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NOTE:

The ground surface model incorporated in TUFLOW is based on LIDAR survey which
has been sampled on a 3 m (min) grid and does not necessarily incorporate localised
features which can influence flooding behaviour in individual allotments.

Flood depths are therefore approximate only and require interpretation by a suitably
qualified engineer to determine flooding behaviour in individual allotments. Any
assessment of fleoding in individual allotments may also reguire a site survey.

The allotment boundaries shown are based on the NSW State Database obtained
from the Six Maps online database and may not represent the true property boundaries
in the study area
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assessment of flooding in individual allotments may also require a site survey.

The allotment boundaries shown are based on the NSW State Database obtained
from the Six Maps online database and may not represent the true property boundaries
in the study area
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has been sampled on a 3 m (min) grid and does not necessarily incorporate localised
features which can influence flooding behaviour in individual allotments.

Flood depths are therefore approximate only and require interpretation by a suitably
qualified engineer to determine flooding behaviour in individual allotments. Any
assessment of flooding in individual allotments may also require a site survey.

The allotment boundaries shown are based on the NSW State Database obtained
from the Six Maps online database and may not represent the true property boundaries
in the study area
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has been sampled on a 3 m (min) grid and does not necessarily incorporate localised
features which can influence flooding behaviour in individual allotments.

Flood depths are therefore approximate only and require interpretation by a suitably
qualified engineer to determine flooding behaviour in individual allotments. Any
assessment of flooding in individual allotments may also require a site survey.

The allotment boundaries shown are based on the NSW State Database obtained
from the Six Maps online database and may not represent the true property boundaries
in the study area
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Flood depths are therefore approximate only and require interpretation by a suitably
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assessment of flooding in individual allotments may also require a site survey.

The allotment boundaries shown are based on the NSW State Database obtained
from the Six Maps online database and may not represent the true property boundaries
in the study area
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The allotment boundaries shown are based on the NSW State Database obtained
from the Six Maps online database and may not represent the true property boundaries
in the study area
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The ground surface model incorporated in TUFLOW is based on LIDAR survey which
has been sampled on a 3 m (min) grid and does not necessarily incorporate localised
features which can influence flooding behaviour in individual allotments.

Flood depths are therefore approximate only and require interpretation by a suitably
qualified engineer to determine flooding behaviour in individual allotments. Any
t of flooding in individual allot ts may also require a site survey

The allotment boundaries shown are based on the NSW State Database obtained
from the Six Maps enline database and may not represent the true property boundaries
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The allotment boundaries shown are based on the NSW State Database obtained
from the Six Maps online database and may not represent the true property boundaries ®
in the study area
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APPENDIX B

ADDITIONAL FIGURES SHOWING DESIGN FLOOD BEHAVIOUR AT BOGAN GATE
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Bogan Gate Flood Risk Management Study and Plan
Appendix C — Suggested Wording for Inclusion in Parkes Shire Development Control Plan
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