Flowchart for the Tasmanian Landslide Code

The Tasmanian Landslide Code forms part of all 2015 Interim Planning Schemes in the state.
Its intent is to mitigate the risk of property loss due to slope instability.
Use this flowchart to determine whether or not a development application is exempt from the
Code.
Development Application
(DA) received by Local
Government authority
Comment
Clause 9.3 of the Code states that a DA for a boundary
adjustment is permitted if (a) no extra lots are created,
or (b) there is only a minor change to lot size, shape,
etc, or (c) no setback requirements are affected, or (d)
no required frontage is reduced, or (e) no lot boundary
aligned to a zone boundary is changed

Comment
Section E3.3 of the Code defines a Landslide Hazard Area as an area shown
on planning scheme maps as a landslide hazard area. A landslide hazard
area is equivalent to a landslide hazard band, colour-coded on maps as
shown below, and visible when added as a layer to a zoomed-in map of
Tasmania at www.thelist.tas.gov.au. An un-coloured “Acceptable” area is not
in a Landslide Hazard Area.

Does the DA concern
development within a
Landslide Hazard Area?

No

Yes

Comment
Clause 9.3 of the Code states that a DA for a
boundary adjustment is permitted if (a) no extra
lots are created, or (b) there is only a minor
change to lot size, shape, etc, or (c) no setback
requirements are affected, or (d) no required
frontage is reduced, or (e) no lot boundary
aligned to a zone boundary is changed

Is the DA an adjustment of a
boundary in accordance with clause
9.3 of this planning scheme?

Yes

No
Is the DA for a subdivision creating
no more than two lots within a Low
Landslide Hazard Area?

Yes

No
Does the DA concern
buildings within a Low
Landslide Hazard Area?

Yes

Important Disclaimer
This flow chart is intended to assist in interpreting the Tasmanian Landslide
Code. It is not a substitute for the Code, or for professional planning advice. It
may be amended from time to time without notice. It has been compiled by
William C Cromer Pty Ltd (WCCPL) with due care but WCCPL is not a
Planner. Accordingly, WCCPL does not guarantee that it is without flaw of
any kind or is wholly appropriate for every purpose for which it may be used.
To the extent permitted by law, WCCPL (including its employees and
consultants) excludes all liability to any person for any consequences,
including but not limited to all losses, damages, costs, expenses and any
other compensation, arising directly or indirectly from using this flowchart (in
part or in whole) and any information or material contained in it.
This flowchart may be reproduced, but only in full, and with full
acknowledgement to WCCPL.

No
Does the DA concern minor
extensions within the Medium
Landslide Hazard Area?

Comment
Section E3.3 of the Code defines a “minor
extension” as an extension of a building by
no more than 40m2 in gross floor area

Yes

No
Comment
Section E3.3 of the Code defines a “major
extension” as any of the following: (a) excavation
of 100m3 or more in cut volume, or (b) excavation
or soil disturbance of 1000m2 or more, (c)
clearing of 1000m2 or more of vegetation, or (d)
water storages or swimming pools of 45kL or
more

Does the DA concern major
extensions and new buildings with a
gross floor area no more than 200 m2
in the Medium Landslide Hazard
Area?

Yes

Yes
Comment
The five documents which constitute AGS Landslide
Risk Management (2007) are:
AGS (2007a). Guideline for Landslide Susceptibility,
Hazard and Risk Zoning. Australian Geomechanics,
Vol 42 No 1 March 2007
AGS (2007b).
Commentary on Guideline for
Landslide Susceptibility, Hazard and Risk Zoning.
Australian Geomechanics, Vol 42 No 1 March 2007
AGS (2007c).
Practice Notes Guidelines for
Landslide
Risk
Management.
Australian
Geomechanics Vol 42 No 1 March 2007
AGS (2007d). Commentary on Practice Notes
Guidelines for Landslide Risk Management.
Australian Geomechanics Vol 42 No 1 March 2007
AGS (2007e). The Australian Geoguides for Slope
Management and Maintenance. Australian
Geomechanics Vol 42 No 1 March 2007

No
DA is not exem pt from the
Landslide Code and
requires a landslide risk
managem ent (LRM) report
Local government
authority requests
LRM report

A Suitably Qualified
Person commences
appropriate LRM
assessment

No
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Is the published Landslide
Hazard Area appropriate
for the site?

Comment
Section E3.3 of the Code defines a LRM report as
an assessment and report by a suitably qualified
person (landslip) prepared in accordance with the
Australian Geomechanics Society (AGS) – Practice
Note Guidelines for Landslide Risk Management
2007. It includes a landslide risk assessment
Comment
Section E3.3 of the Code defines a “suitably
qualified person (landslide)” for (a) any Landslide
Hazard Area, a geotechnical engineer or an
engineering geologist as specified in the Director of
Building Control’s determination Certificates of
Specialists or Other Persons that can complete a
landslide risk assessment, or for (b) a Low Landslide
Hazard Area, a civil engineer

No
Does the DA concern
minor structures and
buildings?

DA is exempt from the
Landslide Code and
requires no landslide risk
management (LRM) report

Comment
Depending on the DA and the site, the LRM
assessment would typically be staged, and
include all or some of: (a) a desk-top review of
topography, drainage, geology, landslide history,
historical aerial imagery, (b) an initial site
inspection with or without surface investigation,
(c) subsurface investigation (drilling, test pitting,
testing, sampling, monitoring), (d) desk-top LRM
assessment and report

Yes

A Suitably Qualified
Person completes
appropriate LRM
assessment and report

Comment
The Landslide Hazard Area (ie band) maps are computer-derived principally from slope and geology data, are produced at a small (regional)
scale, and may be of limited use at larger (local) scale. A DPAC disclaimer on every hazard band map states in part: “…Hazard bands as
depicted in this map may not accurately represent the existence or otherwise of hazards in the mapped area. Independent expert advice
should be sought if action is to be taken that may be impacted by the existence or otherwise of hazards in the mapped area.”
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