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Regarding Criteria for Determining the Location and Extent of Riparian Zones 
 
Dear sir or madam, 
 
Please find below the text of my submission.  
 
Thank you for your consideration 
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Robert  Rands 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
Regarding Criteria for Determining the Location and Extent of Riparian Zones 
 
This submission addresses but should kindly not be restricted to sections 4.6, 4.8 and 4.9, dealing with 
stormwater. 
 

http://www.dpiw.tas.gov.au/inter.nsf/Attachments/JMUY-85BVTH/$FILE/Drains%20Act%20Submission%20Pro-Forma.pdf 
 
New criteria are needed for determining the location and extent of riparian zones on Council land. 
 
Your Issues Paper, Review of the Drains Act 1954, states on Page three that: 
 
"While the prevention of flooding continues to be the main focus of modern stormwater management, there 
is now an increasing focus on secondary objectives such as protecting environmental values and the 
harvesting and reuse of stormwater." 
 

http://www.dpiw.tas.gov.au/inter.nsf/Attachments/JMUY-85BVLA/$FILE/Drains%20Act%20Review%20Issues%20Paper.pdf 
 
I advocate the gradual restoration of riparian zones in urban and suburban areas, wherever possible.  Such 
restoration would allow a shift, from high-cost crisis management of floods in built areas, toward low-cost 
risk management of open space in our cities and suburbs. 
 
A combination of modelled flood frequency contours, geomorphologic features and strict, legislated, 
minimum distances to waterways would provide a sound basis for determining the riparian and flood zones 
to be reclaimed over time, through planned development and transition. The intents would be to reduce the 
impact of natural processes on the built environment and natural environments, and to restore and enhance 
natural processes and their benefits.  Such enhancement of the natural amenity offered by the riparian and 
flood zones clearly promotes “the sustainable development of natural and physical resources and the 
maintenance of ecological processes.” (LUPA 1993)  
 
As an example, long the Sandy Bay Rivulet, which flows through the Hobart suburbs of Dynnyrne and 
Sandy Bay.  Hydrological data is lacking to establish a sufficiently precise baseline for the estimation of 
flood frequency contours.  Even if such a baseline did exist, the current pattern of global climate change 
would limit its predictive value.  Recognition of “the top of the bank”, as an arbitrary planning guide, may 
address this problem to some degree, but the location of the top of the bank is subject to dispute by 
planners.  An example is the disagreement over development at 9-11 Lincoln Street, Sandy Bay (RMPAT 
Appeal 335/08P: 9-11 Lincoln Street, Sandy Bay [7005])  
 
A comprehensive set of criteria could be developed and applied to planning and development adjacent to 
or within riparian zones.  This would help to clarify stormwater planning issues and to lower ratepayer 
exposure to floods and their consequences.  It would also support and improve the ecosystem support 
services associated with urban and suburban riparian zones. 
 
The added advantage of such criteria is that proponents of projects, both civic and private, can depend 
more on independent measures of environmental factors.  These independent measures may help temper 
the expert opinions of individual hydrologists and other experts called to advocate in support or opposition 
on individual riparian zone development proposals, case by case, as is currently the practice when such 
matters of concern are brought forward for official public scrutiny.   
 
The development of such criteria, through an open and transparent process, would be a valuable 
contribution toward stormwater planning and implementation as well as other planning and management 
issues.  They could provide a scientifically validated basis for the abovementioned transition toward more 
open space along urban waterways. 
 
As I am not an expert, I will spare you a catalogue of literature on riparian zone rehabilitation and 
sustainable management.  The thrust of my submission is to bring to your attention the need for better and 
more independent criteria for judging the value of developments adjacent to or within the riparian zones of 
urban and suburban waterways. 
 


