 95% kill 
rate) 

Foliar spray funded 
by NRM South and/or 
Hydro for at least 5 
years- in CHWMP 

14. Osterley Outlier- 
Supress
ed 

CHC roadsides Suppressed by 
control – two 
locations 
remaining. 

Contraction – two 
locations with living 
plants remaining, 
previously nine 

Controlled by Central 
Highlands 2017-18 - 
in CHWMP 

15. Tarralea
h (Figure 
7). 

Core- 
Active 

Private – 
Tarraleah 
Holdings 

Active - Dense 
and scattered 
infestations 
across the 
property. Broom 

Increase – 
spreading further 
into open forest 
edges. 

Slash and spray of 
regrowth with short-
term success in open 
areas. No evidence of 
control of broom in 
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Location Type Tenure Infestation 
 

Direction and 
potential for spread 

Control history 

5-10m into 
forested areas 
and under open 
woodland in 
paddocks. 
 

forested areas, or 
patch that is 
continuous with 
dense infestation in 
Tarraleah 
Conservation Area - 
in CHWMP 

PWS – Tarraleah 
Conservation 
Area 

Active - Dense 
and scattered 
infestations 
continuous with 
dense infestation 
on Tarraleah 
Holdings. Broom 
5-10m into 
forested areas 

Increase – 
spreading further 
into open forest 
edges. Unlikely to 
spread into wet 
forest in Tarraleah 
Conservation Area 
due to dense 
canopy. 

No evidence of 
control – not in 
CHWMP  

TasNetworks – 
under 
transmission 
lines 

Suppressed by 
control – living 
plants present, 
but evidence of 
active control.  

Increase – potential 
to spread down to 
Nive River. 

Evidence of foliar 
spray of broom under 
transmission lines, 
some living seedlings 
surround dead plants 
- in CHWMP 

Hydro – Golf 
course 

Active - Along 
fence lines 

Increase - from 
previous mapping 

No evidence of 
control – not in 
CHWMP 

16. Wayatin
ah 

Outlier-
Active 

CHC Reserve Active – The 
largest area of 
individual plants 
and patches of 
plants is 
surrounding the 
township. 

Increase - from 
previous mapping 

No evidence of 
control – included in 
recently develop 
Wayatinah weed 
management plan 

Crown Land Active - individual 
plants on tracks 
through native 
vegetation 

Increase - from 
previous mapping 

No evidence of 
control – included in 
recently develop 
Wayatinah weed 
management plan 

Hydro Active – individual 
plants on the 
shore of the 
Lagoon and on 
tracks through 
native vegetation.  

Increase - from 
previous mapping 

No evidence of 
control – included in 
recently develop 
Wayatinah weed 
management plan 
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Core infestations  
There are three core infestations that are actively spreading and all are over 20ha - Bronte Park, Dee 
Lagoon and Tarraleah. These infestations are described below and in Figures 5-8.  

Bronte Park - The infestation at Bronte Park located at the corner of the Lyell Hwy and Marlborough 
Rd. The core area of dense infestation is in cleared land, with the majority on PID 1831092, and is 
approximately 90ha. The infestation has already spread across of the Lyell Hwy and Marlborough Rd 
and to neighbouring properties to the north. Derwent Catchment Project has been working with the 
landholder and CHC with the core of this infestation to trial control methods, however due to the size 
of this infestation even containment along the property boundary is an expensive undertaking for an 
individual landholder. This infestation, if left uncontained, will spread along the Lyell Hwy towards the 
TWWHA (with vehicles and animals both being potential vectors). There is also potential for the 
infestation to migrate along nearby water courses (including the Nive River) and therefore to move 
closer to the TWWHA (Franklin-Gordon Wild Rivers National Park). 
 

Figure 3. a-b. Broom at Bronte Park. a. Dense infestation of broom in paddock on private land and b. trial control 
methods at Bronte Park broom infestation.  
 
Dee Lagoon –There is dense infestation over 29 ha centring around the Dee dam wall from Spillway 
Bay to Batchlers Shore, with outlying patches back towards Dee on the Victoria Valley Road. High 
watermark on the spillway also has broom plants (Figure 4a). This core infestation showed some of 
the greatest penetration of broom into native vegetation in the Central Highlands. The Dee Lagoon 
site is of concern as it is a major source of weed spread in a region which is otherwise in good 
condition.  This infestation is actively spreading along the foreshore and high watermark and also has 
the potential to spread into further into forested areas via vegetation management vehicles slashing 
under power lines. This infestation has complex tenure and management issues. Hydro manages Dee 
Lagoon as operational hydropower storage. TasNetworks manages high voltage transmission 
easements and distribution lines in and around Dee Lagoon which are on land owned by STT. Central 
Highlands Council have been controlling along the road easements however the density and spread of 
the infestation has meant that their work has been largely ineffective.  

a 

 

b 
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Figure 4. a-b. Broom at Dee Lagoon. a. Broom on the high watermark on the Dee Spillway (marked by red arrow) 
and b. broom in foreshore vegetation.  

Tarraleah - Overall 42 ha of broom infestation with isolated plants on its edges. It is of particular 
concern due to its proximity to Tarraleah Conservation Area and the potential for spread by 
maintenance vehicles slashing under transmission lines to the Nive River. The majority of the 
infestation that threatens Tarraleah Conservation Area is on PWS land (Figure 8), though this 
infestation is shared with the private landholder, Tarraleah Holdings. The broom infestation at 
Tarraleah has complex tenure and management issues. Hydro Tasmania manages Tarraleah Power 
Station and owns the Golf Course. TasNetworks manages high voltage transmission easements and 
distribution lines which are on land owned by Sustainable Timber Tasmania (STT), Hydro Tasmania 
and Tarraleah Holdings. TasNetworks is undertaking broom control in the easement that runs down 
to the Nive River. Tarraleah Holdings are also undertaking control in open areas using slashing and 
spraying, though these efforts have also been hampered by inconsistent follow up.  

 
 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Figure 5 a -b. Broom in the edges of native vegetation at Tarraleah. a. Broom has invaded up to 80m into open 
woodland in paddocks with grazing and b. there is scattered broom on the regenerating edges of the Tarraleah 
Conservation Area, but no broom under the thick wet forest canopy. The red arrow shows the location of the 
broom plants.  

a 

 

b 

 

a b 



14 
 

 

 

 

 

 

  

Figure 6. Broom infestation at Bronte Park and 
outliers on Lyell Hwy on Nive River.  



15 
 

  

Figure 7. Broom infestations at Dee Lagoon and spillway.  
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Figure x.  

Figure 8. Broom infestation at Tarraleah shown the dense 
and scattered infestation where control efforts using 
slashing and/or foliar spray have been undertaken.  
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Action statement 
This Broom Action Statement has been developed with the objective of containing broom infestations 
in the Central Highlands and the threat these infestations pose to the TWWHA by 2029. It builds on 
over 5 years of active control effort by CHWMP partners. This control effort has been shown to be 
effective for outlying infestations, with reductions in Broom extent across the Municipality through 
effective control of outliers. There are, however, three large complex infestations that are continuing 
to spread and where control efforts have been largely ineffective.  

Control and monitoring priorities 
Outlying infestations control and monitoring efforts should be focused on eradication, and in the 
order of immediacy outlined below: 

1. Outlying infestations in close proximity to the TWWHA or regulated waterbodies that present 
vectors to broom free areas e.g. Derwent Bridge, Miena, Wayatinah and Flintstone. 

o These infestations should be monitored until broom free for 4 years.  
2. Outlying infestations more than 5 km from TWWHA or regulated waterbodies e.g. Bothwell, 

Osterley and  
o These infestations should be monitored until broom free for 2 years.  

Methods for controlling outlying infestations include foliar spray with selective herbicide, cut and 
paste or hand pull small isolated plants as appropriate to the infestation.  

Core infestations control efforts should be undertaken with the primary objective of containment, 
and in the order of immediacy outlined below: 

1. contain areas adjacent to main vectors for spread e.g. waterbodies and roads; and 
2. control toward centre of core infestation as resources are available.  

Recommended methods and approach for core infestations are desired below.  

Bronte Park: The primary concern at this site is the infestation on PID 1831092. It is recommended 
that this infestation is contained by creating a break using a bulldozer with follow up foliar spray of 
regrowth along the property boundary to avoid further spread on roadsides and adjacent properties.  

There are three key actions for the site 

1. Containment around the infestation site – using a bulldozer not a slasher or mulcher due to 
the stems which can prevent further control action i.e. high risk of tyre damage on ordinary 
vehicles 

2. Removal or spray entire population. Bulldozing all broom, windrowing and burning waste. 
Followed by sowing with pasture and follow up spray using selective herbicide.  This will allow 
for a better outcome in terms of long-term management and follow up.   

3. Follow up around the township will also be required as some spread has occurred from this 
main infestation.  
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Dee Lagoon:  

This site is complicated by multi-tenure, power and water infrastructure and the scale of the 
infestation through native vegetation over rocky ground.  Previous control methods have included: 
mulching, cut and pasting, machine works and foliar spray. The difficult access and the complication 
of powerlines mean that different section will need to be managed using a variety of techniques. The 
key issue will be collaborative effort with machine and truck support so that waste biomass can be 
removed or burnt where possible. Three techniques required: 

• Flat accessible land can be mulched and follow up sprayed.  
• Land under the powerline needs to be sprayed where appropriate or removed with an 

excavator to an appropriate area for burning.  
• Cut and pasting is still appropriate with machine support in difficult to access areas.  

A site management plan will be required to ensure a clear action plan can be implemented effectively. 

Tarraleah: This infestation is also complex due to its proximity to Hydro infrastructure and tourist 
accommodation, some of the more cost-effective methods for controlling larger infestations are not 
appropriate e.g. burning or helicopter spraying.  

The open, cleared areas should be slashed then the regrowth sprayed with selective herbicide. For 
infestations within native vegetation spot spraying with a backpack sprayer is the most appropriate, 
and where plants are too large for foliar spray, cut and paste technique should be used. As control 
efforts are more labour intensive in the forest /woodland edges, priority should be given to 
preventing these infestations from spreading further. The order of priority for broom control at 
Tarraleah is: 

• The forest edge in the Tarraleah Conservation Area; 
• The dense infestation in the open, clearer land in and adjacent to Tarraleah Conservation 

Area 
• The transmission easement near the Nive River; 
• Infestations edges of native vegetation on Tarraleah Holdings and the Golf Course; and  
• Infestation in cleared land on Tarraleah Holdings and the Golf Course. 

Co-investment Plan 
A summary of the timing and implementation costs of this 5-year action statement for each targeted 
infestation is outlined in the following tables below. Costs are estimated at $1,280 per day for weed 
control and costs for herbicide, equipment hire and traffic management are also included where 
significant.  
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Table 2. Brady’s Lake - Control and monitoring priority and estimated control costs over the 5-year plan.  

Tenure Control and 
monitoring 
priority  

Daily 
cost 

Year 1 - 
time in 
days 

Estimated 
$ Cost - 
Year 1  

Year 2 - 
time in 
days 

Estimated 
$ Cost - 
Year 2 

Year 3 - 
time in 
days 

Estimated 
$ Cost - 
Year 3  

Year 4 - 
time in 
days 

Estimated 
$ Cost - 
Year 4  

Year 5 - 
time in 
days 

Estimated 
$ Cost - 
Year 5  

Hydro Outlier 1 1280 1 1280 1 1280 0.5 640 0.5 640 0.5 640 

State 
Growth 

Outlier 1 1280 1 $1,280 0.5 $640 0.5 $640 0.5 $640 0.5 $640 

 

Table 3. Bothwell - Control and monitoring priority and estimated control costs over the 5-year plan. 

Tenure Control and 
monitoring 
priority  

Daily 
cost 

Year 1 - 
time in 
days 

Estimated 
$ Cost - 
Year 1  

Year 2 - 
time in 
days 

Estimated 
$ Cost - 
Year 2 

Year 3 - 
time in 
days 

Estimated 
$ Cost - 
Year 3  

Year 4 - 
time in 
days 

Estimated 
$ Cost - 
Year 4  

Year 5 - 
time in 
days 

Estimated 
$ Cost - 
Year 5  

CHC 
roadsides 
(Meadsfield 
Rd, Schaw 
and 
Wentworth 
Sts) 

Outlier 2 1280 2 2560 2 2560 1 1280 1 1280 1 1280 

CHC 
Reserve - 
Barrack 
Hill/Mt 
Adelaide 

Outlier 2 1280 1 1280 1 1280 0.5 640 0.5 640 0.5 640 

State 
Growth 

Outlier 2 1280 0.5 $640 0.5 $640 0.5 $640 0.5 $640 0.5 $640 
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(Highland 
Lake Rd) 
Private – 
50 Schaw 
St 

Outlier 2 1280 1 $1,280 0.5 $640 0.5 $640 0.5 $640  $0 

Private – 
38 Schaw 
St 

Outlier 2 1280 2 $2,560 1 $1,280 1 $1,280 1 $1,280 0.5 $640 

Private – 2 
Schaw St - 
Barrack 
Hill/Mt 
Adelaide 

Outlier 2 1280 3 3840 2 2560 2 2560 1 1280 1 1280 

 

Table 3. Bronte Park (Figure 5, see page 18 for recommend control methods) - Control and monitoring priority and estimated control costs over the 5-year 
plan. 

Tenure Control and 
monitoring 
priority  

Daily 
cost 

Year 1 - 
time in 
days 

Estimated 
$ Cost - 
Year 1  

Year 2 - 
time in 
days 

Estimated 
$ Cost - 
Year 2 

Year 3 - 
time in 
days 

Estimated 
$ Cost - 
Year 3  

Year 4 - 
time in 
days 

Estimated 
$ Cost - 
Year 4  

Year 5 - 
time in 
days 

Estimated 
$ Cost - 
Year 5  

Private – 
PID - 

Core 1 and 2  2640 6 $15,840 $309/ ha $24,720 4 $5,120 4 $5,120 4 $5,120 

Private – 4 
landholders 
to north of 
PID - 

Core 1 1280 3 3840 2 2560 2 2560 1 1280 1 1280 

Private – 
Bronte Park 
township  

Core 1 1280 2 2560 1 1280 0.5 640 0.5 640 0.5 640 

State 
Growth 
Roadside 

Core 1 1280 0.5 640 0.5 640 0.5 640 0.5 640 0.5 640 
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Table 4.  Butlers Gorge - Control and monitoring priority and estimated control costs over the 5-year plan. 

Tenure Control and 
monitoring 
priority  

Daily 
cost 

Year 1 - 
time in 
days 

Estimated 
$ Cost - 
Year 1  

Year 2 - 
time in 
days 

Estimated 
$ Cost - 
Year 2 

Year 3 - 
time in 
days 

Estimated 
$ Cost - 
Year 3  

Year 4 - 
time in 
days 

Estimated 
$ Cost - 
Year 4  

Year 5 - 
time in 
days 

Estimated 
$ Cost - 
Year 5  

Hydro Outlier 1 1280 0.5 640 0.5 640 0.5 640 0.5 640 0.5 640 

 

Table 5. Dee Lagoon (Figure 6, see page 19 for recommend control methods) - Control and monitoring priority and estimated control costs over the 5-year 
plan. 

Tenure Control and 
monitoring 
priority  

Daily 
cost 

Year 1 - 
time in 
days 

Estimated 
$ Cost - 
Year 1  

Year 2 - 
time in 
days 

Estimated 
$ Cost - 
Year 2 

Year 3 - 
time in 
days 

Estimated 
$ Cost - 
Year 3  

Year 4 - 
time in 
days 

Estimated 
$ Cost - 
Year 4  

Year 5 - 
time in 
days 

Estimated 
$ Cost - 
Year 5  

STT Core 1 and 2   in-house 
STT 
control 

  in-house 
STT 
control 

  in-house 
STT 
control 

  in-house 
STT 
control 

  in-house 
STT 
control 

  

Crown Land Core 1 1280 2 2560 1 1280 1 2560 1 1280 1 2560 

Central 
Highlands 
Council 

Core 1 and 2 1280 3 3840 1 1280 1 2560 1 1280 1 2560 

Hydro Core 1 and 2 1280 5 6400 3 3840 3 3840 3 3840 1 1280 

TasNetworks Core 1 and 2 1280 4 5120 3 3840 3 3840 2 2560 2 2560 

Private -Dee 
shacks 

Core 1 1280 2 2560 1 1280 1 1280 1 1280 1 1280 
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Table 6. Derwent Bridge - Control and monitoring priority and estimated control costs over the 5-year plan. 

Tenure Control and 
monitoring 
priority  

Daily 
cost 

Year 1 - 
time in 
days 

Estimated 
$ Cost - 
Year 1  

Year 2 - 
time in 
days 

Estimated 
$ Cost - 
Year 2 

Year 3 - 
time in 
days 

Estimated 
$ Cost - 
Year 3  

Year 4 - 
time in 
days 

Estimated 
$ Cost - 
Year 4  

Year 5 - 
time in 
days 

Estimated 
$ Cost - 
Year 5  

Crown 
Land 

Outlier 1 1280 1 1280 0.5 640 0.5 640 0.5 640 0.5 640 

 

Table 7. Flintstone - Control and monitoring priority and estimated control costs over the 5-year plan. 

Tenure Control 
and 
monitoring 
priority  

Daily 
cost 

Year 
1 - 
time 
in 
days 

Estimated 
$ Cost - 
Year 1  

Year 
2 - 
time 
in 
days 

Estimated 
$ Cost - 
Year 2 

Year 
3 - 
time 
in 
days 

Estimated 
$ Cost - 
Year 3  

Year 
4 - 
time 
in 
days 

Estimated 
$ Cost - 
Year 4  

Year 
5 - 
time 
in 
days 

Estimated 
$ Cost - 
Year 5  

Private land – 4 properties  Outlier 1 1280 1 1280 0.5 640 0.5 640 0.5 640 0.5 640 

Council reserve/Hydro – on 
embankment adjacent to foreshore  

Outlier 1 1280 1 1280 1 1280 1 1280 1 1280 1 1280 

 

Table 8. Fourteen Mile Rd - Control and monitoring priority and estimated control costs over the 5-year plan. 

Tenure Control 
and 
monitoring 
priority  

Daily 
cost 

Year 
1 - 
time 
in 
days 

Estimated 
$ Cost - 
Year 1  

Year 
2 - 
time 
in 
days 

Estimated 
$ Cost - 
Year 2 

Year 
3 - 
time 
in 
days 

Estimated 
$ Cost - 
Year 3  

Year 
4 - 
time 
in 
days 

Estimated 
$ Cost - 
Year 4  

Year 
5 - 
time 
in 
days 

Estimated 
$ Cost - 
Year 5  

CHC roadside Outlier 2 1280 1 1280 1 1280 1 1280 1 1280 1 1280 
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Table 9. Hermitage - Control and monitoring priority and estimated control costs over the 5-year plan. 

Tenure Control 
and 
monitoring 
priority  

Daily 
cost 

Year 
1 - 
time 
in 
days 

Estimated 
$ Cost - 
Year 1  

Year 
2 - 
time 
in 
days 

Estimated 
$ Cost - 
Year 2 

Year 
3 - 
time 
in 
days 

Estimated 
$ Cost - 
Year 3  

Year 
4 - 
time 
in 
days 

Estimated 
$ Cost - 
Year 4  

Year 
5 - 
time 
in 
days 

Estimated 
$ Cost - 
Year 5  

CHC roadside Outlier 2 1280 2 2560 2 2560 1 1280 1 1280 1 1280 

 

Table 10. Lagoon of Islands - Control and monitoring priority and estimated control costs over the 5-year plan. 

Tenure Control 
and 
monitoring 
priority  

Daily 
cost 

Year 
1 - 
time 
in 
days 

Estimated 
$ Cost - 
Year 1  

Year 
2 - 
time 
in 
days 

Estimated 
$ Cost - 
Year 2 

Year 
3 - 
time 
in 
days 

Estimated 
$ Cost - 
Year 3  

Year 
4 - 
time 
in 
days 

Estimated 
$ Cost - 
Year 4  

Year 
5 - 
time 
in 
days 

Estimated 
$ Cost - 
Year 5  

Interlaken Rd Outlier 1 1280 1 $1,280 1 $1,280 1 $1,280 1 $1,280 1 $1,280 

 

Table 11. Lyell Hwy between Fourteen Mile Rd and Bronte - Control and monitoring priority and estimated control costs over the 5-year plan. 

Tenure Control 
and 
monitoring 
priority  

Daily 
cost 

Year 
1 - 
time 
in 
days 

Estimated 
$ Cost - 
Year 1  

Year 
2 - 
time 
in 
days 

Estimated 
$ Cost - 
Year 2 

Year 
3 - 
time 
in 
days 

Estimated 
$ Cost - 
Year 3  

Year 
4 - 
time 
in 
days 

Estimated 
$ Cost - 
Year 4  

Year 
5 - 
time 
in 
days 

Estimated 
$ Cost - 
Year 5  

Department of State Growth – near 
edge of Nive River 

Outlier 1 1280 1 1280 1 1280 1 1280 1 1280 1 1280 

Crown Land – near edge of Nive River Outlier 1 1280 1 1280 1 1280 0.5 640 0.5 640 0.5 640 
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Table 12. Miena - Control and monitoring priority and estimated control costs over the 5-year plan. 

Tenure Control 
and 
monitoring 
priority  

Daily 
cost 

Year 
1 - 
time 
in 
days 

Estimated 
$ Cost - 
Year 1  

Year 
2 - 
time 
in 
days 

Estimated 
$ Cost - 
Year 2 

Year 
3 - 
time 
in 
days 

Estimated 
$ Cost - 
Year 3  

Year 
4 - 
time 
in 
days 

Estimated 
$ Cost - 
Year 4  

Year 
5 - 
time 
in 
days 

Estimated 
$ Cost - 
Year 5  

Hydro Outlier 1 1280 2 2560 2 1280 1 1280 1 1280 1 1280 

 

Table 13. Osterley - Control and monitoring priority and estimated control costs over the 5-year plan. 

Tenure Control 
and 
monitoring 
priority  

Daily 
cost 

Year 
1 - 
time 
in 
days 

Estimated 
$ Cost - 
Year 1  

Year 
2 - 
time 
in 
days 

Estimated 
$ Cost - 
Year 2 

Year 
3 - 
time 
in 
days 

Estimated 
$ Cost - 
Year 3  

Year 
4 - 
time 
in 
days 

Estimated 
$ Cost - 
Year 4  

Year 
5 - 
time 
in 
days 

Estimated 
$ Cost - 
Year 5  

CHC roadsides Outlier 2 1280 1 1280 1 1280 0.5 640 0.5 640 0.5 640 

 

Table 14. Tarraleah (Figure 7, see page 19 for recommend control methods) - Control and monitoring priority and estimated control costs over the 5-year 
plan. 

Tenure Control 
and 
monitoring 
priority  

Daily cost Year 
1 - 
time 
in 
days 

Estimated 
$ Cost - 
Year 1  

Year 2 - 
time in 
days 

Estimated 
$ Cost - 
Year 2 

Year 
3 - 
time 
in 
days 

Estimated 
$ Cost - 
Year 3  

Year 
4 - 
time 
in 
days 

Estimated 
$ Cost - 
Year 4  

Year 
5 - 
time 
in 
days 

Estimated 
$ Cost - 
Year 5  
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Private – Tarraleah 
Holdings 

Core 1 and 
2 

  1280 
                     

14 17920 10 12800 4 5120 4 5120 4 5120 

Slasher 

PWS – Tarraleah 
Conservation Area 

Core 1 $2,560 10 25600 $1,280 
 

5120 4 5120 2 2560 2 2560 

4-person team 
and mulching 

machine 

2-person 
team 

TasNetworks – under 
transmission lines 

Core 1 1280 1 1280 1 1280 0.5 640 0.5 640 0.5 640 

Hydro – Golf course Core 1 1280 1 1280 1 1280 0.5 640 0.5 640 0.5 640 

 

Table 15. Wayatinah - Control and monitoring priority and estimated control costs over the 5-year plan. 

Tenure Control 
and 
monitoring 
priority  

Daily cost Year 
1 - 
time 
in 
days 

Estimated 
$ Cost - 
Year 1  

Year 2 - 
time in 
days 

Estimated 
$ Cost - 
Year 2 

Year 
3 - 
time 
in 
days 

Estimated 
$ Cost - 
Year 3  

Year 
4 - 
time 
in 
days 

Estimated 
$ Cost - 
Year 4  

Year 
5 - 
time 
in 
days 

Estimated 
$ Cost - 
Year 5  

CHC Reserve Outlier 1 1280 3 3840 2 2560 2 2560 0.5 640 0.5 640 

Crown Land Outlier 1 1280 0.5 640 0.5 640 0.5 640 0.5 640 0.5 640 

Hydro Outlier 1 1280 2 2560 1 1280 1 1280 0.5 640 0.5 640 

*For control of other weeds at this site see - Derwent Catchment Project (2019) Weed management Plan for Wayatinah.  
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