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NOTE:

1. Discharge hydrographs of Railway Bridge No.2 include surcharge
over railway embankment east of Railway Bridge No.2.

2. Discharge hydrograph at Railway Bridge No.1 include surcharge
over railway embankment west of Railway Bridge No. 2.

3. Refer Table A2 of Appendix A for storm durations of hydrographs
at selected locations.
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NOTE:

The extent and depths of flooding shown were determined

from airborne laser scanning survey and are approximate only.

The extent of inundation in individual allotments near the flood
fringe should be confirmed by site specific survey.
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