
 NARROMINE SHIRE COUNCIL 
ORDINARY MEETING BUSINESS PAPER – 16 JUNE 2021 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 

1. REPORT OF THE LOCAL EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT COMMITTEE

The minutes of the Local Emergency Management Committee Meeting held on 
13 May 2021 at the Narromine Shire Emergency Services Complex are attached 
(See Attachment No. 1). 

RECOMMENDATION 

That the recommendations from the minutes of the Local Emergency Management 
Committee Meeting held on 13 May 2021 be adopted. 

2. REPORT OF THE FLOODPLAIN MANAGEMENT COMMITTEE

The minutes of the Floodplain Management Committee Meeting held on 2 June 2021 
at the Narromine Council Chambers are attached (See Attachment No. 2). 

RECOMMENDATION 

That the recommendations from the minutes of the Floodplain Management 
Committee Meeting held on 2 June 2021 be adopted.  

3. REPORT OF THE NARROMINE SHOWGROUND AND RACECOURSE ADVISORY
COMMITTEE

The report to and minutes of the Narromine Showground and Racecourse Advisory 
Committee Meeting held on 20 May 2021 at the Narromine Council Chambers are 
attached (See Attachment No. 3). 

RECOMMENDATION 

That the report of the Narromine Showground and Racecourse Advisory Committee 
and the recommendations from the minutes of the Meeting held on 20 May 2021 be 
adopted.  
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MINUTES OF THE LOCAL EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT COMMITTEE MEETING HELD AT THE 
NARROMINE SHIRE EMERGENCY SERVICES COMPLEX ON 

THURSDAY, 13 MAY 2021 
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PRESENT: Andre Pretorius (Director, Infrastructure and Engineering Services, NSC), 
(Chair), Sergeant Mick Smith (LEOCON) (NSW Police Orana), Kel Wise (REMO, NSW 
Police), Simon Bracht (NSW Fire and Rescue), Ewen Jones (NSW Fire and Rescue), Mark 
Pickford (NSW Rural Fire Service), David Dickey (Traffic NSW), Chris Robinson (Local 
Land Services), Sanu Thekkumpurath (Narromine Heath Service) and Sarah 
Masonwells (Minute Taker). 

1. WELCOME

The Chair welcomed those present, and declared the meeting open at 9:34am.

2. APOLOGIES

RECOMMENDED by consensus that the apologies of Samantha Reid (NSW SES, 
Narromine), Graham Millgate (LEMO), Lochlan Rush (NSW Ambulance), Cr Craig 
Davies (Mayor, NSC), Jason Gavenlock (Local Land Services), Anthony Hojel (NSW Fire 
and Rescue), Wade Haines (NSW Fire and Rescue), Bron Waters (NSW Rural Fire 
Service), Ken Bermingham (Tomingley Gold Operations), and Robyn Douglas 
(Timbrebongie House) be accepted. 

3. CONFIRMATION OF MINUTES

RECOMMENDED by consensus that the Minutes of the meeting held on 11 February 
2021 are a true and accurate record of the meeting. 

4. BUSINESS ARISING

 Sarah Masonwells to follow up with Graham Millgate regarding EMPLAN’s
 The Chair noted the speed limit changes at the rail crossings have been

implemented

5. CORRESPONDENCE

 May 2021 REMO Report (attachment No. 1) was circulated via email by Kel Wise

6. CONTACT LIST

 Update and resend with the addition of Inspector William Russell (NSW Police
Force)

7. AGENCY REPORTS

a) NSW State Emergency Service

 Nil

b) NSW Ambulance Service

 Nil
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7. AGENCY REPORTS CONTINUED

c) NSW Fire and Rescue (Simon Bracht)

 No real changes, with training ongoing

d) Narromine Volunteer Rescue Association

 Nil

e) NSW Rural Fire Service (Mark Pickford)

 Changed over to computer dispatch
 20 incidents/call outs since last meeting
 Callouts coming in for controlled stubble burns
 QR Code is now available for primary producers to register control burns.

Sarah Masonwells to contact Mark Pickford regarding advertising this on
Council’s Facebook and website

 Tanker service program coming up
 The Celeste Barber funding rollout of $10,000 per brigade for equipment is

almost finalised
 QR Codes are in all sheds for COVID compliance
 Still a few staff members down in the office
 Security cameras have been purchased for some station sheds

f) NSW Police Orana – Narromine (Michael Smith)

 2 new staff commenced in March and have settled in well
 More staff movements over the next few months
 Still getting high blood alcohol and drug readings when doing random

inspections
 Hostile vehicle threat mitigation has to be included in Traffic Management

Plans for special events. Be mindful that vehicles must be parked on the
correct side of the barriers

g) Local Land Services LLS (Chris Robinson)

 2 staff were in the flood regions in support roles
 Training continuing
 Announcement from State Government today regarding availability of

mouse bait for Primary Producers.

h) Narromine Shire Council (André Pretorius)

 Graffiti remains a big problem and theft from remote sites has increased
 Inland Rail Flood modelling community presentation is expected in early

June
 The timeline for the Floodplain risk management Plan includes going out to

public exhibition on the 10th June 2021 for 28 days
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7. AGENCY REPORTS CONTINUED

 Discussion was had regarding Inland Rail with the number of houses that will
be affected, including level crossings and bridges that will be constructed
as a result of the Inland Rail Development.  This study/design is done by
Inland Rail and is separate to the Narromine study. However, both parties
are sharing information.

 Council’s Floodplain Risk Management Plan Study will be distributed to the
LEMC once the draft has been finalised

i) Timbrebongie House

 Nil

j) Narromine Health Service (Sanu Thekkumpurath)

 COVID Vaccine rollout in Narromine on Wednesday 2 and Thursday 3 June
2021 10am - 4pm. Council to confirm location

 Average 200 ED presentations a month
 8 per day in general ward
 Recently implemented a junior workforce strategy
 There are 10 registered nurses, 8 of these are trained in lifesaving, and 4 are

enrolled in FLEC training
 Early child health nurse has been employed 2 days a week
 Planning service delivery etc. is ongoing for Dubbo, Narromine and

Wellington. This is looking at the next 10 years, and once finalised will be
submitted for approval

 Community Health Building has moved to the main hospital building
 Virtual Healthcare has its challenges, for example can not have paediatrics
 Action plan needs to be implemented after a work place survey completed
 Fire indicator panel is required to be upgraded and brief has been

submitted
 Biggest challenge is retaining staff and a positive culture
 Emergency plans are being updated and if completed will be presented

at next the meeting

k) Tomingley Gold Operations

 Nil

l) Transport NSW (David Dickey)

 Inland Rail will be contacted for a representative to attend future meetings
 Next year’s budget includes the additional overtaking lanes in between

Dubbo and Narromine
 Audio tactile marking is ongoing, with the centreline to be split where the

width is suitable

RECOMMENDED by consensus that the agency reports as presented be received. 
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8. RESCUE SUB COMMITTEE

Sergeant Michael Smith confirmed the meeting was held at 9am prior to the 
Local Emergency Management Committee Meeting. 

9. REMO REPORT
 Weather incidents resilience NSW has provided a new assessment form that

has been circulated to all LEMC Chair persons
 Ongoing COVID compliance
 Statement of Intent and questionnaire was circulated via email
 EMPLAN looking at reviews and updates
 Proposed dates for training
 The next Region Emergency Services Meeting is 3 June in Dubbo

10. UP COMING EVENTS

 Open day Fire and Rescue Narromine on Saturday 15 May, 10am – 2pm

11. GENERAL BUSINESS

 Kel Wise and Simon Bracht noted information regarding the Public Access

Defibrillation programme:

o People in cardiac arrest could have both paramedics and other

emergency services workers trained in the use of a defibrillator

dispatched to their aid, under a new program. Public Access

Defibrillation programme (PAD) utilises other agencies and their

equipment to get help to patients fast

 Wade Haines asked if the next meeting could to be held in Trangie. A

suitable location to be explored. Sarah Masonwells to advise Graham

Millgate of this request

 André Pretorius noted The Draft Crime Minimisation Strategy was put on

public exhibition for 28 days.

 Sergeant Michael Smith noted his thanks to all agencies for the preparation

for Anzac Day

 Emergency Plus App for the phone, what three words will give you a

location.  Sarah Masonwells to speak to Council regarding Facebook posts

to advise the community of the app

 CMG’s to be redistributed to the relevant combat agency for review and

bring back to next meeting. Any small changes can be adopted by local

LEMC, major changes or additions need to be taken to the regional level

12. NEXT MEETING

The next Local Emergency Management Committee Meeting will be held on 
Thursday, 12 August 2021, commencing at 9.30 am; to be preceded by a Rescue Sub 
Committee Meeting commencing at 9.00 am, venue to be confirmed. 
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There being no further business, the meeting closed at 10:59am. 

The minutes (pages 1 - 5) were confirmed at a meeting held on  

2021 and are a full and accurate of the meeting held on 13 May 2021. 

Chair 
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REMO Report to LEMC & LRC Meetings – May 2021 Page 1 of 2 

Dubbo (North Zone) – Kel Wise 
Bathurst (South Zone) –  

OFFICIAL 

OFFICIAL 

REMO Report to Central West LEMCs & LRC’s – May 2021 

1) Operational Information

SES Event: Severe Weather NSW - Western Zone -144/2021
Flood operation continues downstream after passing through the northern section of the Central West.
Natural Disaster Assessments – Request for all Councils’ estimates of natural disaster damage
sustained to essential public assets in the LGA be provided to ResNSW,

Please remember to advise your LEMC members because some agencies may be eligible for Funding 
response or recovery activities. 

Ongoing COVID -19 Compliance 
At Local level, LEMCs are reminded to maintain attentiveness and advise around changes and 
potentials for hotspots and clusters to develop. This includes monitoring and awareness of “Community 
events” and “get-togethers”.  
Please ensure that you pass your Events information, as well as the COVID-19 meeting notes, onto 
your NSW Health Services Functional Area Co-ordinator wnswlhd-hsfac@health.nsw.gov.au     
With the changing circumstances, it is important to stay up to date with the current restrictions, orders 
and public information. The “single source of truth” being the NSW Government’s COVID-19 website 
at https://www.nsw.gov.au/covid-19  It is still important to promote within our communities physical 
distancing, washing our hands.  

2) Plans, Planning and Information

Deputy Commissioner NSWPF – Questionnaire
Email sent to all LEMC Chairpersons for distribution on the 1st April and a reminder sent 8th April 2021.

LEMC members were provided this opportunity to complete a questionnaire before 27 April 2021, 
providing your insights and experiences of emergency management in NSW. The data collected from 
this questionnaire will inform an overarching NSW Police Force Emergency Management Statement 
of Strategic Intent, around the NSWPF Emergency Management Unit, Emergency Management 
arrangements and the Regional Emergency Management Officer, LEOCON and REOCON roles into 
the future. It is envisaged this document will apply a state-wide lens in driving the NSW Police Force 
strategic direction in emergency management for the next 24 months, commencing 1 July 2021.   

The project will engage a robust consultation process encompassing all levels of the emergency 
management sector. The consultation process will be driven by an appreciation of local, region and 
state level emergency management priorities and seamlessly align with broader NSW Emergency 
Management Arrangements and NSW Police Force strategic direction. 

Local EMPlans 
a. The main focus for this year will be to review and update your local EMPlan and your EOC SOP’s
if they are older than 3 years. Please note any new CMG’s or major changes to your EMPlan will
need to be endorsed by the REMC.
b. There has been some interest across the region to test and practice EOC via a functional
exercise, if your committee is interested please let me know.

3) Training and Capability

Central West EM Training
Resilience NSW face to face training arrangements are still constantly under review. 

The following dates are proposed and NOT endorsed yet. 
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MINUTES OF THE NARROMINE FLOODPLAIN MANAGEMENT COMMITTEE MEETING HELD AT 
COUNCIL CHAMBERS ON WEDNESDAY 2 JUNE 2021 
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PRESENT: Narromine Shire Council: Cr Rob McCutcheon (Chair), Mrs Jane Redden (General 
Manager), Mr Andre Pretorius (Director Infrastructure & Engineering Services), Mr Graham 
Millgate (Local Emergency Management Officer), Community/Business Representatives: Mr 
Scott Button (Lyall & Associates), Mayor Cr Craig Davies, Mr Robert Handsaker, Mr George 
Mack, Mr Jack Cooper, Mr Craig Ronan (NSW State Emergency Service), Ms Lisa 
Ignatavicius (NSW State Emergency Service), and Mrs Sarah Masonwells (Minute Taker). 

VIA TELECONFERENCE: Mr Ivan Rivas Acosta (Office of Environment and Heritage) 

IN ATTENDANCE: Marion Truscott (Director Governance, NSC), Phil Johnston (Director 
Community & Economic Development, NSC) and Emma Yule (Manager Planning, NSC) 

1. WELCOME

The Chair welcomed those present and declared the meeting open at 11.32am. 

2. APOLOGIES

RECOMMENDED Mr Robert Handsaker/Mr George Mack that the apologies of Cr Colin 
Hamilton, Mr Mike Bennett, Ms Brigid Rice and Mr Robert Heywood, and be accepted.   

3. BUSINESS ARISING FROM THE MINUTES

Nil 

4. PRESENTATION OF THE DRAFT NARROMINE TOWN FLOODPLAIN RISK MANAGEMENT STUDY
AND PLAN UPDATE TO THE FLOODPLAIN MANAGEMENT COMMITTEE BY SCOTT BUTTON,
LYALL AND ASSOCIATES AND DISCUSSION

Scott Button spoke to the Narromine Town Floodplain Risk Management Study and Plan 
Update, provided to members (attachment No. 1). 

Scott spoke regarding the following points in particular; 
 Floodplain Risk Management process.
 They were able to do a more detailed flood model due to Inland Rail further

expanding their flood modelling
 Community members responses to the Community Consultation that took place in

2020
 Stormwater upgrades are not in the plan as Council has already commenced this

study
 Existing Drainage System in Narromine
 Historic and Design Flood Levels at Narromine – Table 2.2
 Hydraulic Model Calibration – Table 2.4
 Updated Flood Frequency – Table 2.5
 Narromine Flood Study Update – Design Flood Behaviour
 Economics Impacts of Flooding - Table 2.6
 Flood Hazard Vulnerability Classification – Table 2.7
 Hydraulic Categorisation
 Flood Warning and Preparedness – Table 2.8
 Potential Floodplain Management Measures
 Narromine Floodplain Management Plan 2009 – Table 3.1
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5. PRESENTATION OF THE DRAFT NARROMINE TOWN FLOODPLAIN RISK MANAGEMENT STUDY
AND PLAN UPDATE TO THE FLOODPLAIN MANAGEMENT COMMITTEE BY SCOTT BUTTON,
LYALL AND ASSOCIATES AND DISCUSSION CONT.

 Assessed Flood Modification Measures – Options A, B, C and D. With B being the
preferred option

 After community consultation and third party impacts, six (6) Variances for Option B
were looked at

 Option B1A Includes upgrade of Webbs Siding railway culverts
 Freeboard requirements
 Assessed Flood Modification Measures
 Property Modification Measures – Table 3.3
 Extract from Flood Planning Constraint Category Map at Narromine – Table 3.4
 Development Control Matrix – Schedule 2A, Schedule 2B
 Improved Emergency Planning and Response
 Narromine Town Floodplain Risk Management Plan – Table 4.1
 Measures forming part of Updated Narromine Town Floodplain Risk Management

Plan
 Next Steps

Mr Robert Handsaker: Requested confirmation of the preferred option? 

Scott Button: B1A is the recommendation with the inclusion of the culvert upgrade. 

Mr Robert Handsaker: Would like it noted, B2 protects the entire town, while B1A allows water 
down the town cowal. B2 winds around the Golf Club where B1A does not. This is in regards 
to Figure C1.16 

Scott Button: The reason it is not going around the Golf Club is it would affect more houses. 
It is all in regards to the above floor level inundation. The water levels being referred to in 
the town cowal will be less than present day.  

Mr Jack Cooper: What property will be purchased along River Drive? 

Scott Button: No property will be purchased. This will be removed from the report, as it 
predates 1986. (It is noted this is to be confirmed) 

Mr George Mack: What is the actual Freeboard required, 0.7m? 

Scott Button: It becomes difficult as I am trying to differentiate between the levee freeboard 
and the freeboard required in town. 

Mr Jack Cooper: Why has climate change been included in both the freeboard and the 
figures?  

Scott Button: It wasn’t included in the figures. 

Mr George Mack: In regards to the calculation of present worth value, why is the value more 
than 50 years? 
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5. PRESENTATION OF THE DRAFT NARROMINE TOWN FLOODPLAIN RISK MANAGEMENT STUDY
AND PLAN UPDATE TO THE FLOODPLAIN MANAGEMENT COMMITTEE BY SCOTT BUTTON,
LYALL AND ASSOCIATES AND DISCUSSION CONT.

Scott Button: Treasury doesn’t allow us to go any more than 50 years. Although it is 0.85, 
social benefits and constraining developments highlights the need. 

Cr Robert McCutcheon: Scott, do you have the confidence that Inland Rail will take into 
account the culvert changes and implement the changes in their planning? 

Scott Button: I can’t answer that, that is up to Council and Inland Rail to communicate. 

Mrs Jane Redden: This has already been communicated with Inland Rail. 

Cr Craig Davies:  Scott, is it 0.5km of culverts, or 600m?  

Scott Button: It is 0.5km, 900mm high x 3600mm box culverts 

RECOMMENDATION 
Mr Robert Handsaker/Mr George Mack that the Narromine Town Floodplain Risk 
Management Study and Plan Update that was presented to the Committee (with minor 
amendments), be recommended to Council to be placed on public exhibition for a period 
of 28 days. 

5. MINUTES OF THE PREVIOUS MEETING

RECOMMENDED Mr Robert Handsaker/Mr George Mack that the minutes of the previous 
meeting held on 23 February 2021 be accepted as a true and accurate record of the 
meeting  

Mr George Mack and Mr Robert Handsaker left the meeting at 12:58pm 

6. GENERAL BUSINESS

André Pretorius noted that Council has been in discussion with Inland Rail regarding a 
presentation to the Committee at 9am on Thursday 17 June 2021, presented by Inland Rail. 
After the presentation, Inland Rail will take questions and comments.  
Affected landholders and/or interested parties are invited to call Inland Rail at any time with 
any questions or concerns. 
Another round of community consultation will be held with the broader community and will 
be held on a different date, at a different location.  

A meeting invitation for 9am on Thursday 17 June 2021 will be sent out. This meeting will not 
impact anything done here, it will just be an information session. 

Mr Craig Ronan: Will the Report be available once the minor amendments are complete? 

Scott Button: Yes 
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Cr Rob McCutcheon (Chair), thanked all committee members with a special thanks the 
volunteer committee members and to Scott Button for his professionalism, for his 
understanding and the way he has taken on the concerns of the committee and 
community members.   

There being no further business the meeting closed at 1:05pm. 

The minutes (pages 1- 4) were confirmed at a meeting held on       
2021 and are a full and accurate record of the meeting held on 2 June 2021. 

CHAIR 
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Narromine Town Floodplain Risk Management Study and Plan Update 

NTFRMSPU_V1_Report_[Rev 1.5].doc i Lyall & Associates 

June 2021   Rev. 1.5 

COPYRIGHT NOTICE 

This document, Narromine Town Floodplain Risk Management Study and Plan Update 2021, is 

licensed under the Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 Licence, unless otherwise indicated. 

Please give attribution to: © Narromine Shire Council 2021 

We also request that you observe and retain any notices that may accompany this material as 

part of the attribution. 

Notice Identifying Other Material and/or Rights in this Publication: 

The author of this document has taken steps to both identify third-party material and secure 

permission for its reproduction and reuse. However, please note that where these third -party 

materials are not licensed under a Creative Commons licence, or similar terms of use, you 

should obtain permission from the rights holder to reuse their material beyond the ways you are 

permitted to use them under the Copyright Act 1968.  Please see the Table of References at the 

rear of this document for a list identifying other material and/or rights in this document. 

Further Information 

For further information about the copyright in this document, please contact:  

Narromine Shire Council 

120 Dandaloo Street, Narromine 

mail@narromine.nsw.gov.au 

(02) 6889 9999

DISCLAIMER 

The Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 Licence contains a Disclaimer of Warranties and 

Limitation of Liability.  In addition: This document (and its associated data or other collateral 

materials, if any, collectively referred to herein as the ‘document’) were produced by Lyall 

& Associates Consulting Water Engineers for Narromine Shire Council only.  The views 

expressed in the document are those of the author(s) alone, and do not necessarily 

represent the views of the Narromine Shire Council.  Reuse of this study or its associated 

data by anyone for any other purpose could result in error and/or loss.  You should 

obtain professional advice before making decisions based upon the contents of this 

document. 
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FOREWORD 

NSW Government’s Flood Policy 

The NSW Government’s Flood Prone Land Policy is directed at providing solutions to existing 

flooding problems in developed areas and to ensuring that new development is compatible with 

the flood hazard and does not create additional flooding problems in other areas.  

Under the Policy, the management of flood liable land remains the responsibility of local 

government.  The State subsidises flood mitigation works to alleviate existing problems and 

provides specialist technical advice to assist councils in the discharge of their floodplain 

management responsibilities. The Policy provides for technical and financial support by the 

State through the following four sequential stages: 

1. Data Collection and Flood Study Collects flood related data and undertakes an 

investigation to determine the nature and extent of 

flooding. 

2. Floodplain Risk Management Study Evaluates management options for the floodplain in 

respect of both existing and proposed 

development. 

3. Floodplain Risk Management Plan Involves formal adoption by Council of a plan of 

management for the floodplain. 

4. Implementation of the Plan Construction of flood mitigation works to protect 

existing development.  Use of Local Environmental 

Plans to ensure new development is compatible 

with the flood hazard. .  Improvements to flood 

emergency management procedures. 

Presentation of Study Results 

The results of flood modelling which has been undertaken as part of the present study using 

contemporaneous computer modelling techniques are presented in this report (Updated Flood 

Study).  Both the Updated Flood Study and the Floodplain Risk Management Study have been 

prepared under the guidance of the Floodplain Risk Management Committee comprising 

representatives from Narromine Shire Council, the NSW Department of Planning, Industry and 

Environment, the NSW State Emergency Service and community representatives. 

ACKNOWLEDGEMENT 

Narromine Shire Council has prepared this document with financial assistance from the NSW 

Government through its Floodplain Management Program.  This document does not necessarily 

represent the opinions of the NSW Government or the Department of Planning, Industry and 

Environment. 
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SUMMARY 

S1 Study Objectives 

Narromine Shire Council commissioned the update of Narromine Floodplain Risk Management 

Study and the Narromine Floodplain Risk Management Plan, both of which were prepared by 

Lyall & Associates in 2009 (respectively referred to herein as “FRMS 2009” and “FRMP 2009”).   

The overall objectives of the present study were to review the two aforementioned documents, 

refine the definition of flooding at Narromine using contemporaneous computer modelling 

techniques, reassess the impacts of flooding on the community, review existing Council policies 

as they relate to development of land in flood liable areas, consider options for the management 

of flood affected land and to develop a contemporaneous Floodplain Risk Management Plan for 

the town (Narromine Town FRMP 2021) which: 

i) Proposes modifications to existing Council policies to ensure that the development of

flood affected land is undertaken so as to be compatible with the flood hazard and risk.

ii) Proposes Flood Planning Levels for the various land uses in the floodplain.

iii) Sets out the recommended program of works and measures aimed at reducing over

time, the social, environmental and economic impacts of flooding.

iv) Provides a program for implementation of the proposed works and measures.

While the present study principally deals with Main Stream Flooding from the Macquarie River, 

inundation resulting from Major Overland Flow in the absence of riverine type flooding has also 

been assessed.   

S2 Study Activities 

The activities undertaken as part of THE present study, details of which are documented in this 

Floodplain Risk Management Study (Narromine Town FRMS 2021) report included: 

1. Undertaking a consultation program to ensure that residents and business owners in

Narromine were informed of the objectives, progress and outcomes over the course of

the study (Appendix A).

2. Review of flooding patterns at Narromine for flood events up to the Extreme Flood, as

determined by a new set of flood models which were developed as part of the present

study (denoted herein as the “Updated Flood Study”) (Chapter 2).

3. Assessment of the economic impacts of flooding, including the numbers of affected

properties and estimation of damages (Chapter 2 and Appendix B).

4. Review of current flood related planning controls for Narromine and their compatibility

with flooding conditions (Chapter 2).

5. Review of existing flood warning and preparedness (Chapter 2).

6. Strategic review of potential floodplain management works and measures aimed at

reducing flood damages, including an economic assessment of the most promising

measures and the preparation of suggested wording for inclusion in the Narromine

Shire Council Development Control Plan which are aimed at guiding future

development in flood prone areas (Chapter 3 and Appendices C and D).

7. Ranking of works and measures using a multi-objective scoring system which took into

account economic, financial, environmental and planning considerations (Chapter 4).

8. Preparation of Narromine Town FRMP 2021 (Chapter 5).
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S3 Summary of Flood Impacts 

Figures 2.9, 2.10, 2.11, 2.13 and 2.15 show the indicative extent and depth of inundation design 

flood events with Annual Exceedance Probabilities (AEPs) of 5%, 2%, 1%, 0.5%, as well as the 

Extreme Flood, while Figures 2.12 and 2.14 show maximum flow velocities on the Macquarie 

River floodplain for the 1% (1 in 100) and 0.5% (1 in 200) AEP floods.  Figure 2.16 shows design 

water surface profiles along the Macquarie River at Narromine. 

While floodwater would break out of the Macquarie River and cross Warren Road to the north of 

Bowen Fletcher Drive in Skypark during a 2% (1 in 50) AEP flood event (refer Figure 2.11), it 

would generally be confined to the river and its immediate overbank area during floods up to 

about 1.25% (1 in 80) AEP in magnitude. 

At the 1% (1 in 100) AEP level of flooding, 449 dwellings, 72 commercial/industrial buildings and 

seven public buildings are subjected to above-floor inundation.  The total flood damages in 

Narromine amounts to about $50 Million in the event of a 1% (1 in 100) AEP flood, increasing to 

about $417 Million in an Extreme Flood.  If freeboard is added to the nominal flood levels, then 

the estimated flood damages in Narromine increase to about $103 Million and $456 Million for the 

1% (1 in 100) AEP and Extreme Flood, respectively. 

The “Present Worth Value” of damages resulting from all floods up to the magnitude of the 

Extreme Flood assuming a seven per cent discount rate and an economic life of 50 year is about 

$22.5 Million, increasing to about $35.8 Million when freeboard is taken into account . 

S4 Flood Risk and Development Controls 

An updated approach which uses contemporaneous concepts of flood hazard and hydraulic 

categorisation has been recommended for incorporation in Narromine Shire Development Control 

Plan 2011 (Narromine Shire DCP 2011).  The delineation of Flood Planning Constraint 

Categories (FPCCs) is based on the proximity to flow paths, depths and velocities of flow, the 

rate of rise of floodwaters and ease of evacuation from the floodplain in the event of a flood 

emergency. 

Figure D1.1 in Appendix D is an extract from the Flood Planning Map relating to the township of 

Narromine.  The extent of the Flood Planning Area (FPA) (the area where proposed residential 

and commercial/industrial type development would be subject to flood related development 

controls) has been defined as the extent of land that lies at or below the 1% (1 in 100) AEP plus 

0.5 m  

Minimum Habitable Floor Levels (MHFL) requirements would be imposed on future development 

in properties that are identified as lying either partially or wholly within the extent of the FPA 

shown on the Flood Planning Map.  The MHFLs for all land use types are the same as are 

currently set out in Narromine DCP 2011, those being: 

 at or above the 1% (1 in 100) AEP plus 0.5 m freeboard in the case of residential type

development;

 as close as practical to the 1% (1 in 100) AEP plus 0.5 m but no lower than the 2% (1 in

50) AEP plus 0.5 m freeboard in the case of commercial/industrial type development; and

 at or above the 0.5% (1 in 200) AEP plus 0.5 m freeboard in the case of flood vulnerable

residential type development, essential community facilities and critical utilities.
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S5 Narromine Town Floodplain Risk Management Plan 2021 

Narromine Town FRMP 2021 showing recommended flood management measures for the study 

area is presented in Chapter 5, with the recommended works and measures summarised in 

Table S1 at the end of this Summary.  The recommended works and measures have been given 

a provisional priority ranking, confirmed by the Floodplain Risk Management Committee , 

according to a range of economic, social, environmental and other cri teria set out in Table 4.1 of 

the report. 

Narromine Town FRMP 2021 comprises four “non-structural” management measures which could 

be implemented by Council with the assistance of NSW SES, using existing data and without 

requiring Government funding.  The measures are as follows: 

 Measure 1 – Inclusion of a new special flood considerations clause in the Narromine

Local Environmental Plan 2011 (Narromine LEP 2011) which would apply to land

identified as Outer Floodplain (i.e. to land which lies between the FPA and the extent of

the Extreme Flood), noting that the wording in clause 6.2 titled Flood planning will be

automatically updated by the NSW Government on 14 July 2021.  The changes to

Narromine LEP 2011 will provide flexibility in defining the Flood Planning Level (FPL) in

areas subject to different types of flooding across the whole of the local government area

and for ease of implementing Measure 2.

 Measure 2 - The application of a graded set of planning controls for future development

that recognise the location of the development within the floodplain; to be applied through

an update of the wording in Narromine Shire Development Control Plan 2011 (Narromine

Shire DCP 2011).  Recommended wording for inclusion in Narromine Shire DCP 2011 is

set out in Appendix D.

 Measures 3 - Improvements in the NSW State Emergency Service’s (NSW SES’s)

emergency planning, including use of the flood related information contained in this study

to update the Narromine Shire Local Flood Plan.  Information in this present report which

would be of assistance to NSW SES includes more detailed information on the nature and

extent of flooding at Narromine.

 Measure 4 - Council should take advantage of the information on flooding presented in

this report, including the flood mapping, to inform occupiers of the floodplain of the flood

risk.  This could be achieved through the preparation of a Flood Information Brochure

which could be prepared by Council with the assistance of NSW SES containing both

general and site specific data and distributed with rate notices.

In addition to the above measures, Narromine FRMP 2021 includes the following two “structural” 

measures which would require Government funding: 

 Measure 5 - The detailed design and construction of a levee along the southern bank of

the Macquarie River in combination with the upgrade of the existing railway culverts at

Webbs Siding (denoted herein as the “Preferred Flood Mitigation Scheme”).  The

scheme also includes the design and implementation of flood proofing measures for an

existing homestead that is located on the Backwater Cowal where peak flood levels would

be increased as a result of the scheme.  Measure 5 includes the update of the flood

modelling for post-Preferred Flood Mitigation Scheme conditions, as well as the flood

planning related aspects of Narromine Shire DCP 2011.
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 Measure 6 – The development and implementation of a Vegetation Management Plan

which is aimed at managing the density of understorey vegetation on the banks of the

Macquarie River at Narromine, as well as the removal of flood debris from the same area

follow major flood events.

S6 Timing and Funding of FRMP Measures 

The total estimated cost to implement Narromine Town FRMP 2021 is $22.3 Million, exclusive of 

Council and NSW SES staff costs.  The timing of the measures will depend on Council’s overall 

budgetary commitments and the availability of both Local and State Government funds. 

Assistance for funding qualifying projects included in the Narromine Town FRMP 2021 may be 

available upon application under the Commonwealth and State funded floodplain management 

programs, currently administered by NSW Department of Planning, Industry and Environment. 

S7 Council Action Plan 

1. Council to update Narromine Town LEP 2011 and Narromine Shire DCP 2011, the latter by

incorporating the suggested form of wording set out in Appendix D of this report into the

existing document (Measures 1 and 2 of Narromine Town FRMP 2021).

2. NSW SES to update the Narromine Shire Local Flood Plan using the flooding information set

out in this report (Measure 3 of Narromine Town FRMP 2021).

3. Council to inform residents and business owners of the flood risk based on the information

presented in Narromine Town FRMS 2021. (e.g. displays of flood mapping at Council offices,

preparation of Flood Information Brochure for distribution with rate notices, etc) (Measure 4

of Narromine Town FRMP 2021).

4. Council to commission the detailed design and construction of the scope of works comprising

the Preferred Flood Mitigation Scheme (Measure 5 of Narromine Town FRMP 2021).

5. Council to develop and implement a Vegetation Management Plan for the riparian corridor of

the Macquarie River at Narromine (Measure 6 of Narromine Town FRMP 2021).
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TABLE S1 

RECOMMENDED MEASURES FOR INCLUSION IN NARROMINE TOWN FLOODPLAIN RISK MANAGEMENT PLAN 

Measure 
Required 

Funding 
Features of the Measure Priority 

1. Update of Narromine LEP 2011 Council’s staff 

costs 

 A new special flood considerations clause should be incorporated in Narromine LEP 2011 which applies to land that lies

between the FPA and the Extreme Flood.  The new clause relates to development with particular evacuation or emergency

response issues (e.g. group homes, residential aged care facilities, etc).  It is also aimed at protecting the operational ca pacity

of emergency response facilities and critical infrastructure during extreme flood events.

 It is noted that the wording in clause 6.2 of Narromine LEP 2011 titled Flood planning will be automatically updated by the NSW

Government on 14 July 2021 as part its recent reform of the NSW Flood Prone Land Package.

High Priority: this measure is designed to mitigate the 

flood risk to future development and has a high priority for 

inclusion in the Narromine Town FRMP 2021. It does not 

require Government funding. 

2. Incorporate contemporaneous approach to

managing future development on flood prone

land in Narromine Shire DCP 2011.

(Council’s staff 

costs) 

 Graded set of flood controls based on the type of development and their location within the floodplain, defined as la nd inundated

by the Extreme Flood.

 Floodplain divided into four zones based on the assessed flood hazard and hydraulic categorisation.

 Similar to the current approach adopted by Council, the minimum habitable floor level varies depending on land use type.

High Priority: this measure is designed to mitigate the 

flood risk to future development and has a high priority for 

inclusion in the Narromine Town FRMP 2021. It does not 

require Government funding. 

3. Ensure flood data in the Narromine Town

FRMS 2021 are available to the NSW SES

for improvement of flood emergency

planning.

NSW SES 

costs 

 NSW SES should update the Narromine Shire Local Flood Plan using more detailed information on the nature and extent of

Main Stream Flooding.

High Priority: this measure would improve emergency 

response procedures and has a high priority.  It does not 

require Government funding. 

4. Implement flood awareness and education

program

Council staff 

costs 

 Council to inform residents of the flood risk, based on the information presented in the Narromine Town FRMS 2021. (e.g.

displays of flood mapping at Council offices, preparation of Flood Information Brochure for distribution with rate notices, etc).

High Priority: this measure would improve the flood 

awareness of the community and has a high priority. It does 

not require Government funding. 

5. Detailed design and construction of 

Preferred Flood Mitigation Scheme, as well 

as updating flood related aspects of 

Narromine Shire DCP 2011 

$22 Million  Prepare submission for Government funding for detailed design and construction.

 Underground utilities search.

 Geotechnical investigation to assess foundation conditions (extra over work undertaken as part of SMEC, 2019).

 Liaison with Australian Rail Track Corporation to determine requirements for the upgrade of the existing railway culverts at

Webbs Siding.

 Prepare detailed design and cost estimate.

 Update flood modelling based on post-Preferred Flood Mitigation Scheme conditions, as well as flood planning related aspects

of Narromine Shire DCP 2011.

 Construct Preferred Flood Mitigation Scheme.

High Priority: this measure would significantly reduce the 

impact that major flooding has on the community and 

remove a major constraint on future development in 

Narromine, that being the present need to set the MHFL 

well above natural surface levels in parts of Narromine. 

6. Develop and implement Vegetation

Management Plan for the Macquarie River at

Narromine.

$0.3 Million  The Vegetation Management Plan will identify the steps which need to be undertaken to manage the density of understorey

vegetation along the banks of the Macquarie River at Narromine, as well as the removal of debris following a flood event.

 The required funding would permit the development of the Vegetation Management Plan, the removal of dense understorey

vegetation from the banks of the river and the implementation of a regular maintenance program over a five year period.

Low Priority: this measure would reduce the risk of a 

blockage being experienced at the various road crossings, 

as well as reduce the frequency of nuisance flooding. 

Total Estimated Cost $22.3 Million 
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1 INTRODUCTION 

1.1 Study Background 

This report provides an update to the Narromine Floodplain Risk Management Study and the 

Narromine Floodplain Risk Management Plan, both of which were prepared by Lyall & Associates 

in 2009 (respectively referred to herein as “FRMS 2009” and “FRMP 2009”).   

The present study (Narromine Town FRMS 2021) updated baseline flooding conditions using 

contemporaneous computer modelling techniques (Updated Flood Study).  It included an 

updated assessment of the economic impacts of flooding and the feasibility of potential measures 

aimed at reducing the impact of flooding on both existing and future development.   This process 

allowed the formulation of a contemporaneous Floodplain Risk Management Plan for the 

township of Narromine (Narromine Town FRMP 2021). 

While Narromine Town FRMS 2021 principally deals with the impact that floodwater originating 

from the Macquarie River has on the community (Main Stream Flooding), it also takes into 

consideration the impact that local catchment runoff (Major Overland Flow) would have on 

existing and future development following the construction of a levee along the southern bank of 

the Macquarie River.  Figure 1.1 is a location plan showing the extent of the Macquarie River 

system upstream of Narromine. 

1.2 Background Information 

The following documents were used in the preparation of this report. 

 Narromine Flood Behaviour Study (Bewsher Consulting, 1998)

 Floodplain Development Manual (New South Wales Government (NSW Government,

2005)

 Macquarie River (Narromine to Oxley Station) Floodplain Risk Management Study

(SKM, 2008)

 Narromine Flood Study (Lyall & Associates, 2009a)

 Narromine Floodplain Risk Management Study and Plan (Lyall & Associates, 2009b)

 Narromine Local Environmental Plan 2011

 Narromine Shire Development Control Plan 2011

 Narromine River Bank Levee Feasibility Study [Draft Report] (Lyall & Associates, 2012)

 Narromine River Bank Levee Feasibility Study (Lyall & Associates, 2013)

 Narromine Shire Local Flood Plan (NSW State Emergency Service (NSW SES), 2014)

 Review of Narromine Flood Studies (BMT WBM, 2018)

 Narromine Town Levee Concept Design (SMEC, 2019)

1.3 Overview of Narromine Town FRMS 2021 Report

The findings of Narromine Town FRMS 2021, as well as Narromine Town FRMP 2021 are set out 

in this report.  The contents of each Chapter of the report are briefly outlined below:  
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 Chapter 2, Baseline Flooding Conditions.  This Chapter includes a description of the

drainage system and a review of existing flood behaviour at Narromine.  The Chapter also

summarises the economic impacts of flooding on existing urban development, reviews

Narromine Shire Council’s (Council’s) flood planning controls and management measures

and the NSW SES’s flood emergency planning.

 Chapter 3, Potential Floodplain Management Measures.  This Chapter reviews the

feasibility of floodplain management options for their possible inclusion in Narromine Town

FRMP 2021.  The list of measures considered is based on input from the Community

Consultation process, which sought the views of residents and business owners in

Narromine on the range of measures which are set out in FRMP 2009, as well as other

potential flood management measures which could be included in Narromine Town FRMP

2021.  The measures are investigated at the strategic level of detail, including indicative cost

estimates of the most promising measures and a benefit/cost analysis.

 Chapter 4, Selection of Floodplain Management Measures.  This Chapter assesses the

feasibility of potential floodplain management strategies using a multi -objective scoring

procedure which was developed in consultation with the Floodplain Risk Management

Committee (FRMC) and outlines the preferred strategy.

 Chapter 5 presents Narromine Town FRMP 2021 which comprises a number of structural

and non-structural measures which are aimed at increasing the flood awareness of the

community and ensuring that future development is undertaken in accordance with the local

flood risk.  A number of investigations are recommended, along with the design and

construction of flood modification measures which are aimed at mitigating the impact of Main

Stream Flooding on existing development.

 Chapter 6 contains a glossary of terms used in the study.

 Chapter 7 contains a list of References.

Four technical appendices provide further information on the study results:  

Appendix A – Community Consultation summarises residents’ and business owners’ views on 

potential flood management measures which could be incorporated in Narromine Town FRMP 

2021. 

Appendix B – Flood Damages is an assessment of the economic impacts of flooding to existing 

residential, commercial and industrial development, as well as public buildings in Narromine.  The 

damages have been assessed using the hydraulic models that were developed as part of the 

present study, as well as the property database that was first developed as part of FRMS 2009 

and subsequently expanded as part of the present study. 

Appendix C - Potential Flood Modification Measures comprises a series of figures which show 

the impact a range of potential flood modifications measures would have on the behaviour of 

Main Stream Flooding at Narromine.  The figures comprising Appendix C are bound in Volume 2 

of the report. 

Appendix D – Suggested Wording for Inclusion in Narromine Shire Development Control 

Plan presents guidelines for the control of future urban development in flood prone areas in the 

Narromine local government area.  The guidelines cater for both Main Stream Flooding and Major 

Overland Flow. 
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1.4 Community Consultation 

Following the Inception Meeting of the FRMC, a Community Newsletter was prepared by the 

Consultants and distributed to residents and business owners by Council.  A Community 

Questionnaire was also distributed by Council seeking details from residents and business 

owners regarding their attitudes toward potential floodplain management measures.  Council 

distributed approximately 1,672 Community Newsletters and Questionnaires to residents and 

business owners in April 2020.   

A total of 143 responses were received (a response rate of about 9 per cent), 133 were residents, 

several of whom also run businesses in Narromine.  Community responses are summarised in 

Chapter 3 of this report, with supporting information in Appendix A.  The views of the community 

on potential flood management measures to be considered in the study were also taken into 

account in the assessment presented in Chapter 3 of this report. 

The FMRC reviewed the potential flood management measures developed in Chapter 3 and 

assessed the measures using the proposed scoring system of Chapter 4.  Narromine Town 

FRMS 2021 and accompanying Narromine Town FRMP 2021 were also reviewed by the FRMC 

and amended prior to the preparation of the public exhibition report. 

1.5 Flood Frequency and Terminology 

In this report, the frequency of floods is referred to in terms of their Annual Exceedance 

Probability (AEP).  The frequency of floods may also be referred to in terms of their Average 

Recurrence Interval (ARI).  The approximate correspondence between these two systems is:  

Annual Exceedance 

Probability 

(AEP) – % 

Average Recurrence 

Interval 

(ARI) – years 

0.2 500 

0.5 200 

1 100 

10 10 

20 5 

The AEP of a flood represents the percentage chance of its being equalled or exceeded in any 

one year.  Thus a 1% (1 in 100) AEP flood, which is equivalent to a 100 year ARI, has a 

1% chance of being equalled or exceeded in any one year and would be experienced, on the 

average, once in 100 years; similarly, a 20 year ARI flood has a 5% chance of exceedance, and 

so on.   

In Updated Flood Study, flooding patterns on the Macquarie River floodplain were assessed for 

design floods ranging between a 5% (1 in 20) AEP event and the Extreme Flood, noting that the 

Extreme Flood was assumed to have a peak flow equal to 5 times the 1% (1 in 100) AEP event. 

The definition of Major Overland Flow in the urban parts of Narromine was also defined for a 

1% (1 in 100) AEP storm event.   
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2 BASELINE FLOODING CONDITIONS 

2.1 Physical Setting 

The town of Narromine is located on the Macquarie River in the north-west of NSW, about 

450 km from Sydney and 40 km downstream of the regional centre of Dubbo.  The town has a 

population of about 3,500 and includes about 1,680 residential type properties.  Most of the urban 

development including the main business and commercial area is located in flood prone land on 

the southern bank of the river. 

The Macquarie River at Narromine has a catchment area of 26,000 km 2.  Figure 1.1 shows the 

drainage system of the Macquarie River catchment upstream of the town.  There are two major 

water storages upstream of Narromine.  Burrendong Dam, which was completed in 1967, is 

located at the confluence of the Macquarie and Cudgegong Rivers and is approximately 120 km 

upstream of Narromine, while Windamere Dam, which was completed in 1984, is situated on the 

Cudgegong River about 100 km upstream of Burrendong Dam. 

Windamere Dam has a total storage capacity of 368 GL and controls a catchment area of 

1,070 km2.  The reservoir has no reserved storage capacity or operating rules designed to reduce 

flood flows.  The small proportion of the catchment controlled by the dam, together with the 

absence of flood mitigation storage, results in the dam having no s ignificant effect on flood flows 

on the Macquarie River. 

Burrendong Dam has a total catchment area of 13,900 km2, approximately 50% of the catchment 

at Narromine.  The dam has a total storage volume of 1,678 GL of which 489 GL is allocated to 

flood mitigation.  The flood mitigation volume represents approximately half the volume of runoff 

which passed the dam site in the February 1955 flood.  That flood resulted in the highest 

recorded flood level on the Macquarie River and inundated most of the urban area of Narromine. 

The Bell, Little and Talbragar Rivers join the Macquarie River downstream of Burrendong Dam  

and generally comprise the remainder of the catchment at Narromine.  Inflows from these three 

river systems, especially the Talbragar River can result  in rapid rises in river levels at the urban 

centres of Dubbo and Narromine. 

2.2 Drainage System at Narromine 

2.2.1 Macquarie River Floodplain 

Narromine is bounded on the northern side by the Macquarie River and on the south side by the 

Backwater Cowal, which forms part of the Bogan River system (refer Figure 2.1, sheet 1).  The 

Backwater Cowal is fed by a local catchment that extends to the south-west of Narromine and 

can also be fed from a breakout that occurs from the Macquarie River upstream of Narromine at a 

location called Webbs Siding.   

While an area of high ground separates the Backwater Cowal from the town, flood modelling 

undertaken as part of the present study shows there is the potential for floodwater which breaks 

out of the Macquarie River at Webbs Siding to enter the southern limits of the town near the 

intersection of Tomingley Road and Gainsborough Road during a flood similar to that which 

occurred in February 1955. 

The main channel of the Macquarie River and its immediate southern overbank has a large 

conveyance capacity where it runs to the north of the town.  As a result, surcharge of the 

southern bank of the river at Narromine only occurs on a relatively infrequent basis.  That said, 
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there are a number of existing low points that are located along the southern bank of the 

Macquarie River which allow floodwater to prematurely enter the town.  While the main breakout 

has been blocked by the construction of an earthen levee which runs between Manildra Street 

and the extension of Dandaloo Street on the northern side of Culling Street (denoted herein as 

the “Town Levee”), there are a number of other natural low points that are located to its east and 

west which allow floodwater to enter the town during floods larger than about 1.25% (1 in 80) 

AEP.   

One of the abovementioned low points is located on the Town Cowal which leaves the Macquarie 

River approximately midway between the eastern end of Crossley Drive and the western end of 

River Drive.  The Town Cowal meanders in a westerly direction through the urbanised parts of 

Narromine, crossing the Main Western Railway on three occasions.  While multi -cell box culvert 

arrangements are located on the Town Cowal at its eastern and western crossings of the Main 

Western Railway, only a single 750 mm diameter pipe is located at the central crossing. 

Section 2.5 of this report provides further description of flood behaviour in Narromine for both 

historic and design flood events. 

2.2.2 Local Stormwater Drainage System 

Figures 2.1, sheet 2 shows the layout of the existing stormwater drainage system at Narromine. 

The majority of the stormwater drainage system at Narromine comprises short sections of pipe 

that are located at road intersections.  Runoff from the northern portion of the town is generally 

controlled by six individual piped stormwater drainage lines which discharge to the southern bank 

of the Macquarie River, while runoff from the southern portion of the town generally flows 

overland to a series of natural depressions and man-made ponds that are located immediately to 

the west and south of the urbanised area. 

While local catchment runoff discharging to the Town Cowal typically ponds at several location 

along its length, during intense storm events it would generally follow the line of the natural 

depression in a westerly direction where it would ultimately discharge to the Backwater Cowal.  

2.3 Flood History 

Table 2.1 over summarises the timeline of historic flooding at Narromine, while Table 2.2 

summarises the flood history at Narromine based on peak flood levels that were recorded at one 

of the three stream gauges that have been in operation at Narromine, the locations of which are 

shown on Figure 2.1, sheet 1 (denoted herein individually as the “Town Gauge, “Bridge Gauge” 

and Weir Gauge” and collectively as the “Narromine Stream Gauges”).1   

Figure 2.2 is an aerial photograph showing the extent of flooding that occurred near the peak of a 

flood that occurred in December 2010.  Also shown on Figure 2.2 are the location and elevation 

of historic flood marks which were provided by NSW SES, as well as the alignment of natural 

surface levels which formed the long sections referred to in Section 2.5 of this report.  Figure 2.3 

shows the water level and discharge data that were recorded by the Macquarie River at Baroona 

stream gauge (GS 421127) (Baroona stream gauge) which is located a short distance upstream 

of Narromine (refer Figure 2.1, sheet 1 for location) for floods that occurred in August 1990 and 

December 2010, as well as the rate of rise and fall of floodwater for the most recent of the two 

flood events. 

1 Note that the Bridge Gauge is currently in operation at Narromine. 
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TABLE 2.1 

TIMELINE OF FLOODING AT NARROMINE 

Period Flood History 

Pre-1950 

 Large floods occurred in 1920 and 1926.  Based on data presented in Bewsher, 1998, both these floods are believed to have been of similar in magnitude to the

August 1990 and December 2010 events.

 Large floods are also said to have occurred on the Macquarie River in 1867 and 1870.

1950-1959 

 Four floods were experienced in parts of the Macquarie Valley in the 1950’s, the largest of which occurred in February 1955.

 Several floods occurred in 1950, the largest of which occurred in November 1950 when parts of Narromine were inundated.  This flood triggered the construction

of an early form of the Town Levee.(1)  This flood reached 14.86 m on the Town Gauge.(2)  WC&IC hydrographers recorded a peak flow in the river of 2,550 m3/s

at a height of 14.54 m on the Town Gauge.

 The second flood occurred in 1952 and reached 13.23 m on the Town Gauge.

 The large flood of 1955 overtopped the Town Levee and inundated most of Narromine. The section of railway embankment at Webbs Siding was also washed

out.  The water level reached 15.66 m on the Town Gauge.(2)

 The fourth flood occurred in March 1956 and surcharged the southern bank of the Macquarie River in the vicinity of what is now Crossley Drive. This flood

reached 15.14 m on the Town Gauge(2).  WC&IC hydrographers recorded a peak flow of 1,470 m3/s in the river at a height of 13.56 m on the Town Gauge.

 The Town Levee was reconstructed and raised following the March 1956 flood.(3)

1960-1989 

 Construction on Burrendong Dam, which incorporates flood mitigation storage, was completed in 1967.

 The largest flood over this period occurred in February 1971 and reached 13.08 m on the bridge gauge. A peak flow of 1,500 m3/s was recorded in the river at a

height of 12.87 m on the Bridge Gauge.

1990-2009 

 Three floods were experienced in parts of the Macquarie Valley in 1990, the largest of which occurred in the month of August.

 The August 1990 flood reached 13.48 m on the Bridge Gauge, with a peak flow 2,078 m3/s recorded at the Baroona stream gauge.

 Floodwater did not surcharge the southern bank of the Macquarie River during this flood event.

2010 to date 

 Major flooding was experienced in parts of the Macquarie Valley in December 2010, with record flood levels recorded along the Talbragar and Little Rivers

downstream of Burrendong Dam. The December 2010 event was the first major flood to be experienced in the Macquarie Valley since 1990.

 Whilst the peak flow in the river was similar to that recorded during the August 1990 event (2,200 m3/s in December 2010 versus 2,078 m3/s in August 1990), the

peak height recorded at the bridge gauge was about 600 mm higher (14.07 m in December 2010 versus 13.48 m in August 1990).

1. WC&IC drawings entitled “Flood Prevention Plans and Section” and dated December 1956 show the presence of a low levee bank running along the eastern side of Manildra Street
extending south as far as the Mitchel l Highway. It is assumed that this section of the river bank levee was constructed in response to the 1950 flood.

2. Source: BMT WBM, 2018

3. Source: Bewsher Consulting, 1998
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TABLE 2.2 

HISTORIC AND DESIGN GAUGE HEIGHTS(1,2) 

NARROMINE STREAM GAUGES 

Flood Event Height on Narromine Stream Gauges (m)(3) 

Extreme Flood 16.37 

0.2% AEP 15.58 

0.5% AEP 15.30 

1% AEP 15.10 

February 1955 
15.05(4) 

15.66 [Town Gauge](4) 

March 1956 
14.66(5,6)

15.14 [Town Gauge](4) 

2% AEP 14.59 

November 1950 
14.25(4) 

14.86 [Town Gauge](4) 

December 2010(7) 14.07 

Major Flood(8) 13.70 

August 1990(5) 13.44 

5% AEP 13.16 

10% AEP 11.15 

20% AEP 9.18 

Moderate Flood(8) 9.10 

Minor Flood(8) 4.00 

1. Design peak flood levels relate to the findings of the Updated Flood Study

2. Unless otherwise noted, gauges heights relate to the current Bridge Gauge

3. Gauge zero on Bridge Gauge = 224.01 m AHD, while gauge zero on the Town Gauge and Weir Gauge

is estimated to be 224.75 m AHD and 223.12 m AHD, respectively (refer Section 2.4.2 of this report for

details).

4. Source: BMT WBM, 2018

5. Source: Bewsher Consulting, 1998

6. Source: Pinneena

7. NSW SES

8. Source: Narromine Shire Local Flood Plan 2014

2.4 Rate of Rise and Duration of Flooding at Narromine 

The construction of Burrendong Dam has resulted in a reduction in peak levels and an 

attenuation of the flood wave in downstream areas.  The shape of the hydrograph at Narromine 

can also be influenced by the magnitude and relative timing of flood flows in the Talbragar River, 

which joins the Macquarie River at Dubbo.  However, in general, the stage hydrograph at 

Narromine is characterised by a slow time of rise lasting from 2 to 4 days, followed by 

maintenance of flows near the peak for several days and a recession time lasting up to several 

weeks. 
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Flood peaks take between 2 to 4 days to traverse the reach of river from Burrendong Dam to 

Narromine.  Flood waves sometimes exhibit a double peak, for example in February 1971, due to 

the early arrival of flows from the Talbragar River.  Contributions to flow from the Talbragar River 

can augment downstream flooding in the Macquarie River, but  flows from this catchment in 

isolation are not sufficient to result in significant flood events at Narromine.  

2.5 Definition of Historic and Design Flood Behaviour 

2.5.1 Background to Hydraulic Model Development and Update 

The hydraulic model used in FRMS 2009 was originally developed as part of Bewsher Consulting, 

1998 and later updated as part of Lyall & Associates, 2009a.  It used the MIKE 11 one-

dimensional software which was based on a geometric model comprising cross-sections of the 

channel of the Macquarie River and its floodplain.  While the updated MIKE 11 model was used in 

the preparation of Lyall & Associates, 2012, it was a recommendation of that study to develop a 

two-dimensional (in plan) hydraulic model of the Macquarie River floodplain using the available 

Light Direction and Ranging (LiDAR) survey data.  

As the coverage of the available LiDAR survey data upon which the two-dimensional hydraulic 

model was to be based did not encompass all of the floodplain, additional field survey was 

required both to the north and south of Narromine along the Macquarie River and Backwater 

Cowal, respectively.  This gap in the data was filled by the survey of several cross-sections of the 

channel and floodplain.   

Following a review of the preliminary hydraulic model results, the Department of Planning, 

Industry and Environment (DPIE) requested that a bathymetric survey of the Macquarie River be 

undertaken to check whether there had been a change in waterway area below the standing 

water level in the river2 since 1996 (i.e. the date of the original survey upon which the original 

MIKE 11 hydraulic model was based).  The locations of the cross sections comprising the 

bathymetric survey matched those of the original survey.  In accordance with one of the 

recommendations of Lyall & Associates, 2012, survey of the existing stormwater drainage system 

in Narromine was also undertaken. 

The TUFLOW two-dimensional (in plan) hydraulic modelling software was used as part of Lyall & 

Associates, 2013 to more accurately define flooding patterns at Narromine.  The key features of 

the TUFLOW hydraulic model that was developed as part of Lyall & Associates, 2013 were as 

follows: 

 The two-dimensional model domain comprised a 10 m grid spacing, ground levels for

which were sampled from a digital elevation model that was generated from the LiDAR

survey.

 Modelling of the waterway area below the standing water level in the river, as well as the

steep sections of river bank, as a one-dimensional element.  Cross-sections used to

define this element of the model were compiled using the LiDAR survey, as well as the

bathymetric survey data.

 Extension of the hydraulic model a distance of about 7.5 km downstream of the limit of

the two-dimensional model domain using a number of cross-sections that were extracted

from the MIKE 11 model that was developed as part of SKM, 2008, supplemented by the

land and bathymetric survey that was undertaken as part of Lyall & Associates, 2013.

2 The standing water level in the Macquarie River of about RL 226.4 m AHD is controlled by the low level 

weir which is located downstream of the Narromine-Eumungerie Road bridge. 
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 Modelling of the Backwater Cowal channel and its left (southern) overbank as a one-

dimensional element.  Cross-sections surveyed as part of Lyall & Associates, 2013 were

used for this purpose.

 Modelling of the stormwater drainage system in Narromine as a series of one-dimensional

elements.  Details of the pit and pipe system surveyed as part of Lyall & Associates, 2013

were used for this purpose.

 An upstream boundary centred on the Macquarie River comprising a discharge

hydrograph.

 Free draining outlets comprising conceptual weirs with sufficient capacity to convey the

modelled flow in the river system.

The TUFLOW hydraulic model was calibrated to the floods that occurred in August 1990 and 

December 2010.  It was found that Manning’s n values in the river downstream of the Narromine-

Eumungerie Road Bridge needed to be reduced by 20 per cent compared to those that provided 

correspondence to the December 2010 flood data in order to achieve close correspondence with 

the recorded peak gauge height of 13.48 m for the August 1990 flood.  Table 2.3 sets out the 

Manning’s n values that provided correspondence between recorded and modelled flood levels 

for the August 1990 and December 2010 floods 

TABLE 2.3 

CALIBRATED HYDRAULIC ROUGHNESS VALUES 

DERIVED FOR THE MACQUARIE RIVER AT NARROMINE 

Surface Treatment 

Manning’s n Set No. 1 

(Hydraulically Smooth Condition) 

(August 1990 Flood) 

Manning’s n Set No. 2 

(Hydraulically Rough Condition) 

(December 2010 Flood) 

Upstream of 

Narromine-

Eumungerie 

Road Bridge 

Downstream of 

Narromine-

Eumungerie 

Road Bridge 

Upstream of 

Narromine-

Eumungerie 

Road Bridge 

Downstream of 

Narromine-

Eumungerie 

Road Bridge 

Road and Railway 0.02 0.02 

Grassed Floodplain 0.05 0.05 

River Bed 0.06 0.044 0.06 0.055 

Sparsely Treed Areas 0.08 0.08 

Tree Lined River Bank 0.35 0.24 0.35 0.30 

Allotments 1.0 1.0 

The reduction in hydraulic roughness is attributed to the fact that the August 1990 event was the 

third flood in that year leading to a possible reduction in the amount of woody debris conveyed by 

the floodwater, combined with a reduced density of riparian vegetation compared with the 

December 2010 event which occurred after an extended dry period.  

As part of Narromine Town FRMS 2021, the TUFLOW hydraulic model was extended to the east, 

south and west of Narromine using LiDAR survey data that were captured as part of the proposed 

Inland Rail project (Narromine Town FRMS 2021 TUFLOW Model).  The blocking effects of 

individual buildings within Narromine were also built into the Narromine Town FRMS 2021 

TUFLOW Model. 
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2.5.2 Hydraulic Model Calibration 

The Narromine Town FRMS 2021 TUFLOW Model was recalibrated to flood marks that were 

recorded during the August 1990 and December 2010 flood events.  The Narromine Town FRMS 

2021 TUFLOW Model was also run for conditions that are thought to be representative of those at 

the time of the February 1955 flood (e.g. a peak flow of 5,600 m3/s, the Main Western Railway 

lowered by 300 mm and the river in its “hydraulically smooth” condition).  

Figures 2.4, 2.5 and 2.6 show the indicative extent and depth of the February 1955, August 1990 

and December 2010 floods as derived by the Narromine Town FRMS 2021 TUFLOW Model, 

respectively while Figure 2.7 shows the water surface profiles along the Macquarie River for the 

three historic floods.  Included on Figure 2.7 is the Town, Weir and Bridge gauges, noting that 

the gauge zero on the two historic gauges has been derived based on information contained in 

Pinneena and the Water Datum, the conversion to Australian Height Datum for which is as 

follows:3 

Gauge Zero (m AHD) = (Gauge Zero (feet/inches) + 1.7’) x 0.3048 – 0.05 

Table 2.4 over the page provides a comparison of recorded versus modelled peak flood levels for 

the February 1955, August 1990 and December 2010 floods.  The key findings of the model 

calibration process were as follows: 

i. Computed peak flood levels for the February 1955 flood are broadly in agreement with the

recorded flood levels, noting there are a number of exceptions where the computed level

is measurably higher or lower than the recorded level.  These large differences are

attributed to the time which had elapsed between the occurrence of the flood and when

Bewsher Consulting, 1998 collected the historic flood level data, noting that there are

obvious errors in the historic record given the discrepancies between adjacent flood

levels.

ii. The computed peak February 1955 flood heights on the Bridge Gauge for the Macquarie

River in its hydraulically smooth and hydraulic rough condition are 15.18 m and 15.30 m,

respectively, noting the results presented in Table 2.4 and on Figure 2.4 are for the river

in its hydraulic smooth condition.

iii. A good match was generally achieved with the flood marks that were recorded along the

Macquarie River for the August 1990 and December 2010 using the two sets of Manning’s

n values.  While the hydraulic model did not reproduce the peak flood levels that were

recorded at FM_2010.4, FM_2010.5 and FM_2010.11 for the December 2010 flood, there

are obvious errors in the historic record given the discrepancies between adjacent flood

levels.

Based on the above findings, the Narromine Town FRMS 2021 TUFLOW Model is considered to 

provide a good match with historic flood behaviour when adjusted for conditions which were 

current at the time of the event.  Given recent flood experience and land management practices 

along the Macquarie River, it is recommended that the nature of design floods be defined based 

on the Macquarie River in in its hydraulically rough condition. 

3 WaterNSW attempted to identify the correct datum conversion as the information contained on Pinneena 

states that the datum in 1907 was surveyed to “WCDatum” (which is assumed to mean Water Conservation 

Datum) and in 1949 to “NWWCD” (which is understood to mean North-West Water Conservation Datum). 

By inspection of the modelled water surface profile for the February 1955 flood it would appear that the 

adopted Water Datum may be the same or similar to the Water Conservation Datum and North-West 

Conservation Datum as the modelled February 1955 flood level is close to the official gauge reading of 

15.66 m on the Town gauge. 
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TABLE 2.4 

COMPARISON OF RECORDED VERSUS MODELLED PEAK FLOOD LEVELS 

Flood 
Event 

Flood Mark 
Identifier 

Source 
Recorded 

Flood Level 
(m AHD) 

Modelled 
Flood 
Level 

(m AHD) 

Difference(3) 
(m) 

February 
1955(2) 

FM_1955.1 

Bewsher Consulting, 
1998 

238.60 239.05 0.45 

FM_1955.2 239.77 239.09 -0.68

FM_1955.3 239.11 239.08 -0.03

FM_1955.4 239.50 239.57 0.07 

FM_1955.5 239.78 239.49 -0.29

FM_1955.6 240.60 240.15 -0.45

FM_1955.7 239.40 239.38 -0.02

FM_1955.8 239.50 239.49 -0.01

FM_1955.9 239.35 239.43 0.08 

FM_1955.10 239.50 239.71 0.21 

FM_1955.11 239.60 239.52 -0.08

FM_1955.12 239.10 239.22 0.12 

FM_1955.13 239.40 239.45 0.05 

FM_1955.14 239.05 239.95 0.90 

FM_1955.15 240.05 239.94 -0.11

FM_1955.16 239.10 239.11 0.01 

FM_1955.17 239.99 239.92 -0.07

FM_1955.18 240.03 239.92 -0.11

FM_1955.19 239.44 239.50 0.06 

FM_1955.20 239.07 239.10 0.03 

FM_1955.21 239.30 239.05 -0.25

FM_1955.22 239.39 239.11 -0.28

FM_1955.23 238.72 239.14 0.42 

FM_1955.24 238.90 239.12 0.22 

FM_1955.25 238.90 239.14 0.24 

FM_1955.26 238.88 239.24 0.36 

FM_1955.27 239.25 239.26 0.01 

FM_1955.28 239.80 239.92 0.12 

FM_1955.29 239.10 239.37 0.27 

FM_1955.30 237.70 236.69 -1.01

FM_1955.31 242.42 243.25 0.83 

FM_1955.32 238.93 239.03 0.10 

FM_1955.33 239.02 238.99 -0.03

FM_1955.34 238.90 238.87 -0.03

FM_1955.35 242.79 243.26 0.47 

FM_1955.36 242.96 243.29 0.33 

FM_1955.37 

Community 
Questionnaire 

239.30(5) 239.19 -0.11

FM_1955.38 239.90(5) 240.27 0.37 

FM_1955.39 239.40(5) 239.26 -0.14

FM_1955.40 240.16(5) 239.65 -0.51

FM_1955.41 239.85(5) 239.76 -0.09

FM_1955.42 239.20(5) 239.07 -0.13

FM_1955.43 238.60(5) 239.07 0.47 

Cont’d Over
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TABLE 2.4 (Cont’d) 

COMPARISON OF RECORDED VERSUS MODELLED PEAK FLOOD LEVELS 

Flood 
Event 

Flood Mark 
Identifier 

Source 
Recorded 

Flood Level 
(m AHD) 

Modelled 
Flood Level 

(m AHD) 

Difference(3) 
(m) 

August 
1990(3) 

FM_1990.1 
Bewsher Consulting, 

1998 

239.16 239.16 0.00 

FM_1990.2 239.30 239.47 0.17 

FM_1990.3 237.02 237.00 -0.02

December 
2010(4) 

FM_2010.1 

NSW SES 

239.78 239.64 -0.14

FM_2010.2 239.71 239.66 -0.05

FM_2010.3 239.71 239.84 0.13 

FM_2010.4 239.48 239.89 0.41 

FM_2010.5 238.40 238.79 0.39 

FM_2010.6 238.64 238.78 0.14 

FM_2010.7 238.84 238.78 -0.06

FM_2010.8 239.55 239.64 0.09 

FM_2010.9 238.38 238.38 0.00 

FM_2010.10 237.54 237.56 0.02 

FM_2010.11 237.18 237.55 0.37 

1. A positive value indicates that the modelled peak flood level is higher, and conversely a negative value

indicates that the modelled peak flood level is lower than the recorded peak flood level.

2. Refer Figure 2.4 which shows the plan location of the flood mark.

3. Refer Figure 2.5 which shows the plan location of the flood mark.

4. Refer Figure 2.6 which shows the plan location of the flood mark.

5. Recorded flood level derived by assuming floor level of dwelling is located 0.3 m above natural surface

level.

2.5.3 Updated Flood Frequency Analysis 

The flood frequency analysis that was undertaken as part of Lyall & Associates, 2013 was 

updated to include an additional seven years of peak flow data.  The latest approach to 

undertaking flood frequency analyses was implemented, with the result that information relating 

to the two large floods that occurred in 1955 and 1956 (i.e. prior to the construction of 

Burrendong Dam) were able to be taken into account.   

Figure 2.8 shows the lines of best fit that were fitted to the available stream flow record, while 

Table 2.5 over the page provides a comparison of design peak flows that were derived for 

Narromine as part of previous studies, as well as the present study.  The key finding of the 

updated flood frequency analysis was that the design peak flow estimates for Narromine are 

largely unchanged to those derived as part of Lyall & Associates, 2013. 

2.5.4 Updated Design Flood Modelling 

The Narromine Town FRMS 2021 TUFLOW Model was run in its hydraulically rough condition for 

floods with AEPs of 5% (1 in 20), 2% (1 in 50), 1% (1 in 100) and 0.5% (1 in 200), as well as the 

Extreme Flood which was assumed to have a peak flow five (5) times the peak 1% AEP flood 

event (i.e. 5 x 3,900 = 19,500 m3/s). 

Figures 2.9, 2.10, 2.11, 2.13 and 2.15 show the indicative extent and depth of inundation for the 

five modelled design flood events, while Figures 2.12 and 2.14 show maximum flow velocities on 

the Macquarie River floodplain for the 1% (1 in 100) AEP and 0.5% (1 in 200) AEP floods. 

Figure 2.16 shows design water surface profiles along the Macquarie River at Narromine. 
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TABLE 2.5 

FLOOD FREQUENCY DERIVED DESIGN PEAK FLOWS AT NARROMINE (3) 

(m3/s) 

Annual 

Exceedance 

Probability 

(% AEP) 

Bewsher Consulting, 1998 Lyall & Associates, 2013 
Narromine Town 

FRMS 2021 

20 - - 600 

10 1,000 - 1,000 

5 1,500 1,600 1,600 

2 2,600 2,700 2,700 

1 3,800 3,900 3,900 

0.5 5,600 5,800 5,600 

0.2 - - 9,000 

1. Values have been rounded to the nearest 100 m3/s.

The key features of Main Stream Flooding at Narromine for design floods of varying magnitude 

are as follows: 

 Floodwater would be confined to the Macquarie River and its immediate overbank where

it runs to the north of Narromine for all floods up to 5% (1 in 20) AEP.

 Floodwater would surcharge the western bank of the Macquarie River downstream of the

Narromine-Eumungerie Road bridge during a 2% (1 in 50) AEP flood where it would flow

in a westerly direction through several residential properties before entering the

Narromine Aerodrome.  The existing flood runner which is located on the northern side of

the river opposite the Town Levee would also operate during a 2% (1 in 50) AEP.

 Based on a review of the TUFLOW model results and by comparison with the flood

frequency analysis, floodwater would commence to enter Narromine via the existing low

points that are located along the southern bank of the Macquarie  River during a flood

with an AEP of about 1.25% (1 in 80) AEP.

 During a 1% (1 in 100) AEP flood, floodwater would enter Narromine via the Town Cowal ,

as well as a result of a general overtopping of the southern river bank further to its west.

Minor overtopping would also occur at the location of the saddle in River Drive, east of its

intersection with High Park Road.  The majority of development that is located on the

northern side of the Main Western Railway would be impacted by floodwater, while the

presence of the single 750 mm diameter pipe at the location where the Town Cowal

crosses the Main Western Railway would result in floodwater discharging in a westerly

direction through existing residential development that is located to the south of the rail

corridor.

 Major overtopping would occur along the southern bank of the Macquarie River during a

0.5% (1 in 200) AEP flood event, with the majority of development in Narromine impac ted

by floodwater.  A significant volume of floodwater would surcharge the Macquarie River at

Webbs Siding where it would discharge to the Backwater Cowal.  The raised nature of

Tomingley Road results in floodwater from the Backwater Cowal combining with
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floodwater which ponds near the southern limits of Narromine.  The raised nature of an 

existing irrigation canal embankment which runs in a north-south direction to the west of 

Narromine would also result in elevated flood levels being experienced in parts of the 

town. 

 All development within Narromine would be inundated with the exception of a few rural

residential type dwellings that are located along High Park Road during an Extreme

Flood.

In order to gain an understanding of the impact that the construction of a levee bank along the 

southern bank of the Macquarie River would have patterns of Major Overland Flow in Narromine, 

a second TUFLOW model was developed as part of Lyall & Associates, 2013 (Narromine Town 

MOF TUFLOW Model).  The Narromine Town MOF TUFLOW Model was used to assess the 

areas that would be impacted by local catchment runoff should a 1% (1 in 100) AEP storm occur 

directly over Narromine in the absence of elevated water levels in the Macquarie River. 

Figure 2.17 shows the indicative extent and depth of Major Overland Flow in Narromine for a 

1% (1 in 100) AEP storm event, the key features of which are as follows: 

 major ponding would occur along the Town Cowal upstream of the Main Western Railway,

inundating the Narromine Christian School grounds, as well as a number of existing

residential and commercial properties that are located immediately to the south of

Terangion Street between its intersection with Algalah Street and A’Beckett Street;

 increased depths of inundation would be experienced in existing residential properties

that are located in the area bounded by Terangion Street to the north, A’Beckett Street to

the east, Cathundril Street to the south and Third Avenue to the west; and

 parts of the Narromine Public School and Narromine High School would be inundated to a

depth of up to 0.8 m.

Both the Narromine Town FRMS 2021 TUFLOW Model and the Narromine Town MOF TUFLOW 

Model have been used to assess the impact that a range of potential flood modification measures 

would have on both Main Stream Flooding and Major Overland Flow, details of which are set out 

in Chapter 3 of this report. 

2.6 Existing Flood Mitigation Measures 

Apart from the existing Town Levee, there are no other formal flood mitigation measures in 

Narromine. 

2.7 Economic Impacts of Flooding 

The economic consequences of floods are discussed in Appendix B of this report, which 

assesses flood damages to residential, commercial and industrial property and public buildings in 

areas affected by Main Stream Flooding.  There were only limited data provided by respondents 

to the Community Questionnaire on historic flood damages to the urban parts of the study area. 

Accordingly, it was necessary to use data on damages experienced as a result of historic flooding 

in other urban centres.  The residential flood damages were based on the publication Floodplain 

Risk Management Guideline No. 4, 2007 (Guideline No. 4) published by the Department of 

Environment and Climate Change (now DPIE).  Damages to industrial and commercial 

development, as well as public buildings were evaluated using data from previous floodplain risk 

management investigations in NSW.   
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It is to be noted that the principal objectives of the damages assessment were to gauge the 

severity of urban flooding likely to be experienced at Narromine and also to provide data to allow 

the comparative economic benefits of various flood modification measures to be evaluated in 

Chapter 3 of the report.  As explained in Appendix B, it is not the intention to determine the 

depths of inundation or the damages accruing to individual properties, but rather to obtain a 

reasonable estimate of damages experienced over the extent of the urban area in the town for 

the various design flood events.  The estimation of damages using Guideline No. 4 (in lieu of site 

specific data determined by a loss adjustor) also allows a uniform approach to be adopted by 

Government when assessing the relative merits of measures competing for financial assistance in 

flood prone centres in NSW.  

Damages were estimated for the design flood levels determined from the hydraulic modelling 

undertaken as part of the present study.  The elevations of 1,886 building floors levels were 

based on surveyed floor levels for those properties that are located along the southern bank of 

the Macquarie River and a nominal 0.3 m height of floor above a representative natural surface 

within the allotment (as estimated by visual inspection) to the natural surface elevation 

determined from LiDAR survey for the remainder of the properties in Narromine.  The number of 

properties predicted to experience “above-floor” inundation in Narromine, together with estimated 

flood damages is listed in Table 2.6 over the page. 

While the threshold of above-floor flooding for residential type development is a 2% (1 in 50) AEP 

flood, large-scale flood damages are not experienced in Narromine until the southern bank of the 

river is overtopped during floods larger than about 1.25% (1 in 80) AEP.   

The maximum depth of above-floor inundation in the worst affected properties would increase 

from about 1.3 m during a 1% (1 in 100) AEP flood event, to about 4 m in the Extreme Flood. 

The design flood levels used for computing the economic impacts shown in Table 2.6 do not 

allow for increased levels resulting from wave action, debris build-up and other local hydraulic 

effects.  These factors are usually taken into account by adding a factor of safety (freeboard) to 

the nominal flood level when assessing the true “level of protection” of a particular property 

against flooding.  Freeboard is related to the fetch length and velocity of flow, which is itself 

dependent on the bed slope and hydraulic roughness of the drainage system.  Fetch length and 

flow velocities tend to increase with peak flow and therefore increasing the freeboard with 

increase in flood magnitude could be justified.  For the present analysis, a 500 mm freeboard 

allowance was adopted for assessing damages for the 1% (1 in 100) AEP and greater floods, 

reducing to 300 mm for the 2% (1 in 50) AEP and 5% (1 in 20) AEP floods.  No freeboard was 

assumed for the 10% (1 in 10) and 20% (1 in 5) AEP floods given their inbank nature. 

For a discount rate of 7% pa and economic life of 50 years, the Present Worth Value of damages 

for all flood events up to the Extreme Flood is about $22.5 Million for the nominal flood level case, 

increasing to about $35.8 Million when freeboard is taken into account.  Therefore one or more 

schemes costing up to this amount could be economically justified if they eliminated damages in 

Narromine for all flood events up to this level.  While schemes costing more than this value would 

have a benefit/cost ratio less than 1, they may still be justified according to a multi -objective 

approach which considers other criteria in addition to economic feasibility.  Flood management 

measures are considered on a multi-objective basis in Chapter 4. 
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TABLE 2.6 

FLOOD DAMAGES IN NARROMINE 

Design 

Flood 

Event 

(% AEP) 

Residential Commercial/ Industrial Public 

Total 

Damages 

($ Million) 

Number of Properties 
Damages 

($ Million) 

Number of Properties 
Damages 

($ Million) 

Number of Properties 
Damages 

($ Million) Flood 

Affected 

Flood Above 

Floor Level 

Flood 

Affected 

Flood Above 

Floor Level 

Flood 

Affected 

Flood Above 

Floor Level 

20% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

10% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

5% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

2% 10 2 0.27 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.27 

1% 747 449 43.32 111 72 3.30 10 7 3.07 49.69 

0.5% 1310 1126 108.31 153 138 11.93 24 17 5.71 125.95 

0.2% 1512 1446 201.94 168 159 30.10 26 26 12.25 244.29 

Extreme 1659 1655 314.53 176 175 78.46 27 27 23.77 416.76 
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2.8 Impact of Flooding on Vulnerable Development and Critical Infrastructure 

Figure 2.18 shows the location of vulnerable development and critical infrastructure relative to 

the extent of inundation resulting from the assessed flood events, while Table 2.7 over the page 

sets out the frequency of floods which would impact this type of development/infrastructure.4 

Community Assets 

While the northern portion of the Narromine Aerodrome would be subject to relatively shallow 

inundation during a 2% (1 in 50) AEP flood event on the Macquarie River, the depth and extent of 

inundation within the aerodrome increases significantly during larger flood events.  

Seven of the nine existing sewage pumping stations would be impacted by floodwater during a 

1% (1 in 100) AEP flood, while the remaining two (SS7 and SS3) impacted by a 0.5% (1 in 200) 

AEP flood event.  The sewage waste facility (SS10) which is located to the south of Narromine 

would only be impacted during an Extreme Flood. 

The land upon which the raw water storage reservoir (Nymagee) (WS1) and water storage 

reservoir (Duffy) (WS3) are located would be inundated during a 1% (1 in 100) AEP flood event, 

while the land upon which the potable storage reservoir (Nymagee) (WS2) is located would be 

inundated during a 0.5% (1 in 200) AEP flood event. 

All of the major road crossings would be impacted by floodwater during events which surcharge 

the southern bank of the Macquarie River (during floods less frequent than about 1.25% (1 in 80) 

AEP). 

Emergency Services 

The Ambulance, Fire & Rescue NSW, Police, Rural Fire Service and NSW SES Local Unit 

stations are all located on land that would be inundated during a 1% (1 in 100) AEP flood event, 

while the evacuation centres located at the Narromine United Serviceman’s Club and the 

showground would be impacted by floodwater during a 1% AEP and Extreme Flood, respectively.  

Vulnerable Development 

The Wesley Units (AC1) and Derribong Villas (AC2) aged care facilities are located on land that 

is impacted by a 0.5% (1 in 200) AEP flood, while the Timbrebongie House (AC3) aged care 

facility is only impacted by an Extreme Flood.  Narromine Pre-School Kindergarten Inc. child care 

facility (CC3) is located on land that is impacted by a 1% (1 in 100) AEP flood, while the 

Rivergum Childcare Centre (CC1) and Cherrygum Daycare Centre (CC2) are impacted by 0.5% 

(1 in 200) AEP and Extreme Flood events, respectively. 

The three educational facilities in Narromine (i.e. Narromine Christian School (EF1), Narromine 

High School (EF2) and St Augustines Parish School (EF3)) are all located on land which would 

be impacted by floodwater during a 1% (1 in 100) AEP flood event.   

While the Narromine Shire Medial Centre (HC1) would only be impacted by an Extreme Flood, 

the Narromine Hospital & Community health Centre (HC2) would be impacted by a 0.5% (1 in 

200) AEP flood event.

Both the Narromine Rockwell Tourist Park (CP1) and the Narromine Tourist Park (CP2) would be 

impacted by floodwater during a 1% (1 in 100) AEP flood event. 

4 Critical infrastructure has been split into two categories; community assets and emergency services. 
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TABLE 2.7 

IMPACT OF FLOODING ON VULNERABLE DEVELOPMENT AND 

CRITICAL INFRASTRUCTURE LOCATED IN THE STUDY AREA(1) 

Type Development/Structure 
Location 

Identifier(1) 

Design Flood Event 

5% AEP 2% AEP 1% AEP 0.5% AEP 
Extreme 

Flood 

C
o

m
m

u
n

it
y
 A

s
s
e

ts
 

Narromine Aerodrome - O X X X X 

Major Road Crossing (Town Cowal At Burraway Street) MC1 O O X X X 

Major Road Crossing (Town Cowal At Warren Road) MC2 O O X X X 

Major Road Crossing (Town Cowal At Mitchell Highway) MC3 O O X X X 

Major Road Crossing (Town Cowal At Narromine Road) MC4 O O X X X 

Sewage System (Sewer Pumping Station 1) SS1 O O X X X 

Sewage System (Sewer Pumping Station 2) SS2 O O X X X 

Sewage System (Sewer Pumping Station 3) SS3 O O O X X 

Sewage System (Sewer Pumping Station 4) SS4 O O X X X 

Sewage System (Sewer Pumping Station 5) SS5 O O X X X 

Sewage System (Sewer Pumping Station 6) SS6 O O X X X 

Sewage System (Sewer Pumping Station 7) SS7 O O O X X 

Sewage System (Sewer Pumping Station 8) SS8 O O X X X 

Sewage System (Sewer Pumping Station 9) SS9 O O X X X 

Sewage System (Narromine Waste Facility) SS10 O O O O X 

Water Supply (Raw Water Storage Reservoir (Nymagee)) WS1 O O X X X 

Water Supply (Potable Storage Reservoir (Nymagee)) WS2 O O O X X 

Water Supply (Water Storage Reservoir (Duffy)) WS3 O O X X X 

Cont’d Over
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TABLE 2.7 

IMPACT OF FLOODING ON VULNERABLE DEVELOPMENT AND 

CRITICAL INFRASTRUCTURE LOCATED IN THE STUDY AREA(1) 

Type Development/Structure 
Location 

Identifier(1) 

Design Flood Event 

5% AEP 2% AEP 1% AEP 0.5% AEP 
Extreme 

Flood 

E
m

e
rg

e
n

c
y
 S

e
rv

ic
e

s
 Ambulance Facility - O O X X X 

Evacuation Centre (Narromine United Servicemen's Club) EC1 O O X X X 

Evacuation Centre (Narromine Showgrounds) EC2 O O O O X 

F&R NSW Station - O O X X X 

Police Station - O O X X X 

RFS Station - O O X X X 

SES Station (NSW SES - Narromine Unit) - O O X X X 

V
u

ln
e

ra
b
le

 D
e
v
e
lo

p
m

e
n

t 

Aged Care Facility (Wesley Units) AC1 O O O X X 

Aged Care Facility (Derribong Villas) AC2 O O O X X 

Aged Care Facility (Timbrebongie House) AC3 O O O O X 

Child Care Facility (Rivergum Childcare Centre) CC1 O O O X X 

Child Care Facility (Cherrygum Daycare) CC2 O O O O X 

Child Care Facility (Narromine Pre-School Kindergarten Inc.) CC3 O O X X X 

Educational Facility (Narromine Christian School) EF1 O O X X X 

Educational Facility (Narromine Public School) EF2 O O X X X 

Educational Facility (Narromine High School) EF3 O O X X X 

Educational Facility (St Augustines Parish School) EF4 O O X X X 

Hospital (Narromine Shire Medical Centre) HC1 O O O O X 

Hospital (Narromine Hospital & Community Health) HC2 O O O X X 

Caravan Park (Narromine Rockwall Tourist Park) CP1 O O X X X 

Caravan Park (Narromine Tourist Park) CP2 O O X X X 

1. Refer Figure 2.18 for location of vulnerable development and crit ical infrastructure.

“O” =  Infrastructure not impacted by flooding.

“X” =  Infrastructure impacted by flooding.
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2.9 Hydrologic Standard of Existing Road Network 

Floodwater which surcharges the southern bank of the Macquarie River during floods larger than 

about 1.25% (1 in 80) AEP would cut the Mitchell Highway at Webbs Siding and also where it 

crosses the Town Cowal.  Floodwater would also inundate the highway to the west of the 

aerodrome.  While the local road network would also be impacted by floodwater which surcharges 

the southern bank of the river during floods larger than about 1.25% (1 in 80) AEP, it is noted that 

a short section of Warren Road to the north of Bowden Fletcher Drive in Skypark would be 

inundated by floodwater during a 2% (1 in 50) AEP flood event. 

2.10 Potential Impacts of a Change in Hydraulic Roughness 

An analysis was undertaken to assess the sensitivity of flood behaviour to potential changes in 

hydraulic roughness.  Figure 2.19 (2 sheets) shows the impact that a 20% increase in the “best 

estimate” hydraulic roughness values would have on flood behaviour for a 1% (1 in 100) AEP 

flood event. 

The analysis showed that peak 1% (1 in 100) AEP flood levels on the northern side of the Main 

Western Railway would typically be increased by up to 0.15 m, with a maximum of about 0.3 m 

shown to occur in the residential properties that are located along the northern side of River 

Drive.  Due to the ponding nature of the flow south of the Main Western Railway, peak 1% (1 in 

100) AEP flood levels in existing development would generally be increased in the range 0.3 -

0.5 m.

While the above finding would indicate that the adoption of a 0.5 m freeboard for setting minimum 

floor levels in future development would cater for any potential increases in peak 1% (1 in 100) 

AEP flood levels associated with changes in hydraulic roughness, further consideration of the 

freeboard requirements for future development which takes these potential impacts into account 

is presented in Section 3.5.1.2 of this report. 

2.11 Potential Impacts of a Partial Blockage of Hydraulic Structures 

The mechanism and geometrical characteristics of blockages in hydraulic structures and piped 

drainage systems are difficult to quantify due to a lack of recorded data and would no doubt be 

different for each system and also vary with flood events.  Realistic scenarios would be limited to 

waterway openings becoming partially blocked during a flood event (no quantitative data are 

available on instances of blockage of the drainage systems which may have occurred during 

historic flood events). 

The potential for a partial blockage of the existing transverse drainage structures that are located 

along the Main Western Railway was assessed as part of the present study.  Based on the 

procedures set out in the 2019 edition of Australian Rainfall and Runoff (Geoscience Australia, 

2019) (ARR 2019), blockage factors of between 10% and 50% were applied to these structures.   

Figure 2.20 (2 sheets) shows the afflux for a 1% (1 in 100) AEP flood resulting from a partial 

blockage of the aforementioned hydraulic structures.  The analysis showed that a partial blockage 

of major hydraulic structures would not have a significant impact on peak 1% (1 in 100) AEP at 

Narromine. 
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While the above finding would indicate that the adoption of a 0.5 m freeboard for setting minimum 

floor levels in future development would generally cater for any potential increases in peak 1% 

(1 in 100) AEP flood levels associated with a partial blockage of hydraulic structures, further 

consideration of the freeboard requirements for future development which is subject to flooding 

from the Macquarie River is presented in Section 3.5.1.2 of this report. 

2.12 Potential Impacts of Future Climate Change 

DPIE recommends that its guideline Practical Consideration of Climate Change, 2007 be used as 

the basis for examining climate change in projects undertaken under the State Floodplain 

Management program and the FDM, 2005.  The guideline recommends that until more work is 

completed in relation to the climate change impacts on rainfall intensities, sensitivity analyses 

should be undertaken based on increases in rainfall intensities ranging between 10 and 30 per 

cent.  

On current projections the increase in rainfalls within the service life of developments or fl ood 

management measures is likely to be around 10 per cent, with the higher value of 30 per cent 

representing an upper limit which may apply near the end of the century.  Under present day 

climatic conditions, increasing the 1% (1 in 100) AEP design rainfall intensities by 10 per cent 

would produce about a 0.5% (1 in 200) AEP flood; and increasing those rainfalls by 30 per cent 

would produce about a 0.2% (1 in 500) AEP event.  

For the purpose of the present study, the impact a 10% increase in design rainfall intensities 

would have on flooding behaviour was assessed by comparing the peak flood levels which were 

derived from the flood modelling for design events with AEPs of 1 and 0.5 per cent. 

Figure 2.21 (2 sheets) shows the impact that a 10% increase in 1% (1 in 100) AEP design rainfall 

intensities would have on flood behaviour at Narromine.   

The analysis showed that peak 1% (1 in 100) AEP flood levels on the northern side of the Main 

Western Railway would typically be increased in the range 0.3 - 0.5 m, with a maximum of about 

0.7 m shown to occur in the residential properties that are located along the northern side of 

River Drive.  Due to the ponding nature of the flow south of the Main Western Railway, peak 

1% (1 in 100) AEP flood levels in existing development would generally be increased in the range 

0.5 - 0.7 m. 

While the above finding would indicate that the adoption of a 0.5 m freeboard for setting minimum 

floor levels in future development would not necessarily cater for increases in peak 1% (1 in 100) 

AEP flood levels associated with future climate change, further consideration of the freeboard 

requirements for future development which takes these potential impacts into account is 

presented in Section 3.5.1.2 of this report. 

2.13 Flood Hazard Vulnerability and Hydraulic Categorisation of the Floodplain 

2.13.1 General 

According to Appendix L of NSWG, 2005, in order to achieve effective and responsible floodplain 

risk management, it is necessary to divide the floodplain into areas that reflect:  
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1. The impact of flooding on existing and future development and people.  To examine this

impact it is necessary to divide the floodplain into “flood hazard vulnerability” categories,

which are provisionally assessed on the basis of the velocity and depth of flow.  This task

was undertaken as part of the present study where the floodplain was divided into six

flood hazard vulnerability zones.  Section 2.13.2 below provides details of the adopted

procedure.

2. The impact of future development activity on flood behaviour.  Development in active flow

paths (i.e. “floodways”) has the potential to adversely re-direct flows towards adjacent

properties.  Examination of this impact requires the division of flood prone land into

various “hydraulic categories” to assess those parts which are effective for the

conveyance of flow, where development may affect local flooding patterns.  While the

hydraulic categorisation of the floodplain was undertaken as part of FRMS 2009, it was

updated as part of the present study.  Section 2.13.3 below summarises the adopted

procedure.

2.13.2 Flood Hazard Vulnerability Categorisation

Flood hazard categories may be assigned to flood affected areas in accordance with the 

definitions contained in the publication entitled “Managing the Floodplain: A Guide to Best 

Practice in Flood Risk Management in Australia” (Australian Institute for Disaster Resilience 

(AIDR), 2017).  Flood prone areas may be classified into six hazard categories based on the 

depth of inundation and velocity of flow that relate to the vulnerability of the community when 

interacting with floodwater, as shown in the illustration over which has been taken from 

AIDR, 2017: 

Figure 2.22 (2 sheets) shows the Flood Hazard Vulnerability Classification based on the 

procedures set out in AIDR, 2017 for the 1% (1 in 100) AEP flood event. 

Areas classified as H5 and H6 are generally limited to the Macquarie River and its immediate 

overbank area, while flooding along the line of the Town Cowal downstream of the extension of 

Morgan Street is classified as H4 in a 1%(1 in 100) AEP flood event.  While the majority of the 

urbanised parts of Narromine that are inundated during a 1% (1 in 100) AEP flood are classified 

as either H1 or H2, there are several large pockets of existing development where the flooding is 

classified as H3. 

2.13.3 Hydraulic Categorisation of the Floodplain 

According to the FDM, the floodplain may be subdivided into the following three hydraulic 

categories: 

 Floodways;

 Flood storage; and

 Flood fringe.

Floodways are those areas of the floodplain where a significant discharge of water occurs during 

floods.  They are often aligned with obvious naturally defined channels.  Floodways are the areas 

that, even if only partially blocked, would cause a significant re-distribution of flow, or a significant 

increase in flood level which may in turn adversely affect other areas.  They are often, but not 

necessarily, areas with deeper flow or areas where higher velocities occur.  
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Flood storage areas are those parts of the floodplain that are important for the temporary 

storage of floodwaters during the passage of a flood.  If the capacity of a flood storage area is 

substantially reduced by, for example, the construction of levees or by landfill, flood levels in 

nearby areas may rise and the peak discharge downstream may be increased.  Substantial 

reduction of the capacity of a flood storage area can also cause a significant redistribution of 

flood flows. 

Flood fringe is the remaining area of land affected by flooding, after floodway and flood storage 

areas have been defined.  Development in flood fringe areas would not have any significant effect 

on the pattern of flood flows and/or flood levels. 

Floodplain Risk Management Guideline No. 2 Floodway Definition,  offers guidance in relation to 

two alternative procedures for identifying floodways.  They are: 

 Approach A. Using a qualitative approach which is based on the judgement of an

experienced hydraulic engineer. In assessing whether or not the area under consideration

was a floodway, the qualitative approach would need to consider; whether obstruction

would divert water to other existing flow paths; or would have a significant impact on

upstream flood levels during major flood events; or would adversely re-direct flows

towards existing development.

 Approach B. Using the hydraulic model, in this case TUFLOW, to define the floodway

based on quantitative experiments where flows are restricted or the conveyance capacity

of the flow path reduced, until there was a significant effect on upstream flood levels

and/or a diversion of flows to existing or new flow paths.
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One quantitative experimental procedure commonly used is to progressively encroach across 

either floodplain towards the channel until the designated flood level has increased by a 

significant amount (for example 0.1 m) above the existing (un-encroached) flood levels.  This 

indicates the limits of the hydraulic floodway since any further encroachment will intrude into that 

part of the floodplain necessary for the free flow of flood waters – that is, into the floodway. 

The quantitative assessment associated with Approach B is technically difficult to implement. 

Restricting the flow to achieve the 0.1 m increase in flood levels can result in contradictory 

results, especially in unsteady flow modelling, with the restric tion actually causing reductions in 

computed levels in some areas due to changes in the distribution of flows  along the main 

drainage line. 

Accordingly the qualitative approach associated with Approach A was adopted, together with 

consideration of the portion of the floodplain which conveys approximately 80% of the total flow 

and also the findings of Howells et al, 2004 who defined the floodway based on velocity of flow 

and depth.  Based on the findings of a trial and error process, the following criteria were adopted 

for identifying those areas which operate as a “floodway” in a 1% AEP event, noting that manual 

adjustments were made to the extent of the resulting floodway area to ensure continuity of the 

various flow paths: 

 Velocity x Depth greater than 0.25 m2/s and Velocity greater than 0.25 m/s; or

 Velocity greater than 1 m/s.

Flood storage areas were identified as those areas which do not operate as floodways in a 

1% AEP event but where the depth of inundation exceeds 1 m.  The remainder of the flood 

affected area was classified as flood fringe. 

Figure 2.23 shows the division of the floodplain into floodway, flood storage and flood fringe 

areas for the 1% (1 in 100) AEP flood event. 

While floodway areas are generally confined to the Macquarie River  and its immediate overbank 

area, in addition to the Town Cowal, the eastern end of Nymagee Street also acts as a floodway 

during a 1% (1 in 100) AEP flood event.  The remainder of the flood affected area is generally 

classified as flood fringe with isolated pockets of flood storage areas. 

2.14 Environmental Considerations 

The majority of the floodplain within the town of Narromine has been developed for agriculture or 

urban purposes.  The only remaining “natural” areas lie within the river banks, particularly along  

the Macquarie River. 

The Macquarie River has a stable V shaped channel along much of its length through Narromine. 

The channel is generally 15 m deep and most of the floodwater is contained within its banks.  The 

main river channel contains remnant vegetation including some large eucalypts but has also been 

subject to invasion by exotic species such as willows and weed species from domestic gardens. 

The invasion of exotic species along the river bank has the potential to increase the hydraulic 

roughness and raise flood levels.  There does not appear to be any evidence that this has 

occurred yet, but monitoring of the vegetation along the Macquarie River would be warranted to 

ensure that exotic species did not produce a significant increase in hydraulic roughness. 
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2.15 Council’s Existing Planning Instruments and Policies 

2.15.1 General 

The Narromine Local Environmental Plan, 2011 (Narromine LEP 2011) is the principal statutory 

planning document used by Council for controlling development by defining zoning provisions , 

establishing permissibility of land use and regulating the extent of development in the Narromine 

Shire local government area.   

The Narromine Shire Development Control Plan 2011 (Narromine Shire DCP 2011) supplements 

the Narromine LEP 2011 by providing general information and detailed guidelines and controls 

which relate to the decision making process. 

2.15.2 Land Use Zoning – Narromine LEP 2011 

Figure 2.24 shows the zonings that are incorporated in Narromine LEP 2011 for the study area.  

The study area comprises a mixture of General Residential (R1) and Large Lot Residential (R2) 

zoned areas, as well as Local Centre (B2), General Industrial (IN1), Public Recreation (RE1), 

Private Recreation (RE2), Special Activities (SP1)  and Infrastructure (SP2) zoned areas. 

2.15.3 Flood Provisions – Narromine LEP 2011 

Clause 6.2 of Narromine LEP 2011 entitled “Flood planning” outlines its objectives in regard to 

development of land that is at or below the FPL.  It is similar to the standard Flood Planning 

Clause used in recently adopted LEPs in other NSW country centres and applies to land at or 

below the FPL.  

The FPL currently referred to is the 1:100 ARI (or 1% AEP) flood plus an allowance for freeboard 

of 0.5 m.  The area encompassed by the FPL (i.e. the FPA) denotes the area subject to flood 

related development controls, such as locating development outside high hazard areas and 

setting minimum floor levels for future residential development.  It is now standard practice for the 

residential FPL to be based on the 1% (1 in 100) AEP flood plus an appropriate freeboard unless 

exceptional circumstances apply. 

It is noted that the NSW Government will be automatically updating the wording in clause 6.2 on 

14 July 2021 as part of recent reforms that it has introduced to its NSW Flood Prone Land 

Package.  As a result of the update, Council will need to nominate the FPLs that it wishes to use 

to define the FPA, and make alternative arrangements for making flood planning maps publicly 

available where previously solely reliant on LEP flood overlay maps 

While clause 6.2 will be automatically updated by the NSW Government on 14 July 2021, it is 

recommended that also include the special flood considerations clause which forms part of the 

updated NSW Flood Prone Land Package in Narromine LEP 2011.  The objectives of the new 

clause are as follows: 

 in relation to development with particular evacuation or emergency response issues

(e.g. schools, group homes, residential care facilities, hospitals, etc.) to enable

evacuation of land which lies above the FPL; and

 to protect the operational capacity of emergency response facilities and critical

infrastructure during extreme flood events.

The new clause would apply to land which lies between the FPL and the level of the Extreme 

Flood, but would not apply to land at or below the FPL.  Suggested wording in relation to this new 

clause is given in Section 3.5.1.4. 
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2.15.4 Flood Related Development Controls 

Chapter 6a of Narromine Shire DCP 2011 entitled “Flood Policy” sets out the controls that apply 

to development on the floodplain at Narromine.  The objective of the chapter is to ‘place 

development controls on the further development of flood liable land’.  

The chapter includes a figure which shows the floodplain divided into the following six zones: 

 Macquarie River Floodway

 Town Cowal Floodway

 Manildra Street/ River Drive Precinct

 High Hazard Ponding Area

 Intermediate Floodplain

 Outer Floodplain

A matrix type approach has been adopted for setting out a graded set of planning controls which 

apply to different types of development in each zone.  The policy requires Minimum Habitable 

Floor Levels (MHFLs) to set as follows: 

 at or above the 1% (1 in 100) AEP plus 0.5 m freeboard in the case of residential type

development;

 as close as practical to the 1% (1 in 100) AEP plus 0.5 m but no lower than the 2% (1 in

50) AEP plus 0.5 m freeboard in the case of commercial/industrial type development; and

 at or above the 0.5% (1 in 100) AEP plus 0.5 m freeboard in the case of flood vulnerable

residential type development, essential community facilities and critical utilities.

Special consideration is also to be given to maintaining the conveyance of floodwater in the 

Manildra Street / River Drive Precinct, as well as in the Skypark development that is located on 

the western side of Warren Road adjacent to the Narromine Aerodrome. 

2.16 Flood Warning and Flood Preparedness 

2.16.1 Narromine Shire Local Flood Plan 

The NSW SES is nominated as the principal combat and response agency for flood emergencies 

in NSW.  NSW SES is responsible for the issuing of relevant warnings (in collaboration with 

BoM), as well as ensuring that the community is aware of the flood threat and how to mitigate its 

impact. 

The Narromine Shire Local Flood Plan which is dated July 2014 covers preparedness measures, 

the conduct of response operations and the coordination of immediate recovery measures for all 

levels of flooding within the Narromine Shire local government area.  Narromine Shire Local 

Flood Plan is administered by the Narromine Local Commander who controls flood operations 

within the Narromine area.  NSW SES maintains a local headquarters which is located on the 

southern side of the Main Western Railway immediately adjacent to the Town Cowal at 103 -109 

Manildra Street, Narromine.   

Volume 1 of Narromine Shire Local Flood Plan entitled ‘Narromine Shire Flood Emergency Sub 

Plan’ includes sections on flood preparedness, response and recovery.  Volume 1 follows the 

standard NSW SES template and is divided into the following sections: 
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 Introduction; this section of the document identifies the responsibilities of the NSW

SES Local Controller and NSW SES members and supporting services such as the

Police, BoM, Ambulance, Fire Brigades, State Water Corporation, Council, etc.  It also

identifies the importance for NSW SES and Council to coordinate the development and

implementation of a public education program to advise the population of the flood risk.

 Preparedness; this section of the document deals with activities required to ensure

the Narromine Shire Local Flood Plan functions during the occurrence of the flood

emergency.  The Plan will devote considerable attention to flood alert and emergency

response.

 Response; The NSW SES maintains an operation centre at the Local NSW SES

Headquarters in Manildra Street.  Response operations will commence: on receipt of a

BoM Preliminary Flood Warning, Flood Warning, Flood Watch, Severe Thunderstorm

Warning or a Severe Weather Warning for flash flooding; on receipt of a dam failure

alert; or when other evidence leads to an expectation of f looding within the council

area.

 Recovery, involving measures to ensure the long term welfare for people who have

been evacuated, recovery operations to restore services and clean up and de-briefing

of emergency management personnel to review the effectiveness of the Narromine

Shire Local Flood Plan.

Annex A of the Narromine Shire Local Flood Plan deals with the flood threat in the Macquarie 

Valley, with specific reference to the Narromine Shire local government area.  Table 2.8 lists the 

peak heights for a range of historic flood events as set out in Annex A of the Narromine Shire 

Local Flood Plan.  It is noted that the December 2010 flood which reached 14.07 m on the Bridge 

gauge and the flow in the river was about 190,000 ML/day (or 2,200 m3/s) is not included in the 

data set. 

TABLE 2.8 

HISTORIC GAUGE HEIGHTS AT NARROMINE(1) 

Historic Flood 

Event 

Gauge Height 

(m) 

Peak Flow(2) 

(ML/day) 

Assigned AEP 

(%) 

Assigned ARI 

(years) 

1955 15.65 
501,100 

[5,800] 
0.5 200 

1990 13.48 
179,500 

[2,080] 
1.5 65 

1971 13.16 
158,000 

[1,830 
4.5 20 

2000 11.20 
99,300 

[1,150] 
7.5 15 

1998 10.29 
92,300 

[1,070] 
10 10 

1976 8.70 
67,200 

[780] 
19 5 

1. Source: Narromine Shire Local Flood Plan

2. Values in [ ] are the corresponding peak flows in m3/s rounded to the nearest 10 m3/s.
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While Annex A states that the Town Levee was designed to keep out the more frequent, smaller 

floods up to approximately 14.6 m on the Bridge gauge, it highlights that this level approximates 

the 1% (1 in 100) AEP as defined in a draft version of Lyall & Associates, 2009a.  Annex A also 

acknowledges that there is the potential for floodwater to enter Narromine via a number of low 

points that are located along the southern side of the river upstream of the Town Levee . 

Annex B of the Narromine Shire Local Flood Plan deals with the effects of flooding on the 

Narromine community.  The document states that five floods have entered the town in the past 

130 years, the last in February 1955.  It states that the February 1955 flood broke out of the 

Macquarie River about six kilometres upstream and entered the town from the east, as well as 

directly from the river adjacent to Culling Street.  Floodwater crossed the railway line to both the 

east and the west of the town and inundated the built -up area itself to depths of 0.3-2.1 m.  Only 

the railway station, part of the railway line and the floors of some buildings remained above water.  

Virtually all the town’s population had to be evacuated.  Much of the water came from the east, 

passing through the railway embankment culvert 1.5 km east of the town and following a 

depression along the southern side of the railway embankment as far south as Cathundril Street.  
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3 POTENTIAL FLOODPLAIN MANAGEMENT MEASURES 

3.1 Range of Available Measures 

A variety of floodplain management measures can be implemented to reduce flood damages. 

They may be divided into three categories, as follows:  

Flood modification measures change the behaviour of floods in regard to discharges and water 

surface levels to reduce flood risk.  This can be done by the construction of levees, detention 

basins, channel improvements and upgrades of piped drainage systems in urban areas.  Such 

measures are also known as “structural” measures as they involve the construction of 

engineering works.  Vegetation management is also classified as a flood modification measure. 

Property modification measures reduce risk to properties through appropriate land use zoning, 

specifying minimum floor levels for new developments, voluntary purchase of residential property 

in high hazard and/or floodway areas, or raising existing residences in the less hazardous areas. 

Such measures are largely planning (i.e. “non-structural”) measures, as they are aimed at 

ensuring that the use of floodplains and the design of buildings are consistent with fl ood risk. 

Property modification measures could comprise a mix of structural and non-structural methods of 

damage minimisation to individual properties. 

Response modification measures change the response of flood affected communities to the 

flood risk by increasing flood awareness, implementation of flood warning and broadcast systems 

and the development of emergency response plans for property evacuation.  These measures are 

entirely non-structural. 

3.2 Previous Studies 

Table 3.1 over summarises the flood, property and response modification measures that 

comprised FRMP 2009, including their estimated cost and status in terms of their implementation. 

The same table was included in the Community Newsletter which was disseminated to residents 

and business owners in Narromine at the commencement of the present study.  While the 

property and response modification measures have been implemented by Council and NSW SES, 

the only flood modification measure that has been completed is the feasibility study for the river 

bank levee.   

The undertaking of the feasibility study for the river bank levee involved a lengthy process which 

included the development of a more detailed two-dimensional (in plan) hydraulic model of the 

Macquarie River at Narromine and the development of concept designs for four potential levee 

options (denoted “Levee Options A, B, C and D” in SMEC, 2019).  It also included extensive 

consultation with the community both in group and one-on-one settings.  The image over is taken 

from SMEC, 2019 showing the alignment of the four assessed levee options. 

A key outcome of SMEC, 2019 was that Levee Options A, C and D were not feasible given their 

close proximity to the river bank where they run parallel with River Drive and/or Warren Road.  As 

a result, only Levee Option B was considered to be feasible in terms of its constructability.  

A key outcome of the community consultation process that formed part of SMEC, 2019 was that 

there was still considerable concern within the community with Levee Option B, namely in regards 

the third party related impacts that it would have on flooding in existing residential development 

that is located along the eastern side of Warren Road and to a lesser extent River Drive.   The 

Chairman of the Narromine Irrigation Board of Management also raised concerns regarding the 

impact that the change in flow regime would have on its infrastructure.  

Attachment No. 2

Reports of Committees 
Page 54



Narromine Town Floodplain Risk Management Study and Plan Update 

NTFRMSPU_V1_Report_[Rev 1.5].doc Page 30 Lyall & Associates 

June 2021   Rev. 1.5 

TABLE 3.1 

FLOODPLAIN RISK MANAGEMENT MEASURES COMPRISING FRMP 2009 

Measure(1) Estimated Cost 

Priority 

Assigned to 

Implementation 

of Measure 

Status of 

Measure 

PM1 – Implement the recommended development 

controls based on draft Flood Policy for Narromine 

Council staff’s 

Cost 
High Implemented 

RM1 – Ensure flood data in this Floodplain Risk 

Management Study and draft Plan is available to NSW 

SES for inclusion in flood emergency response 

Council and 

NSW SES Costs 
High Implemented 

RM2 – Implement flood awareness and education 

program for residents and owners of commercial and 

industrial developments 

NSW SES  and 

Property/Business 

Owner Costs 

High Implemented 

FM1 – Feasibility Study of river bank levee $80,000 High Completed 

FM2 – Preparation of detailed design and construction 

of levee (dependent on the results of the above 

study). 

$1.6 Million Medium 
Yet to be 

commenced 

FM3 – Feasibility Study of upgrading the hydraulic 

capacity of culverts beneath the Parkes Narromine 

Railway 

$50,000 Medium 
Yet to be 

commenced 

FM4 – Prepare detailed design and construct culvert 

works (Scheme is dependent on the results of the 

above study and whether river bank levee scheme is 

implemented. The river levee would reduce ponding 

upstream of the railway and possibly reduce the need 

for improved culverts) 

$0.8 Million Medium 
Yet to be 

commenced 

Total Cost of Implementing Flood Modification 

Measures FM1, FM2, FM3 and FM4 
$2.53 Million 

1. FM = Flood Modification Option   PM = Property Modification Option   RM = Response Modification Option
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Based on the outcomes of SMEC, 2019, a key requirement of Narromine Town FRMS 2021 was 

the need to investigate options for mitigating the third party related impacts that are associated 

with the construction of Levee Option B, details of which are set out in Section 3.4.2 of this 

report. 

3.3 Community Views 

Comments on potential flood management measures were sought from the Narromine community 

by way of the Community Questionnaire which was distributed at the commencement of the 

present study.  The responses are summarised in Appendix A of this report.  Question 15 in the 

Community Questionnaire outlined a range of potential flood management measures, the 

responses to which are shown on Table 3.2 over the page.  The measures are discussed in more 

detail in later sections of this Chapter.  

The Community mostly favoured the following measures: 

 Improve the stormwater system within the town area

 Provide a Planning Certificate to purchasers in flood prone areas, stating that  the

property is flood affected

 Improve flood warning and evacuation procedures both before and during a flood

 Removal of floodplain obstructions

 Upgrade of the existing railway culverts

A mostly negative response was given to the widening of watercourses and the construction of 

permanent levees.  Providing subsidies for raising the floor level of properties and the 

implementation of a residential Voluntary Purchase scheme were also unpopular with the 

Community. 

3.4 Potential Flood Modification Measures 

3.4.1 Stormwater Drainage Upgrades 

While most of Narromine would be inundated by floodwater during a 1% (1 in 100) AEP flood on 

the Macquarie River, it is evident from the responses to the Community Questionnaire that 

nuisance flooding due to local catchment runoff is of concern to the Community.   

By inspection of Figure 2.17, it is clear that parts of Narromine are impacted by Major Overland 

Flow during intense storm events, especially in development that is located along the line of the 

Town Cowal.   

While upgrading the existing railway culvert that is located in line with Meryula Street on the Town 

Cowal would reduce the severity of local catchment flooding that is experienced in existing 

development that is located to the south of the rail corridor, it would increase the depth of 

inundation that would be experienced in existing development that is located to its north.  In order 

to mitigate these impacts it would be necessary to upgrade the existing stormwater drainage 

system along the Town Cowal to the north of rail corridor. 
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TABLE 3.2 

COMMUNITY VIEWS ON POTENTIAL FLOOD MANAGEMENT MEASURES 

Flood Management Measure Classification(1) 

Respondent’s 

Views 

Yes No 

Management of riparian vegetation to provide flood mitigation, 

stability, aesthetic and habitat benefits 
FM 76 15 

Widening of watercourses FM 60 36 

Removal of floodplain obstructions FM 91 9 

Improve the stormwater system within the town area FM 116 5 

Construction of urban levees FM 58 40 

Upgrade of the existing railway culverts FM 86 14 

Voluntary scheme to purchase residential property in high hazard 

areas 
PM 36 48 

Provide funding or subsidies to raise houses above major flood level 

in low hazard areas 
PM 36 63 

Specify additional controls on future development in flood-liable 

areas 
PM 67 24 

Improve flood warning and evacuation procedures both before and 

during a flood 
RM 93 15 

Provide a Planning Certificate to purchasers in flood prone areas, 

stating that the property is flood affected 
PM 100 8 

1. FM = Flood Modification Option   PM = Property Modification Option   RM = Response Modification Option

In order to reduce the depth of inundation that is experienced in existing residential development 

that is located in the area that is bounded by Terangion Street to the north, A’Beckett Street to 

the east, Cathundril Street to the south and Third Avenue to the west it would be necessary to 

upgrade the existing stormwater drainage lines which run in a westerly direction along Backwater 

Road and in a southerly direction along Temoin Street. 

At the time of writing Council had engaged consultants to assess options for upgrading the local 

stormwater drainage system at Narromine.  As a result, a recommendation to undertake such a 

study has not been included in Narromine Town FRMP 2021. 

3.4.2 River Bank Levee and Railway Culvert Upgrade 

As mentioned, while Levee Option B was considered to be feasible in terms of its construction, 

there was still concern within parts of the community regarding the impact that it would have on 

flood behaviour in properties that are located along Warren Road and to a lesser extent River 

Drive. 
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As part of the present study, a total of four variants of Levee Option B were initially assessed 

which were aimed at reducing the third party related impacts on existing residential development 

and irrigation type infrastructure (denoted herein as “Levee Options B1, B1a, B2 and Ha”).  

Following a review of the initial study findings by the Technical Working Group (TWG) which 

comprised both Council and DPIE representatives, an additional two variants were also assessed 

(denoted herein as “Levee Options B1b and B1c”).  Figure 3.1 shows the alignment of Levee 

Option B, as well as the six assessed variants. 

Figures C1.1 to C1.10 in Appendix C show the impact that Levee Options B, B1, B1a, B2 and 

Ha would have on peak flood levels and maximum flow velocities for a 1% (1 in 100) AEP flood 

event.  The initial assessment found that the adoption of Levee Options B1, B1a, B2 and Ha 

would not mitigate the third party related impacts on existing residential development and 

irrigation type infrastructure. 

Following further discussions with the TWG, the option of reducing the blocking effects of the 

Main Western Railway where it crosses the Macquarie River floodplain at Webbs Siding was 

investigated.  Figures C1.11 to C1.20 in Appendix C show the impact that Levee Options B, B1, 

B1a, B2 and Ha in combination with the upgrade of the existing railway culverts at Webbs Siding 

would have on peak flood levels and maximum flow velocities for a 1% (1 in 100) AEP flood 

event.  The investigation found that it would be necessary to install a 500 m length of box culverts 

near the eastern limit of the Webbs Siding breakout in order to mitigate the third party related 

impacts associated with Levee Options B1 and B1a, while residual impacts remained in existing 

residential development that is located along Warren Road for Levee Options B, B2 and Ha.  

Following a review of the above findings, the TWG selected Levee Option B1a in combination 

with the upgrade of the railway culverts at Webbs Siding as the preferred option to present to the 

FRMC.  At the subsequent FRMC meeting, it was suggested that a more optimum alignment 

would be to run the levee south from the western end of River Drive to the Mitchell Highway 

where it would tie into high ground.  Two alternative levee alignments were subsequently 

investigated, those being Levee Options B1b and B1c.   

The investigation found that while the two alternative levee alignment options would not impact 

flood behaviour during a 1% (1 in 100) AEP flood event (refer Figures C1.21 and C1.22 in 

Appendix C), there would be a significant increase in the depth of floodwater ponding along the 

eastern side of the levee bank where it runs between River Drive and the Mitchell Highway during 

slightly larger flood events (refer Figures C1.23 and C1.24 in Appendix C).  This would mean 

that the levee would have a reduced capacity to protect Narromine from being inundated by 

floodwater during events that are slightly larger than 1% (1 in 100) AEP given the available 

freeboard to its crest would be greatly reduced.   

Based on the above finding, the FRMC determined that Option B1a in combination with the 

upgrade of the existing railway culverts at Webbs Siding is the preferred option for protecting the 

urbanised parts of Narromine from Main Stream Flooding (denoted herein as the “Preferred 

Flood Mitigation Scheme”). 

Figure 3.2 is a long sections along the alignment of Levee Option B1a showing natural surface 

levels relative to its crest, as well as peak 1% (1 in 100) and 0.5% (1 in 200) AEP flood levels.  As 

per the findings of SMEC, 2019, the crest height of the river bank levee has been set a minimum 

0.75 m above peak 1% (1 in 100) AEP flood levels.  Figure 3.2 also includes a long section of the 

Main Western Railway where its crosses the Macquarie River floodplain at Webbs Siding  showing 

details of the existing and upgraded railway culverts.  
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Figure 3.3 shows the indicative extent and depth of Main Stream Flooding under post-Preferred 

Flood Mitigation Scheme conditions for a 1% (1 in 100) AEP flood event.  Also shown on 

Figure 3.3 are flow velocity vectors, maximum water surface elevation contours and peak flows in 

the various flow paths.  Figure 3.4 shows the impact that the Preferred Flood Mitigation Scheme 

would have on the extent and depth of Main Stream Flooding, as well as the distribution of flow 

on the floodplain, while Figure 3.5 shows the impact that it would have on maximum flow 

velocities for a 1% (1 in 100) AEP flood event.  Similar information is shown on Figures 3.6, 3.7 

and 3.8 for a 0.5% (1 in 200) AEP flood event. 

The key findings of the investigation in regards the Preferred Flood Mitigation Scheme were as 

follows: 

i. The urbanised parts of Narromine south of the river bank levee would be protected from

Main Stream Flooding for floods up to 1% (1 in 100) AEP in magnitude (refer Figures 3.4

and 3.5).

ii. Third party related impacts associated with the scheme would be limited to properties that

are located along the Backwater Cowal south of Narromine due to the resulting

redistribution of flow.  While the extent and depth of inundation would be increased along

the Backwater Cowal as part of the scheme, only one existing homestead would be

adversely impacted as a result of its implementation for floods up to 1% AEP in

magnitude (refer “Homestead C” on Figure 3.4) and a second homestead at the 0.5%

(1 in 200) AEP level of flooding (refer “Homestead B” on Figure 3.7).

iii. While the increase in flow along the Backwater Cowal would increase flow velocities in

the watercourse, they would generally not exceed 1.0 m/s and 2.0 m/s for floods up to

1% (1 in 100) AEP and 0.5% (1 in 200) AEP, respectively under Post-Preferred Flood

Mitigation Scheme conditions (refer maximum flow velocities shown on Figures 2.12 and

2.14 and the relative increases shown on Figures 3.6 and 3.8).

iv. Minor overtopping of the levee would occur in the vicinity of River Drive during a

0.5% (1 in 200) AEP flood event.  Floodwater would also inundate parts of Narromine

south of the river bank levee due to backwater flooding from the Town Cowal south of the

Main Western Railway, as well as flow which surcharges the northern bank of the

Backwater Cowal immediately east (upstream) of Tomingley Road during a flood of this

magnitude.

While the Preferred Flood Mitigation Scheme would protect most of Narromine from Main Stream 

Flooding, existing development would still be impacted by Major Overland Flow as a result of rain 

falling directly over the township.  Figure 3.9 shows the indicate extent and depth of local 

catchment flooding under post-Preferred Flood Mitigation Scheme conditions, while Figure 3.10 

shows the impact that coincident elevated water levels in the Macquarie River would have on the 

depth and extent of Major Overland Flow for a 1% (1 in 100) AEP storm event.  It would be 

necessary to update the flood modelling and mapping for Narromine as part of the detailed 

design of the Preferred Flood Mitigation Scheme as the controls relating to future development 

within the protected area would generally relate to flood levels associated with Major Overland 

Flow rather than Main Stream Flooding following its construction. 

Based on the capital cost estimate derived for Levee Option B as part of SMEC, 2019, it is 

estimated that the Preferred Flood Mitigation Scheme would cost about $22 Million to construct. 

The present worth value of flood damages that would be saved by the construction of the 

Preferred Flood Mitigation Scheme after taking freeboard into account is estimated to be about 

$18.8 Million, resulting in a benefit cost ratio of about 0.85.   
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While the construction of the Preferred Flood Mitigation Scheme cannot be justified on economic  

grounds (i.e. because its benefit cost ratio is less than 1), it would provide the added benefit of 

removing a major constraint on future development in Narromine, that being the need to set 

habitable floor levels in some areas over 1 m above natural surface levels.  It would also 

significantly reduce the disruption that would otherwise be experienced by residents and business 

owners during major flood events on the Macquarie River. 

Based on the above findings, the design and construction of the Preferred Flood Mitigation 

Scheme has been included in Narromine Town FRMP 2021, noting that it would also be 

necessary to update the flood modelling and also the flood planning related aspects of Narromine 

Shire DCP 2011 as part of this process. 

3.4.3 Preferred Flood Mitigation Scheme in Combination with Inland Rail Project 

In the knowledge that the proposed Inland Rail project will cross the Macquarie River floodplain in 

the vicinity of Webbs Siding, an assessment was undertaken to determine whether its 

construction would impact the level of protection afforded by the Preferred Flood Mitigation 

Scheme.  The investigation also included an assessment of the impact that the construction of 

the Preferred Flood Mitigation Scheme would have on flood behaviour in the vicinity of the 

proposed Inland Rail project. 

Inland Rail provided a copy of a TUFLOW model that had been developed as part of the 

preparation of the Environmental Impact Statement for the project.  Details of the project such as 

the proposed railway embankment and the associated transverse drainage structures were 

extracted from Inland Rail’s TUFLOW model and input to the Narromine Town FRMS 2021 

TUFLOW Model.  The updated TUFLOW model (Narromine Town FRMS 2021 Inland Rail 

TUFLOW Model) was then run for post-Preferred Flood Mitigation Scheme and Inland Rail 

project conditions for both the 1% (1 in 100) AEP and 0.5% (1 in 200) AEP flood events.   

Figure 3.11 shows the indicative extent and depth of Main Stream Flooding under post-Preferred 

Flood Mitigation Scheme and Inland Rail project conditions for a 1% (1 in 100) AEP flood, while 

Figure 3.12 shows that the construction of the Inland Rail project would result in slightly higher 

peak 1% (1 in 100) AEP flood levels south of the Main Western Railway when compared to 

conditions that would result from the construction of the Preferred Flood Mitigation Scheme in its 

absence.  Figures 3.13 and 3.14 show similar information for a 0.5% (1 in 200) AEP flood event. 

The redistribution of flow associated with the construction of the Preferred Flood Mitigation 

Scheme would result in an increase in the magnitude and velocity of flow discharging through the 

transverse drainage structures that are associated with the Inland Rail project immediately south 

of the Main Western Railway, a feature which will need to be taken into account by the designers 

of the rail project. 

While the Inland Rail project would not have a significant impact on the distribution of flow under 

post-Preferred Flood Mitigation Scheme conditions for a 1% (1 in 100) AEP flood event, it would 

result in a minor reduction in the flow which would discharge south via Webbs Siding during a 

0.5% (1 in 200) AEP flood event.  The result would be that increases in peak flood levels 

attributable to the Preferred Flood Mitigation Scheme would be slightly greater along the 

Macquarie River and slightly less along the Backwater Cowal when compared to present day 

conditions. 
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Based on the above findings, the assessment concluded that the construction of the Inland Rail 

project would not result in a major impact on flood behaviour under post-Preferred Flood 

Mitigation Scheme conditions and as such would not reduce the level of flood protection afforded 

by the scheme. 

3.4.4 Vegetation Management 

Management programs in creeks and rivers typically involve maintenance of batters and the 

removal of sediment and dense vegetation, as well as the clearance of flood debris after 

significant flow events.  Clearance of debris within the stream corridor reduces the potential for 

future capture by the flow and blockage of bridges and culverts. 

While there is merit in removing flood debris from the banks of the Macquarie River after 

significant flow events, this would only have a relatively minor impact in terms of reducing peak 

flood levels in the river given its already large conveyance capacity.  That said, the removal of 

flood debris in combination with the removal of dense understorey vegetation along the banks of 

the river would assist in reducing the frequency that floodwater surcharges the southern bank of 

the river at Narromine.  As a result, the development and implementation of a Vegetation 

Management Plan for the Macquarie River at Narromine has been included in Narromine Town 

FRMP 2021. 

3.5 Property Modification Measures 

3.5.1 Controls over Future Development 

3.5.1.1 Current Government Policy 

The circular issued by the Department of Planning on 31 January 2007 contained a package of 

changes clarifying flood related development controls to be applied on land in low flood risk areas 

(land above the 1% AEP flood plus freeboard).  The package included an amendment to the 

Environmental Planning and Assessment Regulation 2000 in relation to the questions about 

flooding to be answered in Section S10.7 planning certificates, a revised ministerial direction 

(Direction 15 – now Direction 4.3 issued of 1 July 2009) regarding flood prone land (issued under 

Section 9.1 of the EP&A Act, 1979) and a new Guideline concerning flood-related development 

controls in low flood risk areas.  The Circular advised that Councils will need to follow both 

NSWG, 2005, as well as the Guideline to gain the legal protection given by Section 733 of the 

Local Government Act. 

The Department of Planning Guideline confirmed that unless exceptional circumstances applied, 

councils should adopt the 1% (1 in 100) AEP flood with appropriate freeboard as the FPL for 

residential development.  In proposing a case for exceptional circumstances, a Council would 

need to demonstrate that a different FPL was required for the management of residential 

development due to local flood behaviour, flood history, associated flood hazards or a particular 

historic flood. Unless there were exceptional circumstances, Council should not impose flood -

related development controls on residential development on land with a low probability of 

flooding, that is land above the residential FPL. 
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However, the guideline does advise consideration be given to evacuation routes and vulnerable 

developments (e.g. nursing homes) in areas above the residential FPL.  The safety of people and 

associated emergency response management needs to be considered in low flood risk areas, 

which may result in: 

 Restrictions on types of development which are particularly vulnerable to emergency

response, for example, developments for aged care and schools.

 Restrictions on critical emergency response and recovery facilities and infrastructure.

These aim to ensure that these facilities and the infrastructure can fulfil their

emergency response and recovery functions during and after a flood event.

Examples include evacuation centres and routes, hospitals and major utility facilities.

There are currently no critical developments of this nature in the floodplain.

It is noted that the NSW Government has recently finalised reforms of the NSW Flood Prone Land 

Package.  As part of the reform, the wording in the flood planning clause of all NSW Councils will 

be updated on 14 July 2021.  As part of the reform, Council will need to nominate the FPL or 

levels that it wishes to define the FPA and make alternative arrangements for making flood 

planning maps publicly available where previously solely reliant on LEP flood overlay maps.    The 

reforms also include an optional clause titled special flood considerations which applies to land 

which lies between the FPA and the extent of the Extreme Flood.  The adopted form of wording 

for the flood planning and special flood considerations clauses, the former which will 

automatically come in effect on the 14 July 2021 and the latter which is recommended for 

inclusion in Narromine LEP 2011 is set out in Section 3.5.1.4 of this report. 

3.5.1.2 Considerations for Setting Freeboard Requirements at Narromine 

Selection of the FPL for an area is an important and fundamental decision as the standard is the 

reference point for the preparation of floodplain risk management plans.  It is based on the 

adoption of the peak level reached by a particular flood plus an appropriate allowance for 

freeboard.  It involves balancing social, economic and ecological considerations against the 

consequences of flooding, with a view to minimising the potential for property damage and the 

risk to life and limb.  If the adopted FPL is too low, new development in areas outside the FPA 

(particularly where the difference in level is not great) may be inundated rela tively frequently and 

damage to associated public services will be greater.  Alternatively, adoption of an excessively 

high FPL will subject land that is rarely flooded to unwarranted controls.  

Councils are responsible for determining the appropriate FPLs within their local government area. 

Narromine LEP 2011 currently nominates the “1:100 ARI (average recurrence interval) flood 

event plus 0.5 metre freeboard” as the FPL.  

Freeboard provides reasonable certainty that the risk exposure selected in deciding on a 

particular flood is actually provided.  It is a factor of safety typically used in relation to the setting 

of floor levels, levee crest levels, etc.  Design variables that are typically incorporated in the 

derivation of freeboard typically comprise the following: 

 increases in peak flood levels due to wind and wave action;

 increases in peak flood levels due to local water surge;

 uncertainties in the design flood level estimates due to the confidence limits associated

with the design peak flow estimates for Narromine, inaccuracies in the LiDAR survey data

and possible variations in key parameters such as hydraulic roughness; and

 increases in peak flood levels due to future climate change.
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Table 3.3 provides a summary of a joint probability analysis which was undertaken to assess the 

freeboard allowance which should be incorporated in the FPL for areas at Narromine that are 

affected by Main Stream Flooding, noting the methodology for deriving the various components of 

the freeboard allowance is based on the approach set out in NSW Public Works, 2010. 

TABLE 3.3 

SUMMARY OF FREEBOARD ANALYSIS 

AREAS AFFECTED BY MAIN STREAM FLOODING 

Design Variable 
Probability of 

Occurrence 

Maximum Allowance 

(m) 

Joint Probability 

Allowance 

(m) 

[A] [B] [C] [D] 

Wave Action 50% 0.15 0.08 

Inaccuracies in Peak 1% AEP Flood 

Level Estimate 

- LiDAR survey data 100% 0.15 0.15 

- Peak flow estimate 50% 0.20 0.10 

- Hydraulic roughness 25% 0.20 0.05 

Future Climate Change 50% 0.50 0.25 

TOTAL 0.63 

The maximum allowance for uncertainties in the peak 1% (1 in 100) AEP flood level estimate is 

comprised of the following 

 inaccuracies in the LiDAR survey data (+0.15 m);

 provision for a 10% increase in the best-estimate peak 1% (1 in 100) AEP flow derived by

the flood frequency analysis (+0.2 m)

 increase in peak flood levels associated with a possible 20% increase in the best -

estimate hydraulic roughness values (generally a maximum of +0.2 m based on the

information shown on Figure 2.19).

In regards the potential impacts of future climate change on flood behaviour at Narromine, the 

ARR Data Hub gives the following interim climate change factors for Representative 

Concentration Pathways (RCPs) of 4.5 and 8.5 in the years 2050 and 2090: 

Year RCP 4.5 RCP 8.5 

2050 7.3% 10.1% 

2090 10.8% 22.8% 

A flood with an AEP of 0.5% is commonly considered to be analogous to a flood that would result 

from a 10% increase in 1% (1 in 100) AEP rainfall intensities.  By comparison with the interim 

climate change factors, the adoption of the 0.5% (1 in 200) AEP would provide a reasonable 

indicator of the potential for future climate change to impact peak 1% (1 in 100) AEP flood levels 

at Narromine (generally a maximum of +0.5 m based on the information shown on Figure 2.21). 
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As mentioned, the Department of Planning Guideline confirmed that unless exceptional 

circumstances applied, councils should adopt the 1% AEP flood with appropriate freeboard as the 

FPL for residential development.  While the joint probability analysis set out in Table 3.3 indicates 

a freeboard slightly greater than the traditional value of 0.5 m would be appropriate for 

Narromine, given a larger portion of this relates to the potential impacts of future climate change, 

the exact nature of which cannot yet be determined, it is considered reasonable to adopt a 

freeboard of 0.5 m for setting the FPL at Narromine.  It is also noted that Council intends to 

actively pursue the implementation of the Preferred Flood Mitigation Scheme which will protect 

the majority of development within Narromine from Main Stream Flooding for floods up to 1% 

(1 in 100) AEP in magnitude. 

Figure D1.1 in Appendix D is an extract from the Flood Planning Map at Narromine.  The extent 

of the FPA is shown in a solid red colour in Figure D1.1 and has been defined as the area that 

lies at or below by the 1% (1 in 100) AEP plus 0.5 m freeboard.  Also shown in Figure D1.1 is the 

extent of the Outer Floodplain, which is the area of land which lies between the extent of the FPA 

and the Extreme Flood. 

3.5.1.3 Proposed Planning Controls for Narromine 

While Narromine Shire DCP 2011 contains a set of flood related development controls, these are 

linked to flood mapping and peak flood levels which have been superseded by the more detailed 

flood modelling that has been undertaken as part of the present study.  Proposed planning 

controls for flood prone areas in Narromine, along with suggested wording for  inclusion in 

Narromine Shire DCP 2011 are presented in Appendix D. 

It is proposed that properties intersected by the extent of the FPA would be subject to S10.7 flood 

affectation notification and planning controls graded according to flood hazard and evacuation 

constraints.  NSWG, 2005 suggests wording on S10.7 (2) Planning Certificates along the 

following lines: 

“Council considers the land in question to be within the Flood Planning Area and 

therefore subject to flood related development controls.  Information relating to this 

flood risk may be obtained from Council.  Restrictions on development in relation to 

flooding apply to this land as set out in Council’s Flood Policy which is available for 

inspection at Council offices or website.” 

Annexures 2A and 2B in Appendix D sets out the graded set of flood related planning controls 

which have been developed for Narromine.  MHFL requirements would be imposed on future 

development in properties that are identified as lying either partially or wholly within the extent of 

the FPA shown on Figure D1.1.   

The MHFLs for all land use types are the same as are currently set out in Narromine DCP 2011, 

those being: 

 at or above the 1% (1 in 100) AEP plus 0.5 m freeboard in the case of residential type

development;

 as close as practical to the 1% (1 in 100) AEP plus 0.5 m but no lower than the 2% (1 in

50) AEP plus 0.5 m freeboard in the case of commercial/industrial type development; and

 at or above the 0.5% (1 in 100) AEP plus 0.5 m freeboard in the case of flood vulnerable

residential type development, essential community facilities and critical utilities.

Attachment No. 2

Reports of Committees 
Page 65



Narromine Town Floodplain Risk Management Study and Plan Update 

NTFRMSPU_V1_Report_[Rev 1.5].doc Page 41 Lyall & Associates 

June 2021   Rev. 1.5 

Figure D1.2 in Appendix D is an extract of the Flood Planning Constraint Category Map for the 

Narromine Shire which shows the subdivision of the floodplain into a number of categories which 

have been used as the basis for developing the graded set of planning controls.  The floodplain 

has been divided into the following four categories: 

 Flood Planning Constraint Category 1 (FPCC 1), which comprises areas where factors

such as the depth and velocity of flow, time of rise, and evacuation problems mean that

the land is unsuitable for most types of development.  The majority of new development

types are excluded from this zone due to its potential impact on flood behaviour and the

hazardous nature of flooding.

 Flood Planning Constraint Category 2 (FPCC 2), which comprises areas which lie

within the extent of the FPA where the existing flood risk warrants careful consideration

and the application of significant flood related controls on future development.

 Flood Planning Constraint Category 3 (FPCC 3), which comprises areas which lie

within the extent of the FPA but outside areas designated FPCC1 and FPCC2.  Areas

designated FPCC3 are more suitable for new development and expansion of existing

development provided it is carried out in accordance with the controls set out in this

document.

 Flood Planning Constraint Category 4 (FPCC 4), which comprises the area which lies

between the extent of the FPA and the Extreme Flood.  Flood related controls in areas

designated FPCC4 are typically limited to flood evacuation and emergency response,

although additional controls apply to essential community facilities and utilities that are

critical for response and recovery, as well as community hospitals, residential care

facilities and group homes.

The derivation of the four FPCCs firstly involved the derivation of a number of sub-regions which 

were based on the nature of flooding at Narromine, the sub-categories of which are set out in 

Table 3.4.  These sub-regions were then combined, with the resulting extents further refined in 

order to improve the area over which each FPCC applied.   

TABLE 3.4 

KEY ELEMENTS COMPRISING FLOOD PLANNING CONSTRAINT CATEGORIES 

FPCC 
Sub-

category 
Constraint 

1 

a 1% AEP Floodway 

b 1% AEP Flood Hazard Vulnerability Classification H6 

2 

a 1% AEP Flood Storage 

b 1% AEP Flood Hazard Vulnerability Classification H5 

3 

a Flood Planning Area 

b 1% AEP Flood Emergency Response Classification (Flooded - Isolated - Submerged) 

4 - Extent of Extreme Flood 
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3.5.1.4 Revision of Narromine LEP 2011 by Council 

Narromine Town FRMS 2021 and Narromine Town FRMP 2021 have both been developed giving 

consideration to the following amended form of wording which will automatically come into effect 

on 14 July 2021: 

“6.2 Flood planning 

(1) The objectives of this clause are as follows—

(a) to minimise the flood risk to life and property associated with the use of land,

(b) to allow development on land that is compatible with the flood function and

behaviour on the land, taking into account projected changes as a result of

climate change,

(c) to avoid adverse or cumulative impacts on flood behaviour and the environment,

(d) to enable the safe occupation and efficient evacuation of people in the event of a

flood.

(2) Development consent must not be granted to development on land the consent

authority considers to be within the flood planning area unless the consent authority is

satisfied the development—

(a) is compatible with the flood function and behaviour on the land, and

(b) will not adversely affect flood behaviour in a way that results in detrimental

increases in the potential flood affectation of other development or properties, and

(c) will not adversely affect the safe occupation and efficient evacuation of people or

exceed the capacity of existing evacuation routes for the surrounding area in the

event of a flood, and

(d) incorporates appropriate measures to manage risk to life in the event of a flood,

and

(e) will not adversely affect the environment or cause avoidable erosion, siltation,

destruction of riparian vegetation or a reduction in the stability of river banks or

watercourses.

(3) In deciding whether to grant development consent on land to which this clause applies,

the consent authority must consider the following matters—

(a) the impact of the development on projected changes to flood behaviour as a result

of climate change,

(b) the intended design and scale of buildings resulting from the development,

(c) whether the development incorporates measures to minimise the risk to life and

ensure the safe evacuation of people in the event of a flood,

(d) the potential to modify, relocate or remove buildings resulting from development if

the surrounding area is impacted by flooding or coastal erosion.

(4) A word or expression used in this clause has the same meaning as it has in the

Considering Flooding in Land Use Planning Guideline unless it is otherwise defined in 

this clause.  
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(5) In this clause—

Considering Flooding in Land Use Planning Guideline means the Considering 

Flooding in Land Use Planning Guideline published on the Department’s website 

on 14 July 2021.  

flood planning area has the same meaning as it has in the Floodplain 

Development Manual.  

Floodplain Development Manual means the Floodplain Development Manual 

(ISBN 0 7347 5476 0) published by the NSW Government in April 2005.  

It is also recommended that the optional new special flood considerations clause be added to 

Narromine LEP 2011 as follows: 

Special flood considerations 

(1) The objectives of this clause are as follows—

(a) to enable the safe occupation and evacuation of people subject to flooding,

(b) to ensure development on land is compatible with the land’s flood behaviour in the

event of a flood,

(c) to avoid adverse or cumulative impacts on flood behaviour,

(d) to protect the operational capacity of emergency response facilities and critical

infrastructure during flood events,

(e) to avoid adverse effects of hazardous development on the environment during

flood events.

(2) This clause applies to—

(a) for sensitive and hazardous development—land between the flood planning area

and the probable maximum flood, and

(b) for development that is not sensitive and hazardous development—land the

consent authority considers to be land that, in the event of a flood, may—

(i) cause a particular risk to life, and

(ii) require the evacuation of people or other safety considerations.

(3) Development consent must not be granted to development on land to which this clause

applies unless the consent authority is satisfied that the development—

(a) will not affect the safe occupation and efficient evacuation of people in the event

of a flood, and

(b) incorporates appropriate measures to manage risk to life in the event of a flood,

and

(c) will not adversely affect the environment in the event of a flood.

(4) A word or expression used in this clause has the same meaning as it has in the

Considering Flooding in Land Use Planning Guideline unless it is otherwise defined in

this clause.

(5) In this clause—
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Considering Flooding in Land Use Planning Guideline—see clause 5.21(5). 

flood planning area—see clause 5.21(5).  

Floodplain Development Manual—see clause 5.21(5).  

probable maximum flood has the same meaning as it has in the Floodplain 

Development Manual.  

sensitive and hazardous development means development for the following 

purposes— 

[list land uses] 

Direction— Only the following land uses are permitted to be included in the list— 

(a) boarding houses,

(b) caravan parks,

(c) correctional centres,

(d) early education and care facilities,

(e) eco-tourist facilities,

(f) educational establishments,

(g) emergency services facilities,

(h) group homes,

(i) hazardous industries,

(j) hazardous storage establishments,

(k) hospitals,

(l) hostels,

(m) information and education facilities,

(n) respite day care centres,

(o) seniors housing,

(p) sewerage systems,

(q) tourist and visitor accommodation,

(r) water supply systems

The steps involved in Council amending Narromine LEP 2011following the finalisation and 

adoption of the FRMS&P 2021 are: 

1. Council Planning Staff consider the conclusions of the FRMS&P 2021 and suggested

amendments to Narromine LEP 2011.

2. Council resolves to amend Narromine LEP 2011 in accordance with the FRMS&P 2021.

3. Council prepares a Planning Proposal in accordance with NSW Planning and

Environment Guidelines.  Planning Proposal submitted to NSW Planning and

Environment in accordance with section 3.33 of the EP&A Act, 1979.

4. Planning Proposal considered by DPIE and determination made in accordance with

section 3.34(2) of the EP&A Act, 1979 as follows:
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(a) whether the matter should proceed (with or without variation),

(b) whether the matter should be resubmitted for any reason (including for further

studies or other information, or for the revision of the planning proposal),

(c) community consultation required before consideration is given to the making of

the proposed instrument (the community consultation requirements),

(d) any consultation required with State or Commonwealth public authorities that will

or may be adversely affected by the proposed instrument,

(e) whether a public hearing is to be held into the matter by the Planning Assessment

Commission or other specified person or body,

(f) the times within which the various stages of the procedure for the making of the

proposed instrument are to be completed.

5. Planning Proposal exhibited for public comment.

6. Planning Proposal reviewed following public submissions and submissions from relevant

State and Commonwealth authorities.

7. Final Local Environmental Plan with proposed amendments drafted.

8. Amending Local Environmental Plan made by the Minister and gazetted.

3.5.2 Voluntary Purchase of Residential Properties

Removal of housing from high hazard floodway areas in the floodplain is generally accepted as a 

cost effective means of correcting previous decisions to build in such areas.  The Voluntary 

Purchase of residential property in hazardous areas has been part of subsidised floodplain risk 

management programs in NSW for over 20 years.5  After purchase, land is subsequently cleared 

and the site re-developed and re-zoned for public open space or some other flood compatible 

use.  A further criterion applied by State Government agencies in assessing eligibility for funding 

is that the property must be in a high hazard floodway area, that is, in the path of flowing 

floodwaters where the depth and velocity at the peak of the flood are such that life could be 

threatened, damage of property is likely and evacuation difficult.  

Under a Voluntary Purchase scheme the owner is notified that the body control ling the scheme, 

Council in the present case, is prepared to purchase the property when the owner is ready to sell. 

There is no compulsion whatsoever to sell at any time.  The price is determined by independent 

valuers and the Valuer General, and by negotiation between Council and the owners.  Valuations 

are not reduced due to the flood affected nature of the site. 

Prior to progressing to the purchase of a property, it would first be necessary to hold discussions 

with each eligible and agreeable property owner, as well as a detailed assessment of each 

property to determine a priority order and costing for each. 

While there is one existing dwelling that is located in a high hazard floodway where the depth of 

above-floor inundation would exceed 1 m in a 1% (1 in 100) AEP flood event, Council advised 

that its date of construction is later than 1986, hence it is not eligible for inclusion in the NSW 

Government’s VP Scheme.   

5 State government funding is only available for properties where the buildings were approved and 

constructed prior to 1986 when the original Floodplain Development Manual was gazetted.  Properties built 

after this date should have been constructed in accordance with the principles in the manual. 
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3.5.3 Raising Floor Levels of Residential Properties 

The term “house raising” refers to procedures undertaken, usually on a property by property 

basis, to protect structures from damage by floodwaters.  The most common process is to raise 

the affected house by a convenient amount so that the floor level is at or above the MHFL.  For 

weatherboard and similar buildings this can be achieved by jacking up the house, constructing 

new supports, stairways and balconies and reconnecting services.  Alternatively, where the 

house contains high ceilings, floor levels can be raised within rooms without actually  raising the 

house.  It is usually not practical to raise brick or masonry houses.  Most of the costs associated 

with this measure relate to the disconnection and reconnection of services.  Accordingly, houses 

may be raised a considerable elevation without incurring large incremental costs. 

State and Federal Governments have agreed that flood mitigation funds will be available for 

house raising, subject to the same economic evaluation and subsidy arrangements that apply to 

other structural and non-structural flood mitigation measures.  In accepting schemes for eligibility, 

the Government has set out the following conditions: 

 House raising should be part of the adopted Floodplain Risk Management Plan.

 The scheme should be administered by the local authority.

State government funding is only available for properties where the buildings were approved and 

constructed prior to 1986 when the original Floodplain Development Manual was gazetted. 

Properties built after this date should have been constructed in accordance with the principles in 

the manual.  The Government also requires that councils carry out ongoing monitoring in areas 

where subsidised voluntary house raising has occurred to ensure that redevelopment does not 

occur to re-establish habitable areas below the design floor level. In addition, it is expected that 

councils will provide documentation during the conveyancing process so that subsequent owners 

are made aware of restrictions on development below the design floor level.  

Council’s principal role in subsidised voluntary house raising would be to: 

 Define a habitable floor level, which it will have already done in exercising controls

over new house building in the area.

 Guarantee a payment to the builder after satisfactory completion of the agreed work.

 Monitor the area of voluntary house raising to ensure that redevelopment does not

occur to re-establish habitable areas below the design floor level.

Prior to progressing to the raising of a dwelling, it would be necessary to hold discussions with 

each eligible and agreeable property owner, as well as a detailed assessment of each property to 

determine a priority order and costing for each. 

The current cost to raise a medium sized (150 m2) house is about $100,000 based on recent 

experience in other centres.  

While there are ten (10) existing dwellings that are located in high hazard flood storage areas in 

Narromine, all of which would be protected from riverine type flooding through the implementation 

of the Preferred Flood Mitigation Scheme.  Because of this, there is no justification for their 

inclusion in the NSW Government’s Voluntary House Raising Scheme. 
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3.6 Response Modification Measures 

3.6.1 Flood Forecasting, Warning and Evacuation Planning 

Improvements to the flood warning and response procedures were strongly favoured by the 

community during the community consultation process.  An effective flood warning system has 

three key components, i.e. a flood forecasting system, a flood warning broadcast system and a 

response/evacuation plan.  All systems need to be underpinned by an appropriate public flood 

awareness program.  

An effective system has been implemented by BoM which monitors meteorologic conditions and 

is also capable of predicting flood behaviour along the Macquarie River in real time.  It forms the 

first stage of the flood warning/emergency response system for the Macquarie River catchment.  

From the information on flooding characteristics presented in Section 2.4, the flood response at 

Narromine to major storms on the Macquarie River catchment is expected to be up to a week (i.e. 

from the occurrence of the peak rainfall to the occurrence of the peak discharge in the lower 

reaches of the Macquarie River).  As a result, there is sufficient time available to NSW SES to 

plan and implement emergency response operations at Narromine. 

3.6.2 Improved Emergency Planning and Response 

As mentioned in Section 2.15, the Narromine Shire Local Flood Plan provides detailed 

information regarding preparedness measures, conduct of response operations and coordination 

of immediate recovery measures for all levels of flooding. 

NSW SES should ensure information contained in this report on the impacts of flooding on urban 

development, as well as recommendations regarding community education are used to update 

the following Annexes in Volume 2 of the Narromine Shire Local Flood Plan: 

Annex A – The Flood Threat includes the following sub-sections: 

Land Forms and River Systems – ref. Sections 2.1 and 2.2 of the report for 

information on these topics. 

Characteristics of Flooding – Indicative extents of inundation for historic floods 

that occurred in February 1955, August 1990 and December 2010 are shown on 

Figures 2.4, 2.5 and 2.6, while similar information is shown on Figures 2.9, 2.10, 

2.11, 2.13 and 2.15 for design floods ranging between 5% (1 in 20) AEP and the 

Extreme Flood.  The location of vulnerable development and critical infrastructure 

relative to the flood extents is shown on Figure 2.18. 

Flood History – The history of flooding at Narromine is discussed in Section 2.3 of 

the report. 

Design Flood Heights – The design flood heights for the Bridge Gauge should be 

updated based on the design peak flood levels set out in Table 2.2 of the report. 

Flood Mitigation Systems – Apart from the existing Town Levee, there are no 

other formal flood mitigation measures in Narromine. 

Extreme Flood Events – The Extreme Flood was modelled and the indicative 

extent and depth of inundation presented on Figure 2.15. 
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Annex B – Effects of Flooding on the Community 

Information on the properties affected by the 1% (1 in 100) AEP design flood are 

included in the flood damages database, a copy of which will be uploaded to the 

NSW SESs Flood Data Portal at the completion of the present study, noting that the 

floor level data used in this assessment were based survey for those properties that 

are located along the southern bank of the Macquarie River and by adding a 

nominal 0.3 m height of floor above a representative natural surface within the 

allotment (as estimated by visual inspection) to the natural surface elevation 

determined from LiDAR survey for the remainder of the properties in Narromine. 

Figure 2.18 shows the location of vulnerable development and critical infrastructure 

in Narromine relative to the flood extents ranging between 5% (1 in 20) and the 

Extreme Flood.  Refer Section 2.8 for details of affected infrastructure. 

Figures 3.15, 3.16 and 3.17 show the flood emergency response planning 

classifications for the 5% (1 in 20) AEP, 1% (1 in 100) AEP and Extreme Flood 

events, respectively, based on the definitions set out in AIDR, 2017. 

3.6.3 Public Awareness Programs 

Community awareness and appreciation of the existing flood hazards in the floodplain would 

promote proper land use and development in flood affected areas.  A well informed community 

would be more receptive to requirements for flood proofing of buildings and general building and 

development controls imposed by Council.  Council should also take advantage of the information 

on flooding presented in this report, including the flood mapping, to  inform occupiers of the 

floodplains of the flood risk. 

One aspect of a community’s preparedness for flooding is the “flood awareness” of individuals. 

This includes awareness of the flood threat in their area and how to protect themselves against it. 

The overall level of flood awareness within the community tends to reduce with time, as 

memories fade and as residents move into and out of the floodplain.   The improvements to flood 

warning arrangements described above, as well as the process of disseminating this information 

to the community, would represent a major opportunity for increasing flood awareness in 

Narromine. 

Means by which community awareness of flood risks can be maintained or may be increased 

include: 

 displays at Council offices using the information contained in the present study and

photographs of historic flooding in the area; and

 talks by NSW SES officers with participation by Council and longstanding residents with

first-hand experience of flooding in the area.

 preparation of a Flood Information Brochure which could be prepared by Council with the

assistance of NSW SES containing both general and site specific data and distributed

with rate notices.

The community should also be made aware that a flood greater than historic levels or the f lood 

planning level can, and will, occur at some time in the future. 
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4 SELECTION OF FLOODPLAIN MANAGEMENT MEASURES 

4.1 Background 

NSWG, 2005 requires a Council to develop a Floodplain Risk Management Plan based on 

balancing the merits of social, economic and environmental considerations which are relevant to 

the community.  This chapter sets out a range of factors which need to be taken into 

consideration when selecting the mix of works and measures that should be included in the 

Floodplain Risk Management Plan. 

The community will have different priorities and, therefore, each needs to establish its own set of 

considerations used to assess the merits of different options.  The considerations adopted by a 

community must, however, recognise the NSW Government’s requirements for floodplain 

management as set out in NSWG, 2005 and other relevant policies.  A further consideration is 

that some elements of the Floodplain Risk Management Plan may be eligible for subsidy from 

State and Federal Government sources and the requirements for such funding must, therefore, 

be taken into account.   

Typically, State and Federal Government funding is given on the basis of merit, as judged by a 

range of criteria: 

 The magnitude of damage to property caused by flooding and the effec tiveness of the

option in mitigating damage and reducing the flood risk to the community.

 Community involvement in the preparation of the Floodplain Risk Management Plan

and acceptance of the option.

 The technical feasibility of the option (relevant to structural works).

 Conformance of the option with Council’s planning objectives.

 Impacts of the option on the environment.

 The economic justification, as measured by the benefit/cost ratio of the option.

 The financial feasibility as gauged by Council’s abili ty to meet its commitment to fund

its part of the cost.

 The performance of the option in the event of a flood greater than the design event.

 Conformance of the option with Government Policies (e.g. NSWG, 2005 and

Catchment Management objectives).

4.2 Ranking of Options 

A suggested approach to assessing the merits of various options is to use a subjective scoring 

system.  The chief merits of such a system are that it allows comparisons to be made between 

alternatives using a common “currency”.  In addition it makes the assessment of alternatives 

“transparent” (i.e. all important factors are included in the analysis).  The system does not, 

however, provide an absolute “right” answer as to what should be included in Narromine Town 

FRMP 2021 and what should be left out.  Rather, it provides a method by which the Council can 

re-examine its options and if necessary, debate the relative scoring given to aspects of 

Narromine Town FRMP 2021. 

Attachment No. 2

Reports of Committees 
Page 74



Narromine Town Floodplain Risk Management Study and Plan Update 

NTFRMSPU_V1_Report_[Rev 1.5].doc Page 50 Lyall & Associates 

June 2021   Rev. 1.5 

Each option is given a score according to how well the option meets the considerations discussed 

above.  In order to keep the scoring simple the following system is proposed:  

+2 Option rates very highly 

+1 Option rates well 

0 Option is neutral 

- 1 Option rates poorly 

- 2 Option rates very poorly 

The scores are added to get a total for each option. 

Based on considerations outlined in this chapter, Table 4.1 presents a suggested scoring matrix 

for the options reviewed in Chapter 3 at Narromine.  This scoring has been used as the basis for 

prioritising the components of Narromine Town FRMP 2021.  The proposed scoring and 

weighting shown in Table 4.1 were reviewed by the FRMC as part of the process of 

finalising the overall FRMP. 

4.3 Summary 

Table 4.1 indicates that there are good reasons to consider including the following elements in to 

Narromine Town FRMP 2021: 

 An update of the Narromine LEP 2011 to allow better management of the floodplain

 Improved planning controls through the updating of Narromine Shire DCP 2011 based

on the recommended approach set out in this report

 Incorporation of the catchment specific information on flooding impacts contained in

this report in NSW SES Response Planning and Flood Awareness documentation for

the study area

 Improved public awareness of flood risk in the community

 Design and construction of the Preferred Flood Mitigation Scheme

 Development and implementation of a Vegetation Management Plan for the Macquarie

River at Narromine.
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TABLE 4.1 

ASSESSMENT OF POTENTIAL FLOODPLAIN MANAGEMENT MEASURES FOR INCLUSION IN NARROMINE TOWN FRMP 2021 

Option 

Impact on 

Flooding/ 

Reduction in 

Flood Risk 

Community 

Acceptance 

Technical 

Feasibility 

Planning 

Objectives 

Environ. 

Impacts 

Economic 

Justification 

Financial 

Feasibility 

Extreme 

Flood 

Government 

Policies and 

TCM 

Objectives 

Score 

Flood Modification 

Stormwater Drainage Upgrades +1 +2 +2 +1 0 -1 +1 0 0 +6

Preferred Flood Mitigation Scheme +2 +1 +2 +2 0 -1 +1 0 +1 +8

Vegetation Management Plan +1 +2 +2 +1 +2 0 +1 0 +2 +11

Property Modification 

Controls over Future Development (via 

update of Narromine LEP 2011 and 

Narromine Shire DCP 2011);  

+2 +2 +2 +2 0 0 0 +1 +2 +11

Voluntary Purchase of Residential 

Property 
+2 -1 +2 +2 0 -1 -2 +2 -2 +2

Response Modification 

Improved Emergency Planning and 

Response 
+2 +2 +1 +1 0 +1 +1 +1 +1 +10

Public Awareness Programs +1 +2 0 +1 0 +1 0 +1 +2 +8
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5 NARROMINE TOWN FLOODPLAIN RISK MANAGEMENT PLAN 2021 

5.1 The Floodplain Risk Management Process 

The updating of the Narromine Floodplain Risk Management Study (FRMS 2009) and the 

Narromine Floodplain Risk Management Plan (FRMP 2009) has been undertaken as part of a 

Government program to mitigate the impacts of major floods and reduce the hazards in the 

floodplain.  The updated Floodplain Risk Management Plan for Narromine (Narromine Town 

FRMP 2021) has been prepared as part of the Floodplain Risk Management Process in 

accordance with NSW Government’s Flood Prone Land Policy.  

The first steps in the process of preparing Narromine Town FRMP 2021 were the collection of 

flood data and the updating of the definition of flood behaviour at Narromine (Updated Flood 

Study).  It also included the review of previous studies and the updating of FRMS 2009 

(Narromine Town FRMS 2021). 

5.2 Purpose of the Plan 

The overall objectives of Narromine Town FRMS 2021 were to assess the impacts of flooding, 

review policies and measures for the management of flood affected land and to develop 

Narromine Town FRMP 2021 which: 

 Sets out the recommended program of works and measures aimed at reducing over

time, the social, environmental and economic impacts of flooding and establishes a

program and funding mechanism for Narromine Town FRMP 2021.

 Proposes amendments to Narromine Shire Council’s (Council’s) existing policies to

ensure that the future development of flood affected land in the study area is

undertaken so as to be compatible with the flood hazard and risk.

 Ensures Narromine Town FRMP 2021 is consistent with NSW State Emergency

Service’s (NSW SES’s) local emergency response planning procedures.

 Ensures that Narromine Town FRMP 2021 has the support of the community.

5.3 The Study Area 

The study area for Narromine Town FRMP 2021 generally applies to the urban areas in 

Narromine that are affected by floodwater which originates from the Macquarie River (denoted 

herein as “Main Stream Flooding”).  The nature of flooding which occurs as a result of rain 

falling directly over Narromine in the absence of Main Stream Flooding has also been defined in 

order to assist in the assessment process (denoted herein as “Major Overland Flow”). 

Figure 1.1 is a location plan showing the extent of the Macquarie River system upstream of 

Narromine, while Figure 2.1 (2 sheets) shows the key features of the existing drainage system at 

Narromine. 

5.4 Community Consultation 

The Community Consultation process provided valuable direction over the course of the 

investigations, bringing together views from key Council staff, other departments and agencies, 

and importantly, the views of the community gained through: 
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 the delivery of a Community Newsletter and Questionnaire to property occupiers in the

study area which allowed the wider community to gain an understanding of the issues

being addressed as part of the study;

 meetings of the Technical Working Group and Floodplain Risk Management

Committee to discuss results as they became available; and

 public exhibition of the draft Narromine Town FRMS 2021 and Narromine Town FRMP

2021 in combination with a community workshop which was held in Narromine.

5.5 Existing Flood Behaviour 

While floodwaters have historically inundated parts of Narromine, the last  flood to have 

surcharged the southern bank of the Macquarie River occurred in 1956.  While this overtopping 

event was relatively minor in nature, more major flooding was experienced in Narromine in 

February 1955 when a large portion of the town was inundated by floodwater.   

At the time of the February 1955 flood, the flow in the river was equivalent to a flood with an 

Annual Exceedance Probability (AEP) of about 1% (1 in 100).  However, the construction of 

Burrendong Dam has meant that a flood with an AEP of 0.5% (1 in 200) would now be required to 

generate a similar flow in the river at Narromine.  Figure 2.4 shows the indicative extent and 

depth of inundation which is considered to have occurred at Narromine during the February 1955 

flood event. 

While the floods that occurred in August 1990 and December 2010 did not break out of the 

Macquarie River at Narromine, the latter did come within 0.7-0.8 m of surcharging its southern 

bank in the vicinity of both River Drive and Crossley Drive, as well as at the location of the 

existing earthen levee which runs between Manildra Street and Dandaloo Street on the northern 

side of Culling Street (denoted herein as the “Town Levee”).  Both the August 1990 and 

December 2010 floods had an approximate AEP of about 3.3% (1 in 30).   

Figure 2.2 is an aerial photograph showing the extent of inundation that occurred near the peak 

of the December 2010 flood, while Figure 2.7 shows the water surface profiles of the 

February 1955, August 1990 and December 2010 floods relative to the elevation of the southern 

bank of the Macquarie River at Narromine, noting that the water surface profiles were generated 

by the hydraulic model that was developed as part of the present study.  

While floodwater would break out of the Macquarie River and cross Warren Road to the north of 

Bowen Fletcher Drive in Skypark during a 2% (1 in 50) AEP flood event (refer Figure 2.11), it 

would generally be confined to the river and its immediate southern overbank area during floods 

up to about 1.25% (1 in 80) AEP in magnitude. 

At the 1% (1 in 100) AEP level of flooding, the majority of existing development that is located on 

the northern side of the Main Western Railway would be impacted by floodwater, while the minor 

nature of the transverse drainage structure that is located on the Town Cowal where it crosses 

the Main Western Railway near Meryula Street results in floodwater discharging in a westerly 

direction through existing development that is located to the south of the rail corridor.   

Figure 2.11 shows the indicative extent and depth of inundation which would result from a 

1% (1 in 100) AEP flood at Narromine. 
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Figure 2.13 shows the indicative extent and depth of inundation which would result from a flood 

with an AEP of 0.5% (1 in 200), noting that flooding conditions would be slightly worse than those 

that were experienced at the time of the February 1955 flood due to more recent changes on the 

floodplain.6 

The extent of the floodplain at Narromine has been defined by reference to an Extreme Flood 

which is assumed to have a peak flow five (5) time that of the 1% (1 in 100) AEP flood. 

Figure 2.14 shows the indicative extent and depth of inundation which would result from the 

Extreme Flood, noting that all of Narromine would be inundated as a result of such a flood. 

Parts of Narromine are also subject to flooding when intense rain falls directly over the town in 

the absence of elevated water levels in the Macquarie River.  Figure 2.17 shows the indicative 

extent and depth of inundation that would result from a localised 1% (1 in 100) AEP storm event.  

Major ponding would occur in parts of Narromine, especially along the line of the Town Cowal.  

The Narromine Christian School grounds, as well as parts of the Narromine Public School and 

Narromine High School would also be inundated by local catchment runoff during a 1% (1 in 100) 

AEP storm event. 

5.6 Existing Flood Mitigation Measures 

Apart from the Town Levee there are no other formal flood mitigation measures in Narromine. 

5.7 Economic Impacts of Flooding 

Table 5.1 over the page shows the number of properties that would be flooded to above-floor 

level and the damages experienced in residential and commercial/industrial development, as well 

as public buildings in the study area.   

At the 1% (1 in 100) AEP level of flooding, 449 dwellings, 72 commercial/industrial buildings and 

7 public buildings are subjected to above-floor inundation.  The maximum depth of above-floor 

inundation in the worst affected residential and commercial property increases from about 1.3 m 

for a 1% (1 in 100) AEP flood event to about 4 m for the Extreme Flood. 

The total flood damages in Narromine based on nominal flood levels amounts to about 

$50 Million in the event of a 1% (1 in 100) AEP flood, increasing to about $417 Million in an 

Extreme Flood.  For a discount rate of 7% pa and an economic life of 50 years, the Present Worth 

Value of damages for all flood events up to the Extreme Flood is about $22.5 Million.  If freeboard 

is taken into account that the Present Worth Value of damages for all flood events up to the 

Extreme Flood increases to about $35.8 Million 

6 While the flow in the Macquarie River is similar to that which occurred in February 1955, conditions have 

changed on the floodplain, such as the raising of the Main Western Railway by about 0.3 m.  The railway 

embankment at Webbs Siding also failed during the February 1955 flood which would have permitted more 

water to flow to the south of Narromine, a feature which was not incorporated in the definition of design 

flood behaviour. 
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TABLE 5.1 

ECONOMIC IMPACTS OF FLOODING IN STUDY AREA 

Design 

Flood 

Event 

(% AEP) 

Properties Flooded Above-Floor Level 
Total Flood 

Damages 
Residential Commercial/Industrial Public 

No. $ Million No. $ Million No. $ Million $ Million 

20 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

2 2 0.27 0 0 0 0 0.27 

1 449 43.32 72 3.30 7 3.07 49.69 

0.5 1126 108.31 138 11.93 17 5.71 125.95 

0.2 1446 201.94 159 30.10 26 12.25 244.29 

Extreme 1655 314.53 175 78.46 27 23.77 416.76 

5.8 Structure of Floodplain Risk Management Plan 2021 

A summary of Narromine Town FRMP 2021 proposed for the study area along with broad funding 

requirements for the recommended measures are shown in Table S1 at the commencement of 

the Narromine Town FRMS 2021 report.  These measures comprise preparation of planning 

documentation by Council, improvements to emergency response planning and community 

education on flooding by Council and NSW SES.  The measures will over time achieve the 

objectives of reducing the flood risk to existing and future development for the full range of floods.  

The FRMP is based on the following mix of measures which have been given a provisional 

priority ranking according to a range of economic, social, environmental and other criteria set out 

in Table 4.1 of the report: 

 Measure 1 – Update wording in the Narromine Local Environmental Plan 2011

(Narromine LEP 2011)

 Measure 2 – Improvements to planning and development controls for future

development in flood prone areas through the update of Narromine Shire Development

Control Plan 2011 (Narromine Shire DCP 2011)

 Measure 3 – Improvements to emergency response planning

 Measure 4 – Increase public awareness of the risks of flooding in the community

 Measure 5 – Design and construction of a levee along the southern bank of the

Macquarie River in combination with the upgrade of the existing railway culverts at

Webbs Siding.  Measure 5 also includes the update of the flood modelling for post-

Preferred Flood Mitigation Scheme conditions, as well as the flood planning related

aspects of Narromine Shire DCP 2011.

 Measure 6 – Development and implementation of a Vegetation Management Plan for

the banks of the Macquarie River at Narromine.
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5.9 Planning and Development Controls 

The results of Narromine Town FRMS 2021 indicate that an important measure for Council to 

adopt is the update of both Narromine LEP 2011 and Narromine Shire DCP 2011 to reflect more 

contemporaneous best-floodplain risk management practices. 

5.9.1 Revision of Narromine LEP 2011 

Clause 6.2 of Narromine LEP 2011 entitled “Flood planning” outlines its objectives in regard to 

development of flood prone land.  The Flood Planning Level (FPL) referred to is the 1% (1 in 100) 

AEP flood plus an allowance for freeboard of 0.5 m.  The area encompassed by the FPL is known 

as the Flood Planning Area (FPA) and denotes the area subject to flood related development 

controls, such as locating development outside high hazard areas and setting minimum floor 

levels for future residential development. 

The NSW Government recently finalised reforms of the Flood Prone Land Package which 

included an update of the flood planning clause in all NSW Council Local Environmental Plans 

which will come into effect on 14 July 2021.  While the wording of the flood planning clause in the 

Narromine LEP 2011 will be automatically updated on this date, it is recommended that the new 

special flood considerations clause set out in the Flood Prone Land Package be included in 

Narromine LEP 2011 (Measure 1).  The objectives of the new clause are as follows: 

 in relation to development with particular evacuation or emergency response issues (e.g.

group homes, residential care facilities, etc.) to enable evacuation of land subject to

flooding in events exceeding the flood planning level; and

 to protect the operational capacity of emergency response facilities and critical

infrastructure during extreme flood events.

The new clause would apply to land identified as Outer Floodplain (i.e. land which lies between 

the FPA and the extent of the Extreme Flood).  Wording in relation to this new clause is given in 

Section 3.5.1.4.   

5.9.2 Narromine Shire Development Control Plan 

The recommended approach to managing future development in the study area uses 

contemporaneous concepts of flood hazard and hydraulic categorisation to develop controls for 

future development in flood prone land (Measure 2).  Figure D1.1 in Appendix D is an extract 

from the Flood Planning Map relating to the study area.  The extent of the FPA has been defined 

as the 1% (1 in 100) AEP plus 0.5 m freeboard. 

It is proposed that properties intersected by the extent of the FPA would be subject to S10.7 flood 

affectation notification and planning controls graded according to flood hazard and hydr aulic 

categorisation.  Annexures 2A and 2B in Appendix D set out the graded set of flood related 

planning controls which apply to development in areas that are affected by Main Stream Flooding 

and Major Overland Flow, respectively.  Figure D1.1 in Appendix D shows the areas where the 

graded set of flood related planning controls set out in Annexures 2A and 2B apply. 

Minimum habitable floor level (MHFL) requirements would be imposed on future development in 

properties that are identified as lying either part ially or wholly within the extent of the FPA shown 

on Figure D1.1.  The MHFLs for residential land use types is the level of the 1% (1 in 100) AEP 

flood event plus freeboard, whereas for commercial and industrial land use types the MHFL is to 

be as close to the 1% AEP flood level plus freeboard as practical, but no lower than the 2% (1 in 

20) AEP flood level plus freeboard.  In situations where the MHFL for commercial and industrial
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land used types is below the 1% (1 in 100) AEP flood level plus freeboard, a mezzanine area 

equal to 20% of the total habitable floor area or 20 m2 (whichever is the larger) is to be provided, 

the elevation of which is to be set no lower than the 1% AEP flood level plus freeboard.   The 

MHFLs for flood vulnerable residential development, critical utilities and uses, and essential 

community facilities located on the floodplain at Narromine is the 0.5% (1 in 200) AEP flood event 

plus 0.5 m freeboard 

Figure D1.2 in Appendix D is an extract of the Flood Planning Constraint Category Map for 

Narromine.  The figure shows the subdivision of the floodplain into the following four categories 

which have been used as the basis for developing the graded set of planning controls:  

 Flood Planning Constraint Category 1 (FPCC 1), which comprises areas where factors

such as the depth and velocity of flow, time of rise, and evacuation problems mean that

the land is unsuitable for most types of development.  The majority of new development

types are excluded from this zone due to its potential impact on flood behaviour and the

hazardous nature of flooding.

 Flood Planning Constraint Category 2 (FPCC 2), which comprises areas which lie

within the extent of the FPA where the existing flood risk warrants careful consideration

and the application of significant flood related controls on future development.

 Flood Planning Constraint Category 3 (FPCC 3), which comprises areas which lie

within the extent of the FPA but outside areas designated FPCC1 and FPCC2.  Areas

designated FPCC3 are more suitable for new development and expansion of existing

development provided it is carried out in accordance with the controls set out in this

document.

 Flood Planning Constraint Category 4 (FPCC 4), which comprises the area which lies

between the extent of the FPA and the Extreme Flood.  Flood related controls in areas

designated FPCC4 are typically limited to flood evacuation and emergency response,

although additional controls apply to essential community facilities and utilities that are

critical for response and recovery, as well as community hospitals, residential care

facilities and group homes.

5.10 Improvements to Emergency Response Planning and Community Awareness

Two measures are proposed in Narromine Town FRMP 2021 to improve emergency response 

planning and community awareness to the threat posed by flooding. 

Measure 3 involves the update by NSW SES of the Narromine Shire Local Flood Plan using 

information on flooding patterns and flood prone areas identified in this report.  Figures have 

been prepared showing indicative extents and depths of inundation for a range of design flood 

events.  Figures have also been prepared showing the flood hazard and hydraulic categorisation 

of the floodplain for the 1% (1 in 100) AEP flood event.  Section 3.6.2 references the locations of 

key data within this report.  

Council should also take advantage of the information on flooding presented in this report, 

including the flood mapping, to inform occupiers of the floodplains of the flood risk (included as 

Measure 4 of Narromine Town FRMP 2021).  This information could be included in a Flood 

Information Brochure to be prepared by Council with the assistance of NSW SES containing both 

general and site specific data and distributed with the rate notices.  The community should also 

be made aware that a flood greater than historic levels or the planning level can, and will, occur 

at some time in the future. 
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5.11 Flood Modification Works 

While a range of potential flood modification measures were assessed as part of the present 

study, a preferred approach to mitigating the impacts of flooding on existing development at 

Narromine has been recommended for inclusion in Narromine Town FRMP 2021 (denoted herein 

as the “Preferred Flood Mitigation Scheme”). 

The implementation of the Preferred Flood Mitigation Scheme (Measure 5) involves the detailed 

design and construction of a levee along the southern bank of the Macquarie River in 

combination with the upgrade of the existing railway culverts at Webbs Siding.  The scheme also 

includes the design and implementation of flood proofing measures for an existing homestead 

that is located on the Backwater Cowal where peak flood levels would be increased as a result of 

the scheme.   

The design and construction of the Preferred Flood Mitigation Scheme is estimated to c ost about 

$22 Million and will save up to about $18.8 Million in flood damages upon completion, resulting in 

a benefit cost ratio of about 0.85.  While the construction of the Preferred Flood Mitigation 

Scheme cannot be justified on economic grounds (i.e. because its benefit cost ratio is less than 

1), it would provide the added benefit of removing a major constraint on future development, that 

being the need to set habitable floor levels in parts of Narromine over 1 m above natural surface 

levels.  It would also significantly reduce the disruption that would otherwise be experienced by 

residents and business owners during major flood events on the Macquarie River.  

The assessment undertaken as part of the present study found that the construction of the Inla nd 

Rail project would not compromise the level of flood protection afforded by the Preferred Flood 

Mitigation Scheme.  The assessment also found that the construction of the Inland Rail project 

would result in only a minor increase in the extent and depth of inundation upstream of the future 

rail corridor when compared to post- Preferred Flood Mitigation Scheme conditions. 

Measure 5 includes the updating of the flood modelling to reflect flood behaviour under post -

Preferred Flood Mitigation Scheme conditions and the updating of the flood planning related 

aspects of Narromine Shire DCP 2011. 

In addition to the above set of works, Narromine Town FRMS 2021 concluded that there would be 

merit in Council developing and implementing a Vegetation Management Plan which is aimed at 

managing the density of understorey vegetation along the banks of the Macquarie River at 

Narromine, as well as the removal of debris that is deposited on the banks of the river following 

major flood events (Measure 6). 

5.12 Implementation Program 

The steps in progressing the floodplain management process from this point onwards are:  

1. Consider public comment, modify the document if and as required, and submit to

Council.

2. Council adopts Narromine Town FRMP 2021 and submits an application for funding

assistance.

3. Assistance for funding qualifying projects included in Narromine Town FRMP 2021 may

be available upon application under the Commonwealth and State funded floodplain

management programs, currently administered by the Department of Planning,

Industry and Environment.

4. As funds become available from Government agencies and/or Council’s own resources,

implement the measures in accordance with the established priorities.
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Narromine Town FRMP 2021 should be regarded as a dynamic instrument requiring review and 

modification over time.  The catalysts for change could include new flood events and 

experiences, legislative change, alterations in the availability of funding, reviews of Council’s 

planning strategies and importantly following the construction of the Preferred Flood Mitigation 

Scheme.  In any event, a thorough review every ten years is warranted to ensure the ongoing 

relevance of Narromine Town FRMP 2021. 
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6 GLOSSARY OF TERMS 

Note:  For expanded list of definitions, refer to Glossary contained within the NSW Government Floodplain 

Development Manual, 2005. 

TERM DEFINITION 

Annual Exceedance 

Probability (AEP) 

The chance of a flood of a given or larger size occurring in any one year, 

usually expressed as a percentage.  For example, for a flood magnitude 

having five per cent AEP, there is a five per cent probability that there would 

be floods of greater magnitude each year.   

Australian Height Datum 

(AHD) 

A common national surface level datum corresponding approximately to 

mean sea level. 

Floodplain Area of land which is subject to inundation by floods up to and including the 

Extreme Flood event, that is, flood prone land. 

Flood Planning Area 
The area of land that is shown to be in the Flood Planning Area on the Flood 

Planning Map. 

Flood Planning Map The Flood Planning Map shows the extent of land on which flood related 

development controls apply in a given area, noting that other areas may exist 

which are not mapped but where flood related development controls apply.   

Flood Planning 

Constraint Category 1 

(FPCC 1) 

Comprises areas where factors such as the depth and velocity of flow, time of 

rise, and evacuation problems mean that the land is unsuitable for most types 

of development.  The majority of new development types are excluded from 

this zone due to its potential impact on flood behaviour and the hazardous 

nature of flooding 

Flood Planning 

Constraint Category 2 

(FPCC 2) 

Comprises areas which lie below the Flood Planning Level where the existing 

flood risk warrants careful consideration and the application of significant 

flood related controls on future development.   

Flood Planning 

Constraint Category 3 

(FPCC 3) 

Comprises areas which lie below the Flood Planning Level but outside areas 

designated FPCC1 and FPCC2.  Areas designated FPCC3 are more suitable 

for new development and expansion of existing development provided it is 

carried out in accordance with the controls set out in this document.  

Flood Planning 

Constraint Category 4 

(FPCC 4) 

Comprises the area which lies above the Flood Planning Level but within the 

extent of the Extreme Flood.  Flood related controls in areas designated 

FPCC4 are typically limited to flood evacuation and emergency response, 

although additional controls apply to essential community facilities and 

utilities that are critical for response and recovery, as well as community 

hospitals, residential care facilities and group homes. 

Flood Planning Level 

(FPL)  

Flood levels selected for planning purposes, as determined by the relevant 

adopted floodplain risk management study and plan, or as part of a site 

specific study 

In the absence of an adopted floodplain risk management study and plan for 

a particular location, the Flood Planning Level is defined as the peak 1% AEP 

flood level plus the addition of a 0.5 m freeboard. 
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TERM DEFINITION 

Flood Prone/Flood Liable 

Land 

Land susceptible to flooding by the PMF.  Flood Prone land is synonymous 

with Flood Liable land. 

Floodway Those areas of the floodplain where a significant discharge of water occurs 

during floods. They are often aligned with naturally defined channels. 

Floodways are areas that, even if only partially blocked, would cause a 

significant redistribution of flood flow, or a significant increase in flood levels.  

Flood Storage Area Those parts of the floodplain that may be important for the temporary storage 

of floodwaters during the passage of a flood.  Loss of flood storage can 

increase the severity of flood impacts by reducing natural flood attenuation.  

Freeboard Provides reasonable certainty that the risk exposure selected in deciding a 

particular flood chosen as the basis for the Flood Planning Level is actually 

provided.  It is a factor of safety typically used in relation to the setting of floor 

levels, levee crest levels, etc.  Freeboard is included in the Flood Planning 

Level.  

Habitable Room In a residential situation: a living or working area, such as a lounge room, 

dining room, kitchen, bedroom or workroom. 

In an industrial or commercial situation: an area used for offices or to store 

valuable possessions susceptible to flood damage in the event of a flood. 

Local Drainage Land on an overland flow path where the depth of inundation during the 

1% AEP storm event is less than 0.1 m. 

Main Stream Flooding Inundation of normally dry land occurring when water overflows the natural or 

artificial banks of a stream, river, estuary, lake or dam.   

Major Overland Flow Where the depth of overland flow during the 1% AEP storm event is greater 

than 0.1 m. 

Extreme Flood The largest flood that could conceivably occur at a particular location. 

Generally, it is not physically or economically possible to provide complete 

protection against this event.  The Extreme Flood defines the extent of flood 

prone land, that is, the floodplain.   
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A1. INTRODUCTION 

At the commencement of the FRMS, the Consultants prepared a Community Newsletter and a 

Community Questionnaire, both of which were distributed by Council to the residents and 

business owners in Narromine (refer to Attachment 1).  The questionnaire was also able to be 

completed online via Council’s website. 

The purpose of the Community Newsletter was to introduce the objectives of the study and set 

the scene on flooding conditions so that the community would be better able to respond to the 

Community Questionnaire and contribute to the study process. 

The Newsletter contained the following information: 

 A statement of the objectives of the FRMS&P; namely the development of a strategy for

reducing the flood risk and minimising the long-term impact of flooding on the community.

 A list of the floodplain risk management measures which comprised the Narromine

Floodplain Risk Management Plan 2009.

 A plan showing the extent of the study area.

The Community Questionnaire was structured with the objectives of: 

 Determining residents’ and business owners’ attitudes to controls over future

development in flood liable areas.

 Inviting community views on possible flood management options which could be

considered for further investigation in the FRMS and possible inclusion in the resulting

FRMP.

 Obtaining feedback on any other flood related issues and concerns which the residents

and business owners cared to raise.

This Appendix to the FRMS&P report discusses the responses to the nine questions that were 

included in the Community Questionnaire and comments made by respondents.  

Chapter A2 deals with the residents’ and business owners’ views on the relative importance of 

classes of development over which flood-related controls should be imposed by Council.  

Chapter A3 identifies residents’ and business owners’ views on the suitability of the various 

options which could be considered in more detail in the FRMS. 

Chapter A4 discusses the best methods by which the community could provide feedback to the 

consultants over the course of the study.   

Chapter A5 summarises the findings of the community consultation process. 
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A2 RESIDENT PROFILE AND FLOOD AWARENESS 

A2.1 General 

Residents were requested to complete the Community Questionnaire and return it to the 

Consultants by 15 May 2020.  The deadline was extended to include any submissions that were 

received after this date. The Consultants received 143 responses in total out of the 1,672 that 

had been distributed. 

The Consultants have collated the responses, which are shown in graphical format in 

Attachment 2.  

A2.2 Respondent Profile 

The first four questions of the Community Questionnaire canvassed resident information such as 

whether the respondent was a resident or business owner, length of time at the property, the type 

of property (e.g. house, unit/flat).  

Of the 143 responses, 133 were residents, several of whom also run businesses in Narromine 

(Question 2). 

The majority of respondents occupied residential type property (Question 3), which included 

houses (79 respondents), units/flats/apartments (1), villas/townhouses (2) and vacant lots (2).  

Nine (9) respondents owned non-residential type property, which included shops/commercial 

premises (4 respondents), industrial units (2), and warehouse or factory (3).  Note that some 

responses were included in more than one property classification type, while a large number of 

respondents did not provide a response to this question. 

The length of time respondents had been at the address was found to be varied, with 

approximately 12% of respondents having lived at the residence for between ‘1-5 years’, 41% for 

‘5 to 20 years’, and 47% for ‘more than 20 years’ (Question 4). 

A2.3 Flood Experience 

Twenty-six (26) respondents said they had information of flooding at their property, the sources 

of which included personal experience (25 respondents), flood levels from Council (3), 

information from NSW SES (1) and photographs (7) (Question 5). 

Twenty-one (21) respondents had experienced flooding at their property as a result of floodwater 

which broke out of the Macquarie River, while another nine had been impacted by major overland 

flow.  Twelve (12) respondents said their property was impacted by the February 1955 flood, 

while six (6) nominated the August 1990 flood and twelve (12) the December 2010 flood as 

impacting their property. (Question 6) 

Twelve (12) respondents said that their property had been above-floor flooded, eleven (11) of 

which related to the February 1955 flood and one (1) to the August 1990 flood (Question 7).  

Several respondents advised the depth of above-floor flooding that was experienced in the 

dwelling.  
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Twenty (20) respondents advised that parts of their dwelling was damaged during the biggest 

flood that they had experienced, in addition to damage that was experienced elsewhere on the 

property (Question 8). 

Thirty-five (35) respondents advised that they had not experienced any problems as a result of 

the biggest flood, while other advised that they had experienced a loss of trade (5), restricted 

access (15) and higher insurance premiums (21).  Two (2) others advised that they had 

considered moving as a result of flooding (Question 9). 

One respondent advised that they had incurred $10,000 of damages as a result of the biggest 

flood that they had experienced (event not nominated by the respondent), while a second advised 

that they had incurred $8,500 as a result of the August 1990 flood.  Several others advised that 

they had incurred up to $5,000 of damages as a result of flooding in Narromine (Question 10). 

During the biggest flood to have been experienced by respondents, most received some form of 

warning of the approaching flood, with only ten (10) stating that they had not received any 

warning (Question 11). 

A2.4 Controls over Development in Flood Prone Areas 

The respondents were asked to rank from 1 to 4 the classes of development which they consider 

should receive protection from flooding (Question 12).  Rank 1 was the most important and rank 

4 the least. 

The classes in decreasing order of importance to respondents ranged from: 

 essential services (e.g. sewer, water, electricity);

 residential property;

 vulnerable residential (e.g. aged persons accommodation);  and

 essential community facilities (e.g. schools, evacuation centres residential property;

 commercial/business type development.

These results gave a guide to the Consultants as to the appropriate location of future 

development of the various classes within the floodplain.  For example, on the basis of 

community views, essential services would receive the highest level of protection by locating 

future development of this nature outside the floodplain. 

In Question 13, respondents were asked what notifications Council should give about the flood 

affectation of individual properties.  The community was strongly in favour of advising existing 

residents (93) and prospective purchasers (83) of the known potential flood threat, while eighteen 

(18) respondents favoured only advising those who enquire to Council about the known potential

flood risk.  Seven (7) respondents favoured not providing any notification.

Respondents were also asked in Question 14 about the level of control Council should place on 

new development to minimise flood-related risks.  The most popular response was to advise of 

the flood risk, but allow the individual a choice as to whether they develop or not, provide d steps 

are taken to minimise potential flood risks (73 respondents).  The next most favoured response 

was to prohibit all new development only in those locations that would be extremely hazardous to 
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persons or property due to the depth and/or velocity of floodwaters, or evacuation difficulties 

(31 respondents).  Twenty-five (25) respondents felt Council should place restrictions on 

developments to reduce the potential for flood damage (e.g. minimum floor level controls or the 

use of compatible building materials) and prohibit all development on land with any potential to 

flood, while seventeen (17) respondents felt that Council should prohibit all new development 

only in those locations that would be extremely hazardous to persons or property during floods . 
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A3 POTENTIAL FLOOD MANAGEMENT MEASURES 

The respondents were asked for their opinion on potential flood management measures which 

could be evaluated in the FRMS (and if found to be feasible included in the FRMP), by ticking a 

“yes” or “no” to the eleven potential options identified in Question 15.  

The options comprised a range of structural flood management measures (e.g. programs by 

Council to manage vegetation in the river system to maintain hydraulic capacity; widening of 

watercourses; removal of floodplain obstructions; improving the stormwater system within the 

town; levees to contain floodwaters; upgrade of existing railway culverts, as well as various non-

structural management measures (e.g. voluntary purchase of residential properties in high 

hazard areas; raising floor levels of houses in low hazard areas; flood related controls over new 

developments; improvements to flood warning and evacuation procedures; community education 

on flooding; flood advice certificates).  The options were not mutually exclusive, as the adopted 

FRMP could, in theory, include all of the options set out in the Community Questionnaire, or 

indeed, other measures nominated by the respondents or the FRMC. 

The most popular structural measures were improvements to the stormwater system within the 

town area, followed in descending order of preference by the removal of floodplain obstructions, 

the upgrade of existing railway culverts and management of riparian vegetation.  

Of the non-structural measures, provision of a Planning Certificate to purchasers in flood prone 

areas, improvement of flood warning and evacuation procedures and specifying controls on 

future development in flood-prone areas.  

A mostly negative response was given to the widening of watercourses and the construction of 

permanent levees.  Providing subsidies for raising the floor level of properties and the 

implementation of a residential Voluntary Purchase scheme were also unpopular. 
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A4 INPUT TO THE STUDY AND FEEDBACK FROM THE COMMUNITY 

In Question 16, residents were asked for their view on the best methods of their providing input 

to the Study and feedback to the Consultants over the course of the investigation.  Council’s 

website and social media pages were the most popular methods, followed by articles in the local 

newspaper.  Other suggestions raised by respondents include: 

 Circular or newsletter either posted or emailed from Council

 Face-to-face interaction through community meetings.

Thirty (30) respondents advised that they would like Council to contact them in order to provide 

further information (Question 17). 
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A5 SUMMARY 

One-hundred and forty three (143) responses were received to the Community Questionnaire 

which was distributed by Council to residents and business owners in Narromine.  The responses 

amounted to about nine (9) per cent of the total number of questionnaires that were distributed to 

the community. 

The issues identified by the responses to the Community Questionnaire support the objectives of 

the study as nominated in the attached Community Newsletter, and the activities nominated in 

the Study Brief.  While over ten percent of the respondents to the questionnaire were in favour of 

prohibiting all new development on land with any potential to flood, the majority of respondents 

were in favour of Council advising of the flood risks, but allowing the individual a choice to 

develop so long as potential flood risks are minimised. 

Of the structural measures which could be incorporated in the FRMP, the most popular were 

improvements to the stormwater system within the town area and the removal of floodplain 

obstructions.  While the construction of permanent levees was one of the least favoured of the 

options, a large number of respondents felt it was necessary to either upgrade the existing levee 

bank or build the new river-bank levee as they believed the degree of flood affectation within the 

town was holding back development and also leading to increased insurance premiums.    

The provision of a Planning Certificate to purchasers in flood prone areas, improvements to flood 

warning and evacuation procedures, and specifying controls on future development in flood-

prone areas were the most popular of the potential non-structural measures set out in the 

Community Questionnaire.   
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TO RESIDENTS & BUSINESS OWNERS 
OF NARROMINE: 
Narromine Shire Council has engaged consultants to 
undertake a review of the Narromine Floodplain Risk 
Management Study and Plan which was prepared for 
the township in 2009.  The purpose of the review is to 
assist Council in refining strategic plans for mitigating and 
managing the effects of existing flood risk (associated with 
existing development on flood prone land), future flood 
risk (associated with any new development on flood prone 
land) and continuing flood risk (the risk remaining in both 
existing and future development areas after floodplain risk 
management measures are implemented).

The review is jointly funded by Council and the NSW 
Department of Planning, Industry and Environment and 
aims to build community resilience towards flooding 
through informing better planning of development, 
emergency management and community awareness.  
Council has established a Floodplain Risk Management 
Committee which is comprised of relevant council 
members, state government agencies and community 
representatives.

The review will utilise the results of the Narromine River 
Bank Levee Feasibility Study which was completed in 
2013. Figure 1 overleaf shows the indicative extent of the 
1 in 100 year flood on the Macquarie River at Narromine 
under present day conditions as defined by this study.

A brief summary of the floodplain risk management 
measures which form the Narromine Floodplain Risk 
Management Plan (2009), including their estimated cost 
is provided overleaf, while an electronic copy of the 
Narromine Floodplain Risk Management Study and Plan 
(2009) and Narromine River Bank Levee Feasibility Study 
(2013) can be found on Council’s website at  
www.narromine.nsw.gov.au.

ABOUT THE QUESTIONNAIRE
This Questionnaire is part of the Review of the Narromine 
Floodplain Risk Management Study and Plan, which is 
currently being undertaken by Narromine Shire Council 
with the financial support of the NSW Department of 
Planning, Industry and Environment.  Your responses to the 
questionnaire will help us determine the flood issues that 
are important to you. 

Please return your completed Questionnaire in the reply 
paid envelope provided by Friday 15 May 2020.  No 
postage stamp is required. All information provided will 
remain confidential and for use in this study only. If you 
have misplaced the supplied envelope or wish to send an 
additional submission the address is:

Lyall & Associates Consulting Water Engineers
Reply Paid 85163

NORTH SYDNEY NSW 2060

REVIEW OF THE NARROMINE
FLOODPLAIN RISK MANAGEMENT 
STUDY AND PLAN

HAVE YOUR SAY
An important first step in the review process is to re-
appraise what flood related issues are important to 
the community.  The attached questionnaire has been 
provided to residents and businesses to assist the 
Consultants in gathering this important information.  

The questionnaire may also be completed online via The questionnaire may also be completed online via 
Council’s website at www.narromine.nsw.gov.au.  Council’s website at www.narromine.nsw.gov.au.  

All information provided will remain confidential and 
for use in this study only.  Please return the completed 
questionnaire in the reply paid envelope provided by 
Friday 15 May 2020.

FOR MORE INFORMATION CONTACTFOR MORE INFORMATION CONTACT

Narromine Shire CouncilNarromine Shire Council

Sarah Masonwells, Executive Assistant 
Infrastructure and Engineering

P:P:  (02) 6889 9999

M:M: mail@narromine.nsw.gov.au

W:W: www.narromine.nsw.gov.au

YOUR ATTITUDES TO COUNCIL’S DEVELOPMENT 
CONTROLS
12. Please rank the following development types
according to which you think are the most important
to protect from floods
(1= highest priority to 4= least priority)

Development Type Rank

Commercial/Business

Residential

Vulnerable residential development  
(e.g. aged persons accommodation)

Essential community facilities  
(e.g. schools, evacuation centres)

Essential services  
(e.g. sewer, water, electricity etc.)

13. What notifications do you consider Council
should give about the potential flood affectation of
individual properties? (Tick one or more boxes)

	� Advise every resident and property owner on a 
regular basis of the known potential flood threat

	� Advise only those who enquire to Council about 
the known potential flood threat	

	� Advise prospective purchasers of property of the 
known potential flood threat.

	� Provide no notifications
	� Other  

14. What level of control do you consider Council
should place on new development to minimise
flood-related risks? (Tick only one box)
(In addition to being favoured by the Community, these 
options would also need to comply with legislation)

	� Prohibit all new development on land with any 
potential to flood

	� Prohibit all new development only in those 
locations that would be extremely hazardous 
to persons or property due to the depth and/or 
velocity of floodwaters, or evacuation difficulties

	� Place restrictions on developments which reduce 
the potential for flood damage (e.g. minimum 
floor level controls or the use of flood compatible 
building materials)

	� Advise of the flood risks, but allow the individual 
a choice as to whether they develop or not, 
provided steps are taken to minimise potential 
flood risks

	� Provide no advice regarding the potential flood 
risks or measures that could minimise those risks

YOUR OPINIONS ON FLOODPLAIN RISK 
MANAGEMENT MEASURES
15. Below is a list of other possible options that
may be looked at to try to minimise the effects of
flooding in the study area.
This list is not in any order of importance and there may be
other options that you think should be considered.  For each
of the options listed, please indicate “yes” or “no” to indicate
if you favour the option.  Please leave blank if undecided.

Option Yes No

Management of riparian vegetation to 
provide flood mitigation, stability, aesthetic 
and habitat benefits.

Widening of watercourses.

Removal of floodplain obstructions.

Improve the stormwater system within the 
town area.

Construction of urban levees

Upgrade of the existing railway culverts 

Voluntary scheme to purchase residential 
property in high hazard areas.

Provide funding or subsidies to raise houses 
above major flood level in low hazard areas.

Specify additional controls on future 
development in flood-liable areas.

Improve flood warning and evacuation 
procedures both before and during a flood.

Provide a Planning Certificate to purchasers 
in flood prone areas, stating that the 
property is flood affected.

OTHER INFORMATION

16. What do you think is the best way for us to get16. What do you think is the best way for us to get
input and feedback from the local community aboutinput and feedback from the local community about
the results and proposals from this study?the results and proposals from this study?
(Tick one or more boxes)

	� Council’s website	
	� Articles in local newspaper	
	� Through Council’s Floodplain Management 

Committee	
	� Other  

17. If you wish us to contact you so you can provide17. If you wish us to contact you so you can provide
further information, please provide your details below:further information, please provide your details below:

Name:	

Phone:   Best time to call is 

Email: 



ADDITIONAL COMMENTSADDITIONAL COMMENTS
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FLOODPLAIN MANAGEMENT MEASURES 
FORMING THE NARROMINE FLOODPLAIN 
RISK MANAGEMENT PLAN (2009)
The table below is a brief summary of the floodplain 
risk management measures which form the Narromine 
Floodplain Risk Management Plan (2009), including their 
estimated costs.

OptionOption Estimated Estimated 
CostCost

PriorityPriority Status of Status of 
MeasureMeasure

PM1 – Implement the  
recommended development 
controls based on draft 
Flood Policy for Narromine.

Council 
staff’s 
Cost

High 

RM1 – Ensure flood data 
in this Floodplain Risk 
Management Study and 
draft Plan is available to NSW 
SES for inclusion in flood 
emergency response.

Council 
and NSW 
SES Costs

High 

RM2 – Implement flood 
awareness and education 
program for residents and 
owners of commercial and 
industrial developments. 

NSW 
SES  and 
Property/
Business 
Owner 
Costs

High 

FM1 – Feasibility Study of 
river bank levee.(1,2)

$80,000 
(1)

High 

FM2 – Preparation of 
detailed design and 
construction of levee 
(dependent on the results of 
the above study).

$1.6 
Million (3)

Medium Yet to 
commence

FM3 – Feasibility Study of 
upgrading the hydraulic 
capacity of culverts beneath 
the Parkes Narromine 
Railway.(4)

$50,000 
(3)

Medium Yet to 
commence

FM4 – Prepare detailed 
design and construct culvert 
works (scheme is dependent 
on the results of the above 
study and whether river 
bank levee scheme is 
implemented. The river 
levee would reduce ponding 
upstream of the railway and 
possibly reduce the need for 
improved culverts).(4)

$0.8 
Million (3)

Medium Yet to 
commence

Total Cost of Implementing 
Flood Mitigation Measures 
FM1, FM2, FM3 and FM4

$2.53 
Million (3)

1. FM1 was completed in 2013. The results of the study are
presented in Narromine River Bank Levee Feasibility Study
(2013)
2. Scope of floodplain risk management measure refined as
part of Narromine River Bank Levee Feasibility Study (2013)
and the Narromine Town Levee Concept Design (2016).
Figure 1 shows the currently proposed alignment of the river
bank levee.
3. Following the adoption of the revised Plan, Narromine
Shire Council can seek funding from the NSW State 
Government under its Floodplain Management Program 
to cover the majority of the cost of implementing the 
recommended set of measures.
4. Refer Figure 1 for location of the proposed upgraded
culverts

Your name (optional): 

Address: 

ABOUT YOUR PROPERTY

2. Please tick as appropriate:

	� I am a resident
	� I am a business owner
	� Other

3. How long have you been at this address?

	� 1 year to 5 years
	� 5 years to 20 years
	� More than 20 years (  years)

4. What is your property?

	� House
	� Villa/Townhouse
	� Unit/Flat/Apartment
	� Vacant land
	� Industrial unit in larger complex
	� Stand alone warehouse or factory
	� Shop
	� Community building
	� Other

YOUR FLOOD EXPERIENCE

If flooding has affected your property – Go to Q5
If not, but flooding has affected you in other ways – Go 
to Q9
If you have not been affected by flooding – Go to Q12

5. Do you have any information about flooding at
the property?

	� Yes	    No	

If yes, what information do you have?

	� Own experience	
	� Flood levels from Council	
	� Information from NSW SES		
	� Photographs	
	� Other  

6. Have you ever experienced flooding, either as
a result of the river breaking its banks or due to
shallow overland flow through the property?

	� Yes - River break out    Yes - Shallow overland 
flow

	� No 	

If yes, which floods?

	� December 2010         August 1990
	� Other 

7. In the biggest flood you have experienced, was
the property flooded above floor level of the main
building?

	� Yes	    No	              Not applicable 	

	� If yes, what was the depth of water over the floor?

        What year? 

8. During the biggest flood, what was damaged by
floodwaters?

(Tick one or more boxes)

	� No damage occurred	
	� Vehicles	
	� Garden, yard, paddocks	
	� Garage, shed	
	� Electrical equipment, machinery, tools	
	� Stock and other goods	
	� Carpet, furniture, fittings and/or office equipment
	� Your premises (paint, structurally, etc)	
	� Other  

9. As a result of the biggest flood, did you
experience any problems during or after the flood?

(Tick one or more boxes)

	� No problems experienced	
	� Loss of business / trade	
	� Restricted access / can’t get to work	
	� Higher insurance premiums	
	� Considered selling/moving	

10. During the biggest flood, what was the
approximate cost to you (at the time) from the
damage caused by the flood?

       $        $ 

11. In this biggest flood, did you receive any
warning, and if so, from where?

(Tick one or more boxes)
	� No warning whatsoever	

	� TV	

	� Radio	

	� Own observations	

	� Police	

	� NSW SES	

	� Neighbours, relatives or friends	

	� Other 



COMMUNITY  
QUESTIONNAIRE
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RESPONSE TO COMMUNITY QUESTIONNAIRE
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Q3. How long have you been at this address?
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RESPONSE TO COMMUNITY QUESTIONNAIRE
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Q4. Type of Property
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Q5. Do you have any information about flooding at your property?

Attachment No. 2

Reports of Committees 
Page 102



RESPONSE TO COMMUNITY QUESTIONNAIRE
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Q6. Have you  experienced flooding?
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Q7. Was the main building of your property flooded above floor level?
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RESPONSE TO COMMUNITY QUESTIONNAIRE
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Q9. Did you experience any problems due to flooding?
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RESPONSE TO COMMUNITY QUESTIONNAIRE
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Q10. What was the cost of the damage?
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Q11. Where did the flood warning come from?
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Q12. Ranking of development types by importance to protect from floods
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RESPONSE TO COMMUNITY QUESTIONNAIRE
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Q13. What notifications should Council give about the potential flood affectation of properties?
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Q14. What level of control should Council place on new development to minimise flood-related risks?
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RESPONSE TO COMMUNITY QUESTIONNAIRE
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RESPONSE TO COMMUNITY QUESTIONNAIRE
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Q16. Best methods to get input and feedback from the local community
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FIGURES 

(BOUND IN VOLUME 2) 

B8.1 Damage - Frequency Curves and Cumulative Flooded Properties versus Depth of Inundation 

Diagram – 1% AEP 
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B1. INTRODUCTION AND SCOPE 

B1.1. Introduction 

Damages from flooding belong to two categories: 

 Tangible Damages

 Intangible Damages

Tangible damages are defined as those to which monetary values may be assigned, and may be 

subdivided into direct and indirect damages.  Direct damages are those caused by physical 

contact of floodwater with damageable property.  They include damages to commercial and 

industrial and residential building structures and contents, as well as damages to infrastructure 

services such as electricity and water supply.  Indirect damages result from the interruption of 

community activities, including traffic flows, trade, industrial  production, costs to relief agencies, 

evacuation of people and contents and clean up after the flood. 

Generally, tangible damages are estimated in dollar values using survey procedures, 

interpretation of data from actual floods and research of government  files. 

The various factors included in the intangible damage category may be significant.  However, 

these effects are difficult to quantify due to lack of data and the absence of an accepted method. 

Such factors may include: 

 inconvenience

 isolation

 disruption of family and social activities

 anxiety, pain and suffering, trauma

 physical ill-health

 psychological ill-health.

B1.2. Scope of Investigation 

In the following sections, tangible damages to residential, commercial / industrial and public 

properties have been estimated resulting from flooding in Narromine.  Intangible damages have 

not been quantified.  The threshold floods at which damages may commence to infrastructure and 

community assets have also been estimated, mainly from site inspection and interpre tation of 

flood level data.  However, there is no data available to allow a quantitative assessment of 

damages to be made to this category. 

B1.3. Terminology 

Definitions of the terms used in this Appendix are presented in Chapter B8 which also 

summarises the value of Tangible Flood Damages. 
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B2. DESCRIPTION OF APPROACH 

The damage caused by a flood to a particular property is a function of the depth of inundation 

above floor level and the value of the property and its contents.  The warning time available for 

residents to take action to lift property above floor level also influences damages actually 

experienced.  A spreadsheet model which has been developed by DPIE for estimating residential 

damages and an in-house spreadsheet model which has been developed for previous 

investigations of this nature for estimating commercial, industrial and public building damages 

were used to estimate damages on a property by property basis according to the type of 

development, the location of the property and the depth of inundation. 

Using the results of the updated flood modelling, a peak flood elevation for each event was 

derived at each property.  The property flood levels were input to the spreadsheet models which 

also contained property characteristics and depth-damage relationships.  The depth of above-

floor inundation was computed as the difference between the interpolated flood level and the floor 

elevation at each property.  The elevations of building floors were assessed based on surveyed 

floor levels for those properties that are located along the southern bank of the Macquarie River 

and a nominal 0.3 m height of floor above a representative natural surface within the allotment 

(as estimated by visual inspection) to the natural surface elevation determined from LiDAR survey 

for the remainder of the properties in Narromine.  The type of structure and potential for property 

damage were also assessed during the visual inspection.  

The depth-damage curves for residential damages were determined using procedures described 

in Guideline No. 4.  Damage curves for other categories of development (commercial and 

industrial, public buildings) were derived from previous floodplain management investigations.  

Damages to the non-residential sector depend on the nature of the enterprise, the depth of 

inundation over the floor area and the time available for owners to take action to mitigate losses 

to contents.  A spreadsheet model was used which was similar to the residential model in terms 

of estimation of depths of inundation, but used typical unit damage data which had been adopted 

in similar studies in NSW in recent years. 

It should be understood that this approach is not intended to identify individual properties liable to 

flood damages and the value of damages in individual properties, even though it appears to be 

capable of doing so.  The reason for this caveat lies in the various assumptions used in the 

procedure, the main ones being: 

 the assumption that computed water levels and topographic data used to define flood

extents are exact and without any error;

 the assumption that the water levels as computed by the hydraulic model are not

subject to localised influences;

 the estimation of property floor levels by visual inspection rather than by formal field

survey;

 the use of "average" stage-damage relationships, rather than a unique relationship for

each property;

 the uncertainties associated with assessing appropriate factors to convert potential

damages to actual flood damages experienced for each property after residents have

taken action to mitigate damages to contents.
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The consequence of these assumptions is that some individual properties may be inappropriately 

classified as flood liable, while others may be excluded.  Nevertheless, when applied over a 

broad area these effects would tend to cancel, and the resulting estimates of overall damages, 

would be expected to be reasonably accurate. 

For the above reasons, the information contained in the spreadsheets used to prepare the 

estimates of flood damages for the catchments should not be used to provide information on the 

depths of above-floor inundation of individual properties. 
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B3. SOURCES OF DATA 

B3.1. General 

To estimate Average Annual Flood Damages for a specific area it is necessary to estimate the 

damages for several floods of different magnitudes, i.e. of different frequencies, and then to 

integrate the area beneath the damage – frequency curve computed over the whole range of 

frequencies up to the Extreme Flood.  To do this it is necessary to have data on the damages 

sustained by all types of property over the likely range of inundation.  There are several ways of 

doing this: 

 The ideal way would be to conduct specific damage surveys in the aftermath of a range of

floods, preferably immediately after each.  An example approaching this ideal is the case

of Nyngan where surveys were conducted in May 1990 following the disastrous f lood of a

month earlier (DWR, 1990).  This approach would not be practicable at Narromine given

the limited data that are available on historic flood damages.

 The second best way is for experienced loss adjusters to conduct a survey to estimate

likely losses that would arise due to various depths of inundation.  This approach is used

from time to time, but it can add significantly to the cost of a floodplain management study

(LMJ, 1985). It was not used for the present investigation.

 The third way is to use generalised data such as that published by CRES (Centre for

Resource & Economic Studies, Canberra) and used in the Floodplain Management Study

for Forbes (SKM, 1994).  These kinds of data are considered to be suitable for

generalised studies, such as broad regional studies.  They are not considered to be

suitable for use in specific areas, unless none of the other approaches can be

satisfactorily applied.

 The fourth way is to adapt or transpose data from other flood liable areas.  This was the

approach used for the present study.  As mentioned, the Guideline No 4 procedure was

adopted for the assessment of residential damages. The approach was based on data

collected following major flooding in Katherine in 1998, with adjustments to account for

changes in values due to inflation, and after taking into account the nature of

development and flooding patterns in the study area.  The data collected during site

inspection in the flood liable areas assisted in providing the necessary adjustments.

Commercial and industrial damages were assessed via reference to recent floodplain

management investigations of a similar nature to the present study.

B3.2. Property Data 

The properties were divided into three categories: residential, commercial / industrial, and public 

buildings. 

For residential properties, the data used in the damages estimation included: 

 the location/address of each property

 an assessment of the type of structure

 natural surface level

 floor level
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For commercial / industrial and public properties, the required data included: 

 the location of each property

 the nature of each enterprise

 an estimation of the floor area

 natural surface level

 floor level

The property descriptions were used to classify the commercial and public developments into 

categories (i.e. high, medium or low value properties) which relate to the magnitude of likely flood 

damages. 

The total number of residential properties, commercial / industrial and public buildings is shown in 

Table B3.1. 

TABLE B3.1 

NUMBER OF PROPERTIES INCLUDED IN DAMAGES DATABASE 

Development Type Number of Properties 

Residential(1) 1,683 

Commercial / Industrial 176 

Public 27 

Total 1,886 

1. Includes individual residential units

B3.3. Flood Levels Used in the Analysis 

Damages were computed for the design flood levels determined from the hydraulic model that 

was developed as part of the present investigation.  The design levels assume that the drainage 

system is operating at optimum capacity.  They do not allow for any increase in levels resulting 

from wave action, debris build-ups in the channels which may cause a partial blockage of bridges 

and which may result in conversions of flow from the supercritical to the subcritical flow regime, 

as well as other local hydraulic effects.  These factors are usually taken into account by adding a 

factor of safety (freeboard) to the “nominal” flood level when assessing the “level of protection” 

against flooding of a particular property. Freeboard could also include an allowance for the future 

effects of climate change.  

A particular level of protection could not be ascribed to a development unless it were protected 

against the nominal flood level of a particular return period plus the freeboard allowance. F or this 

reason, damages assessments were also carried out with the design flood levels increased by 

the freeboard allowance.  Freeboard is related to the fetch length and velocity of flow, which is 

itself dependent on the bed slope and hydraulic roughness of the drainage system.  Fetch length 

and flow velocities tend to increase with peak flow and therefore increasing the freeboard with 

increase in flood return period could be justified.  For the present analysis, a 500 mm freeboard 

allowance was adopted for assessing damages for the 1% AEP and greater floods, reducing to 

300 mm for the 2% AEP and 5% AEP floods.  No freeboard was assumed for the 10% and 20% 

AEP floods given their inbank nature. 
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B4. RESIDENTIAL DAMAGES 

B4.1. Damage Functions 

The procedures identified in Guideline No 4 allow for the preparation of a depth versus damage 

relationship which incorporates structural damage to the building, damage to internals and 

contents, external damages and clean-up costs.  In addition, there is the facility for including 

allowance for accommodation costs and loss of rent.  Separate curves are computed for three 

residential categories:  

 Single storey slab on ground construction

 Single storey elevated floor

 Two storey residence

The level of flood awareness and available warning time are taken into account by factors which 

are used to reduce “potential” damages to contents to “actual” damages.  “Potential” damages 

represent losses likely to be experienced if no action were taken by residents to mitigate impacts. 

A reduction in the potential damages to "actual" damages is usually made to allow for property 

evacuation and raising valuables above floor level, which would reduce the damages actually 

experienced.  The ability of residents to take action to reduce flood losses is mainly limited to 

reductions in damages to contents, as damages to the structure and clean-up costs are not 

usually capable of significant mitigation. 

The reduction in damages to contents is site specific, being dependent on a number of factors 

related to the time of rise of floodwaters, the recent flood history and flood awareness of 

residents and emergency planning by the various Government Agencies (BoM and NSW SES). 

Water levels in the Macquarie River at Narromine generally rise over a period of several days. 

There is also a well-tested flood warning system operated by BoM and specific flood response 

procedures are incorporated in the Narromine Shire Local Flood Plan 2014.  Consequently, there 

would be considerable time in advance of a flood event in which to warn residents and for them to 

take action to mitigate flood losses.  Provided warning is available, house contents may be raised 

above flood level to about 0.9 m, which corresponds with the height of a typical table/bench 

height.  The spreadsheet provides two factors, one for above and one for below the typical bench 

height.  The reduction in damages is also dependent on the likely duration of inundation of 

contents, which in the case of Narromine extend for several days.  

Table B4.1 over shows total flood damages estimated for the three classes of residential property 

using the procedures identified in Guideline No. 4, for typical depths of above-floor inundation of 

0.3 m and 1.0 m (The maximum depth of above-floor inundation in Narromine is about 3.9 m at 

the 1% AEP level of flooding).  A typical ground floor area of 240 m2 was adopted for the 

assessment.  The values in Table B4.1 allow for damages to buildings and contents, as well as 

external damages and provision for alternative accommodation. 

B4.2. Total Residential Damages 

Table B4.2 over summarises residential damages for the range of floods in Narromine.  The 

damage estimates were carried out for floods between the 20% AEP and the Extreme Flood, 

which were modelled hydraulically as part of the present study. 
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TABLE B4.1 

DAMAGES TO RESIDENTIAL PROPERTIES 

Type of Residential Construction 
0.3 m Depth of Inundation Above 

Floor Level 

1.0 m Depth of Inundation Above 

Floor Level 

Single Storey Slab on Ground $110,365 $149,814 

Single Storey High Set $73,305 $131,385 

Double Storey $51,313 $91,969 

Note: These values allow for damages to buildings and contents, as well as external damages and provision for 

alternative accommodation. 

While the threshold of above-floor flooding for residential type development in Narromine is a 

2% AEP flood, when two dwellings, one of which is located on River Drive and the other on 

Warren Road would be inundated by a maximum of 150 mm, large-scale flood damages are not 

experienced in Narromine until the southern bank of the river is overtopped during a slightly 

larger flood event.  For example, the total number of dwellings that would experience above-floor 

inundation at the 1% AEP level of flooding would be 449, increasing to 1, during a 0.5% AEP 

flood event.  Almost all of the existing dwellings in Narromine would experience above-floor 

flooding in an extreme flood event. 

The maximum depth of above-floor inundation in the worst affected dwelling would increase from 

about 1.3 m during a 1% AEP flood event, increasing to about 1.7 during a 0.5% AEP flood event 

and about 4 m in the Extreme Flood. 

The total residential damages in Narromine would increase from about $43.3 Million at the 

1% AEP level of flooding to about $315 Million at the upper limit of flooding based on nominal 

flood levels, increasing to about $88 Million and $336 Million for the 1% AEP and Extreme 

Floods, respectively when freeboard is taken into account. 

TABLE B4.2 

RESIDENTIAL FLOOD DAMAGES IN NARROMINE 

Design 
Flood Event 

(% AEP) 

Nominal Flood Levels Nominal Flood Levels Plus Freeboard 

Number of Properties 
Damages 

($ Million) 

Flood 

Affected 

Number of Properties 
Damages 

($ Million) Flood 
Affected 

Flood Above 
Floor Level 

Flood 
Affected 

Flood Above 
Floor Level 

20 0 0 0 0 0 0 

10 0 0 0 0 0 0 

5 0 0 0 0 0 0 

2 10 2 0.27 13 8 0.77 

1 747 449 43.32 904 883 88.01 

0.5 1310 1126 108.31 1339 1329 160.06 

0.2 1512 1446 201.94 1541 1540 257.57 

Extreme 1659 1655 314.53 1663 1661 335.65 
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B5. COMMERCIAL / INDUSTRIAL DAMAGES 

B5.1. Direct Commercial / Industrial Damages 

The method used to calculate damages requires each property to be categorised in terms of the 

following: 

 damage category

 floor area

 floor elevation

The damage category assigned to each enterprise may vary between "low", "medium" or "high", 

depending on the nature of the enterprise and the likely effects of flooding.  Damages also 

depend on the floor area.   

It has recently been recognised following the 1998 flood in Katherine that previous investigations 

using stage-damage curves contained in proprietary software tends to seriously underestimate 

true damage costs.  DPIE are currently researching appropriate damage functions which could be 

adopted in the estimation of commercial and industrial categories as they have already done with 

residential damages.  However, these data were not available for the present study. 

On the basis of previous investigations the following typical damage rates are considered 

appropriate for potential external and internal damages and clean-up costs for both commercial 

and industrial properties.  They are indexed to a depth of inundation of 2 metres.  At floor level 

and 1.2 m inundation, zero and 70% of these values respectively were assumed to occur: 

Low value enterprise $280/m2 (e.g. Commercial: small shops, cafes, joinery, public 

halls. Industrial: auto workshop with concrete floor 

and minimal goods at floor level, Council or 

Government Depots, storage areas.) 

Medium value enterprise $420/m2 (e.g. Commercial: food shops, hardware, banks, 

professional offices, retail enterprises, with 

furniture/fixtures at floor level which would suffer 

damage if inundated. Industrial: warehouses, 

equipment hire. ) 

High value enterprise $650/m2 (e.g. Commercial : electrical shops, clothing  stores, 

bookshops, newsagents, restaurants, schools, 

showrooms and retailers with goods and furniture, or 

other high value items at ground or lower floor level. 

Industrial: service stations, vehicle showrooms, 

smash repairs.) 

The factor for converting potential to actual damages depends on a range of variables such as 

the available warning time, flood awareness and the depth of inundation.  Given sufficient 

warning time, a well prepared business will be able to temporarily lift property above floor level. 

However, unless property is actually moved to flood free areas, floods which result in a large 

depth of inundation, will cause considerable damage to stock and contents. 

For the present study, the potential damages described above were converted to actual damages 

using a multiplier which ranged from between 0.5 and 0.8 depending on the depth of above-floor 

inundation.   

Attachment No. 2

Reports of Committees 
Page 120



Narromine Town Floodplain Risk Management Study and Plan Update 

Appendix B - Flood Damages 

NTFRMSPU_V1_AppB_[Rev 1.5].docx B-9 Lyall & Associates 

June 2021   Rev. 1.5 

B5.2. Indirect Commercial and Industrial Damages 

Indirect commercial and industrial damages comprise costs of removal of goods and storage, loss 

of trading profit and loss of business confidence. 

Disruption to trade takes the following forms: 

 The loss through isolation at the time of the flood when water is in the business premises

or separating clients and customers.  The total loss of trade is influenced by the

opportunity for trade to divert to an alternative source.  There may be significant local loss

but due to the trade transfer this may be considerably reduced at the regional or state

level.

 In the case of major flooding, a downturn in business can occur within the flood affected

region due to the cancellation of contracts and loss of business confidence.  This is in

addition to the actual loss of trading caused by closure of the business by flooding.

Loss of trading profit is a difficult value to assess and the magnitude of damages can vary 

depending on whether the assessment is made at the local, regional or national level. 

Differences between regional and national economic effects arise because of transfers between 

the sectors, such as taxes, and subsidies such as flood relief returned to the region.  

Some investigations have lumped this loss with indirect damages and have adopted total damage 

as a percentage of the direct damage.  In other cases, loss of profit has been related to the gross 

margin of the business, i.e. turnover less average wages.  The former approach has been 

adopted in this present study. Indirect damages have been taken as 50% of direct actual 

damages.  A clean-up cost of $15/m2 of floor area of each flooded property was also included. 

B5.3. Total Commercial and Industrial Damages 

Table B5.1 over summarises estimated commercial and industrial damages in Narromine.  

The threshold of above-floor flooding in commercial and industrial type development in Narromine 

is a flood which is slightly larger than 2% AEP, when flood water would surcharge the southern 

bank of the Macquarie River and enter the town. 

A total of 72 commercial/industrial type development would experience above-floor inundation at 

the 1% AEP level of flooding, increasing to 138 at the 0.5% AEP level of flooding.  Almost all of 

the commercial and industrial type properties in Narromine would experience above-floor 

inundation during an extreme flood event. 

The maximum depth of above-floor inundation in the worst affected property would increase from 

about 1 m during a 1% AEP flood event, increasing to about 1.3 m during a 0.5% AEP flood event 

and about 4 m in the Extreme Flood. 

The total commercial/industrial damages in Narromine would increase from about $3.3 Million at 

the 1% AEP level of flooding to about $78 Million at the upper limit of flooding based on nominal 

flood levels, increasing to about $9.4 Million and $93 Million for the 1% AEP and Extreme Floods 

respectively when freeboard is taken into account. 
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TABLE B5.1 

COMMERCIAL AND INDUSTRIAL FLOOD DAMAGES IN NARROMINE 

Design 
Flood Event 

(% AEP) 

Nominal Flood Levels Nominal Flood Levels Plus Freeboard 

Number of Properties 
Damages 

($ Million) 

Flood 

Affected 

Number of Properties 
Damages 

($ Million) Flood 
Affected 

Flood Above 
Floor Level 

Flood 
Affected 

Flood Above 
Floor Level 

20 0 0 0 0 0 0 

10 0 0 0 0 0 0 

5 0 0 0 0 0 0 

2 0 0 0 0 0 0 

1 111 72 3.30 122 120 9.36 

0.5 153 138 11.93 157 154 24.19 

0.2 168 159 30.10 172 172 51.85 

Extreme 176 175 78.46 176 176 92.65 
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B6. DAMAGES TO PUBLIC BUILDINGS 

B6.1. Direct Damages – Public Buildings 

Included under this heading are government buildings, churches, swimming pools and parks. 

Damages were estimated individually on an area basis according to the perceived value of the 

property.  Potential internal damages were indexed to a depth of above-floor inundation of 2 m as 

shown below.  At floor level and 1.2 m depth of inundation, zero and 70% of these values 

respectively were assumed to occur. 

Low value $280/m2 

Medium value $420/m2 (e.g. council buildings, NSW SES HQ, fire station) 

High value $650/m2 (e.g. schools) 

These values were obtained from the Nyngan Study (DWR, 1990), as well as commercial data 

presented in the Forbes Water Studies report (WS, 1992) and adjusted for inflation.  External and 

structural damages were taken as 4 and 10% of internal damages respectively.   

B6.2. Indirect Damages – Public Buildings 

A value of $15/m2 was adopted for the clean-up of each property.  This value is based on results 

presented in the Nyngan Study and adjusted for inflation.  Total "welfare and disaster" relief costs 

were assessed as 50% of the actual direct costs. 

B6.3. Total Damages – Public Buildings 

Table B6.1 over summarises estimated damages to public buildings in Narromine.  

Similar to the findings for commercial/industrial type development, the threshold of above-floor 

flooding for public buildings in Narromine is equivalent to a flood which is slightly larger than 

2% AEP.  The number of public buildings in Narromine that are above-floor inundated increases 

from 7 at the 1% AEP level of flooding to 17 during a 0.5% AEP flood event.  All of the public 

buildings in Narromine would experience above-floor flooding during an extreme flood event. 

The maximum depth of above-floor inundation in the worst affected property would increase from 

about 1 m during a 1% AEP flood event, increasing to about 1.3 m during a 0.5% AEP flood event 

and about 3.6 m in the Extreme Flood. 

The total public building damages in Narromine would increase from about $3.1  Million at the 

1% AEP level of flooding to about $24 Million at the upper limit of flooding based on nominal flood 

levels, increasing to about $6.1 Million and $27 Million for the 1% AEP and Extreme Floods 

respectively when freeboard is taken into account.. 
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TABLE B6.1 

PUBLIC FLOOD DAMAGES IN NARROMINE 

Design 
Flood Event 

(% AEP) 

Nominal Flood Levels Nominal Flood Levels Plus Freeboard 

Number of Properties 
Damages 

($ Million) 

Flood 

Affected 

Number of Properties 
Damages 

($ Million) Flood 
Affected 

Flood Above 
Floor Level 

Flood 
Affected 

Flood Above 
Floor Level 

20 0 0 0 0 0 0 

10 0 0 0 0 0 0 

5 0 0 0 0 0 0 

2 0 0 0 0 0 0 

1 10 7 3.07 13 13 6.10 

0.5 24 17 5.71 25 25 11.25 

0.2 26 26 12.25 26 26 16.80 

Extreme 27 27 23.77 27 27 27.47 
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B7. DAMAGES TO INFRASTUCTURE AND COMMUNITY ASSETS 

No data are available on damages experienced to infrastructure and community assets during 

historic flood events.  However, a qualitative matrix of the effects of flooding on critical assets in 

Narromine is presented in Table 2.7 of the Main Report. 
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B8. SUMMARY OF TANGIBLE DAMAGES 

B8.1. Tangible Damages 

Floods have been computed for a range of flood frequencies from 20% AEP up to the Extreme 

Flood.  From Table B8.1 over the page, the threshold for flood damages is the 2% AEP flood 

event.  Figures B8.1 and B8.2 show the damage-frequency curves and cumulative distribution of 

above-floor depths of inundation at the 1% AEP flood level for residential, commercial and 

industrial and public buildings in Narromine for the “nominal flood level” and the “nominal flood 

level plus freeboard” cases. 

B8.2. Definition of Terms 

Average Annual Damages (also termed “expected damages”) are determined by integrating the 

area under the damage-frequency curve.  They represent the time stream of annual damages, 

which would be expected to occur on a year by year basis over a long duration. 

Using an appropriate discount rate, average annual damages may be expressed as an equivalent 

“Present Worth Value” of damages and used in the economic analysis of potential flood 

management measures. 

A flood management scheme which has a design 1% AEP level of protection, by definition, will 

eliminate damages up to this level of flooding.  If the scheme has no mitigat ing effect on larger 

floods then these damages represent the benefits of the scheme expressed on an average 

annual basis and converted to the Present Worth Value via the discount rate. 

Using the procedures outlined in Guideline No. 4, as well as current NSW Treasury guidelines, 

economic analyses were carried out assuming a 50 year economic life for projects and discount 

rates of 7% pa. (best estimate) and 11% and 4% pa. (sensitivity analyses). 

B8.3. Average Annual Damages 

The average annual damages for all flood events up to the Extreme Flood are shown below in 

Table B8.2 over the page.  Note that values have been quoted to two decimal places to highlight 

the relatively small recurring damages. 

B8.4. Present Worth of Damages at Narromine 

The Present Worth Value of damages likely to be experienced for all flood events up to the 

1% AEP and Extreme Flood, for a 50 year economic life and discount rates of 4, 7 and 11 per 

cent are shown in Table B8.3 over the page. 

For a discount rate of 7% pa and economic life of 50 years, the Present Worth Value of damages 

for all flood events up to the Extreme Flood is about $22.5 Million for the nominal flood level case, 

increasing to about $35.8 Million when freeboard is taken into account.  Therefore one or more 

schemes costing up to this amount could be economically justified if they eliminated damages in 

Narromine for all flood events up to this level.   While schemes costing more than this value 

would have a benefit/cost ratio less than 1, they may still be justified according  to a multi-

objective approach which considers other criteria in addition to economic feasibility.  Flood 

management measures are considered on a multi-objective basis in Chapter 4 of the Main 

Report. 
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TABLE B8.1 

TOTAL FLOOD DAMAGES IN NARROMINE 

$ MILLION 

Design 
Flood 
Event 

(% AEP) 

Nominal Flood Levels Nominal Flood Levels Plus Freeboard 

Residential 
Commercial/ 

Industrial 
Public Total Residential 

Commercial/ 
Industrial 

Public Total 

20 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

2 0.27 0 0 0.27 0.77 0 0 0.77 

1 43.32 3.30 3.07 49.69 88.01 9.36 6.10 103.47 

0.5 108.31 11.93 5.71 125.95 160.06 24.19 11.25 195.50 

0.2 201.94 30.10 12.25 244.29 257.57 51.85 16.80 326.22 

Extreme 314.53 78.46 23.77 416.76 335.65 92.65 27.47 455.77 
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TABLE B8.2 

AVERAGE ANNUAL DAMAGES IN NARROMINE 

$ MILLION 

Design 
Flood 
Event 

(% AEP) 

Nominal Flood Levels Nominal Flood Levels Plus Freeboard 

Residential 
Commercial/Ind

ustrial 
Public Total Residential 

Commercial/Ind
ustrial 

Public Total 

20 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

2 0.004 0 0 0.004 0.012 0 0 0.012 

1 0.22 0.02 0.02 0.25 0.46 0.05 0.03 0.53 

0.5 0.60 0.06 0.04 0.69 1.08 0.13 0.07 1.28 

0.2 1.36 0.16 0.08 1.60 2.10 0.32 0.14 2.56 

Extreme 1.39 0.16 0.08 1.63 2.13 0.32 0.15 2.60 

TABLE B8.3 

PRESENT WORTH VALUE OF DAMAGES IN NARROMINE 

$ MILLION 

Discount Rate 
(%) 

Nominal Flood Levels Nominal Flood Levels Plus Freeboard 

All Floods up to 
1% AEP 

All Floods up to 
Extreme Flood 

All Floods up to 
1% AEP 

All Floods up to 
Extreme Flood 

4 5.4 35.1 11.4 55.8 

7 3.5 22.5 7.3 35.8 

11 2.3 14.7 4.8 23.4 
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APPENDIX C 
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D1.1 Introduction 

This section of the Plan sets out specific controls to guide development of flood liable land in the 

Narromine Shire LGA.  The approach to managing future development that is subject to flooding 

supports the findings of a series of location specific floodplain risk management studies and plans 

that have been prepared as part of the NSW Government’s program to mitigate the impact of 

major floods and reduce the associated hazards in the floodplain. 

D1.2 Objectives in Relation to Flood Risk Management 

a) To minimise the potential impact of development and other activity upon the aesthetic,

recreational and ecological value of the waterway corridors.

b) Increase public awareness of the hazard and extent of land affected by all potential

floods, including floods greater than the 1% Annual Exceedance Probability (AEP) flood

and to ensure essential services and land uses are planned in recognition of all potential

floods.

c) Inform the community of Council's controls and policy for the use and development of

flood prone land.

d) Reduce the risk to human life and damage to property caused by flooding through

controlling development on land affected by potential floods.

e) Provide detailed controls for the assessment of applications lodged in accordance with

the Environmental Planning and Assessment Act 1979 on land affected by potential

floods.

f) Provide different guidelines, for the use and development of land subject to all potential

floods in the floodplain, which reflect the probability of the flood occurring and the

potential hazard within different areas.

g) Apply a “merit-based approach” to all development decisions which takes account of

social, economic and ecological considerations.

h) To control development and other activity within each of the individual floodplains within

the LGA having regard to the characteristics and level of information available for each of

the floodplains, in particular the availability of floodplain risk management studies and

plans prepared in accordance with the Floodplain Development Manual, issued by the

NSW Government.

i) Deal equitably and consistently with applications for development on land affected by

potential floods, in accordance with the principles contained in the Floodplain

Development Manual.

D1.3 Procedure for Determining What Controls Apply to Proposed Development 

The procedure Council will apply for determining the specific controls applying to proposed 

development in flood liable areas is set out below.  Upon enquiry by a prospective applicant, 

Council will make an initial assessment of the flood affectation and flood levels at the si te using 

the following procedure: 

 Assess whether the development is located on flood liable land from the Flood Planning

Map.

 Determine which set of prescriptive flood related planning controls apply to the

development from the Flood Planning Map (i.e. Main Stream Flooding or Major Overland

Flow).
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 Identify the category of the development from Schedule1: Land Use Categories.

 Determine the appropriate flood level at the site from the results of the location specific

flood or floodplain risk management study.

 Determine which part of the floodplain the development is located in from the Flood

Planning Constraint Category Map.

 Confirm that the development conforms with the relevant performance criteria, as well as

the prescriptive controls set out in either Schedule 2A for Main Stream Flooding affected

areas and Schedule 2B for Major Overland Flow affected areas.

With the benefit of this initial information from Council, the applicant will:  

 Prepare the documentation to support the Development Application according to the

requirements of Section D1.12.

A survey plan showing natural surface levels over the site will be required as part o f the 

Development Application documentation.  Provision of this plan by the applicant at the initial 

enquiry stage will assist Council in providing flood related information.  

D1.4 Land Use Categories 

The policy recognises seven different types of land use for which a graded set of flood related 

controls apply.  They are included in Schedule 1: Land Use Categories. 

D1.5 Flood Planning Constraint Categories 

For those floodplains where Council has adopted a flood or floodplain risk management study, 

the identified flood liable land has been divided into the following four Flood Planning Constraint 

Categories (FPCCs): 

 Flood Planning Constraint Category 1 (FPCC 1), which comprises areas where factors

such as the depth and velocity of flow, time of rise, and evacuation problems mean that

the land is unsuitable for most types of development.  The majority of new development

types are excluded from this zone due to its potential impact on flood behaviour and the

hazardous nature of flooding.

 Flood Planning Constraint Category 2 (FPCC 2), which comprises areas which lie

within the extent of the Flood Planning Area where the existing flood risk warrants careful

consideration and the application of significant flood related controls on future

development.

 Flood Planning Constraint Category 3 (FPCC 3), which comprises areas which lie

within the extent of the Flood Planning Area but outside areas designated FPCC1 and

FPCC2.  Areas designated FPCC3 are more suitable for new development and expansion

of existing development provided it is carried out in accordance with the controls set out

in this document.

 Flood Planning Constraint Category 4 (FPCC 4), which comprises the area which lies

between the extent of the Flood Planning Area and the Probable Maximum Flood

(PMF)/Extreme Flood.  Flood related controls in areas designated FPCC4 are typically

limited to flood evacuation and emergency response, although additional controls apply to

essential community facilities and utilities that are critical for response and recovery, as

well as community hospitals, residential care facilities and group homes.
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D1.6 Development Controls 

The development controls have been graded relative to the severity and frequency of potential 

floods, having regard to the FPCCs determined by the relevant Floodplain Risk Management 

Study and Plan or, if no such study or plan exists, Council’s interim considerations.  

The objectives of the development controls are: 

a) To require developments with high sensitivity to flood risk to be designed so that they are

subject to minimal risk.

b) To allow development with a lower sensitivity to the flood hazard to be located within the

floodplain, provided the risk of harm and damage to property is minimised.

c) To minimise the intensification of the high flood risk areas, and if possible, allow for their

conversion to natural waterway corridors.

d) To ensure design and siting controls required to address the flood hazard do not result in

unreasonable social, economic or environmental impacts.

e) To minimise the risk to life by ensuring the provision of reliable access from areas

affected by flooding.

f) To minimise the damage to property arising from flooding.

g) To ensure the proposed development does not expose existing development to increased

risks associated with flooding.

The performance criteria which are to be applied when assessing a proposed development are: 

a) The proposed development should not result in any significant increase in risk to human

life, or in a significant increase in economic or social costs as a result of flooding.

b) The proposal should only be permitted where effective warning time and reliable access

is available to an area free of risk from flooding, consistent with any relevant Flood Plan

or flood evacuation strategy.

c) Development should not significantly increase the potential for damage or risk other

properties either individually or in combination with the cumulative impact of development

that is likely to occur in the same floodplain.

d) Procedures would be in place, if necessary, (such as warning systems, signage or

evacuation drills) so that people are aware of the need to evacuate are capable of

identifying the appropriate evacuation route.

e) Development should not result in significant impacts upon the amenity of an area by way

of unacceptable overshadowing of adjoining properties, privacy impacts (e.g. by

unsympathetic house–raising) or by being incompatible with the streetscape or character

of the locality.

The prescriptive controls which apply to development that is proposed on land affected by Main 

Stream Flooding and Major Overland Flow are set out in Schedules 2A and 2B, respectively. 
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D1.7 Proposals to Modify Flood Planning Constraint Categories 

In certain situations it may be feasible to modify existing flood behaviour through engineering 

works which in turn would enable the extent of the FPCCs to be modified at a particular location. 

Proposals to modify an FPCC at a particular location would need to be supported by a detailed 

flooding investigation, further details of which are set out in Section D1.12 below.  Proposals 

would also need to demonstrate consistency with the flood related objectives and performance 

criteria of both the Narromine Local Environmental Plan and the Narromine Shire Development 

Control Plan. 

D1.8 Development Requiring a Higher Level of Protection 

Developments including nursing homes, aged care facilities and the like are usually 

recommended to be built at levels higher than the residential FPL, noting the limited mobility of 

occupants.  However, in the case of Narromine, flood warning times are such that adequate 

notification of the need to evacuate in times of extreme flooding is available.  

The Narromine Shire Development Control Plan therefore nominates the 1% AEP flood level plus 

0.5 m as the FPL for Flood Vulnerable Residential Development (which includes nursing homes, 

aged care facilities and the like).  The applicant is to ensure that valuable equipment necessary 

for the operation of the facility is located at or above the nominated FPL, either permanently or 

via relocation to a temporary storage area suitable for this purpose.  Additionally, these types of 

developments are to contain flood compatible building materials up to the PMF/Extreme Flood 

level to ensure that damage suffered by these important buildings is lessened in a more severe 

flood and inhabitants can move back into their residences faster after flood waters have 

subsided. 

D1.9 Additions to Existing Dwellings and Ancillary Developments 

For all new developments, it is recognised that the residential FPL is the minimum benchmark for 

floor levels.  Additions are separately categorised in Annexures 2A and 2B for instances where 

building up to the residential FPL is impractical or unreasonable. Appendix I 6.3.2 of the 

Floodplain Development Manual 2005 states that additions can be built below the FPL ‘where, in 

the opinion of Council, the floor level requirement is impractical or unreasonable’ .  

A range of criteria has been applied to this section to clarify instances where Council is of the 

opinion that building up to the residential FPL would be impractical or unreasonable for various 

types of developments, as outlined below:  

Dwelling Additions 

 The addition is not to exceed 50% of the floor area of the existing dwelling (habitable floor

area), and

 The addition is to be designed to withstand the force of floodwaters including debris and

buoyancy forces. A detailed report from a practising structural engineer certifying that the

addition can achieve this is required. NOTE: For calculation of debris forces, assume a

solid object of mass 250 kg travelling at a velocity of 2.0 metres/second, and

 The addition is proposed to be built from flood compatible materials (as included in

Annexures 3A and 3B) up to the 1% plus 0.5 m level, and
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 The addition is proposed in a precinct which allows such additions to be captured by this

clause, as shown in Annexures 2A and 2B and on Figure D1.2.

If an addition to a dwelling meets all of the above criteria, it may be built at the same floor level as 

the existing building.  Council reserves the right to review each application submitted and 

potentially applying to this section on individual merits and in some cases, building up to the 

residential FPL may be warranted.  Applications submitted under this subsection (Dwelling 

Additions) may only be approved once for each individual allotment or building, to ensure 

cumulative impacts are minimised/controlled.  

Outbuildings 

 The outbuilding is proposed in a precinct which allows such development to be captured

by this clause, as shown in Annexures 2A and 2B and on Figure D1.2, and

 The outbuilding is proposed to be built from flood compatible building materials (as

specified in Annexures 3A and 3B) up to the 1% plus 0.5 m level, and

 The outbuilding is to be designed to withstand the force of floodwaters including debr is

and buoyancy forces. A detailed report from a practising structural engineer certifying that

the addition can achieve this is required. NOTE: For calculation of debris forces, assume

a solid object of mass 250 kg travelling at a velocity of 2.0 metres/second, and

 A location for the storage of goods during a flood event is to be provided inside the

outbuilding with a minimum floor area of 10% of the gross floor area of the outbuilding

proposed. This area is to be built to at least the residential FPL, being the 1% plus 0.5 m

level.

D1.10 Special Requirements for Skypark Development 

Skypark is a special use development, unique in its concept of providing lots for residential 

dwellings with a hangar for aircraft storage in the backyard. Skypark is located off the Warren 

Road zoned R1 Residential, under Narromine LEP 2011.  Further flood modelling has been 

carried out over the Skypark site to determine flood levels for new residential development in this 

area. In this area the Macquarie River surcharges its left bank and floodwaters flow in generally a 

westerly direction across the Warren Road and into the aerodrome. 

Development Controls 

i. Hangars at Skypark are able to be built at natural ground surface levels.  This is in

recognition that the Skypark covenant does not allow a hangar to be built without a

dwelling also being built on the site. The dwelling needs to be built to the 1% AEP flood

level plus 0.5 m freeboard and as such, adequate storage for any important items in the

hangar, is available in the dwelling.

ii. For the lots which run in an east-westerly direction (being 20-25 inclusive, 59-61 incl, 51,

26-30 incl, 45-46, 58, 31-44 incl, 85), not more than 50% of the width of the lot frontage to

the street is to be impeded by impenetrable walls or fences.  This  is to allow floodwaters

to escape to the west in the design 1% AEP flood.  Any fences proposed must ensure

that 50% of the lot width is open.  Any dwellings built on these lots are not to be more

than 50% of the width of the lot frontage.  Any hangars bui lt on these lots must be able to

be opened at both the eastern and western ends to a width of 50% of their allotment

width. This can be done with roller or hangar doors or personal access doors
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D1.11 Special Requirements for Fencing 

The objectives are: 

a) To ensure that fencing does not result in the undesirable obstruction of the free flow of

floodwater.

b) To ensure that fencing does not become unsafe during floods so as to threaten the

integrity of structures or the safety of people.

c) Fencing is to be constructed in a manner which does not significantly increase flood

damage or risk on surrounding land.

The performance criterion which is to be applied when assessing proposed fencing are: 

a) Fencing is to be constructed in a manner that does not affect the flow of floodwater so as

to detrimentally increase flood affection on surrounding land.

b) Fencing shall be certified by an engineer specialising in hydraulic engineering, that the

proposed fencing is adequately constructed so as to withstand the force of floodwater, or

collapse in a controlled manner to prevent the undesirable impediment of floodwater.

The prescriptive controls which apply to any proposed fencing on land designated FPCC 1, 

FPCC 2 and FPCC 3 are: 

a) An applicant will need to demonstrate that the fence (new or replacement fence) would

create no impediment to the flow of floodwater.  Appropriate fences must satisfy the

following:

 an open collapsible hinged fence structure or pool type fence, or louvre fencing;

 must not be constructed of non-permeable materials; or

 must allow floodwaters to equalised on both sides and minimise entrapment of flood

debris.

D1.12 Explanatory Notes on Lodging Applications 

Follow these major steps to lodge the application: 

a) Check the proposal is permissible in the zoning of the land by reference to any applicable

environmental planning instruments.

b) Consider any other relevant planning controls of Council (e.g. controls in any other

relevant part of the DCP).

c) Check whether your property is located either partially or wholly within the Flood Planning

Area or Outer Floodplain, as defined on the Flood Planning Map.

d) Determine which set of prescriptive flood related planning controls apply to the

development from the Flood Planning Map.

e) Determine which Flood Planning Constraint Category (FPCC) applies to the developable

portion of your property by reference to the Flood Planning Constraint Category Map.

Enquire with Council regarding existing flood risk mapping or whether a site–specific

assessment may be warranted.  A property may be located in more than one FPCC and

the assessment must consider the controls that apply in each.  The flow diagram below

summarises this consideration process.
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f) Determine the land use category relevant to the development proposal, by firstly

confirming how it is defined by the relevant environmental planning instrument and

secondly by ascertaining the land use category from Schedule 1: Land Use Categories.

g) Assess and document how the proposal will achieve the performance criteria for

proposed development and associated fencing set out in Sections D1.6 and D1.8.

h) Check if the proposal will satisfy the prescriptive controls for different land use categories

in different FPCCs, as specified in either Schedule 2A or Schedule 2B.

i) If the proposal does not comply with the prescriptive controls, determine whether the

performance criteria are nonetheless achieved.

j) Illustrations provided in this plan to demonstrate the intent of development controls are

diagrammatic only. Proposals must satisfy all relevant controls contained in this plan and

associated legislation.

k) The assistance of Council staff or an experienced engineer or planner may be required at

various steps in the process to ensure that the flood risk management related

requirements of this Plan are fully and satisfactorily addressed.

Note that compliance with all the requirements of this plan does not guarantee that an application  

will be approved. 

Information required with an application to address this plan is as follows:  

a) Applications must include information which addresses all relevant controls listed above,

and the following matters as applicable.

b) Applications for alterations and additions (see either Schedule 2A or Schedule 2B) to an

existing dwelling on flood liable land shall be accompanied by documentation from a

registered surveyor confirming existing floor levels.

c) Development applications affected by this plan shall be accompanied by a survey plan

showing:

i. The position of the existing building/s or proposed building/s;

ii. The existing ground levels to Australian Height Datum around the perimeter of the

building and contours of the site; and

iii. The existing or proposed floor levels to Australian Height Datum.

d) Applications for earthworks, filling of land and subdivision shall be accompanied by a

survey plan (with a contour interval of 0.25 m) showing relative levels to Australian Height

Datum.

e) For large scale developments, or developments where an existing catchment based  flood

study is not available, a flood study using a fully dynamic one or two dimensional

computer model may be required.  For smaller developments the existing flood study may

be used if available and suitable (e.g. it contains sufficient local detail), or otherwise a

flood study prepared in a manner consistent with the latest edition of Australian Rainfall

and Runoff and the Floodplain Development Manual, will be required.  From this study,

the following information shall be submitted in plan form:

i. water surface contours;

ii. velocity vectors;

iii. velocity and depth product contours;
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iv. delineation of flood risk precincts relevant to individual floodplains; and

v. show both existing and proposed flood profiles for the full range of events for total

development including all structures and works (such as revegetation/

enhancements).

This information is required for the pre–developed and post–developed scenarios. 

f) Where the controls for a particular development proposal require an assessment of

structural soundness during potential floods, the following impacts must be addressed:

i. hydrostatic pressure;

ii. hydrodynamic pressure;

iii. impact of debris; and

iv. buoyancy forces.

Foundations need to be included in the structural analysis.  
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D1.13 Glossary of Terms 

Note:  For expanded list of definitions, refer to Glossary contained within the NSW Government Floodplain 

Development Manual, 2005. 

TERM DEFINITION 

Annual Exceedance 

Probability (AEP) 

The chance of a flood of a given or larger size occurring in any one year, 

usually expressed as a percentage.  For example, for a flood magnitude 

having five per cent AEP, there is a five per cent probability that there would 

be floods of greater magnitude each year.   

Australian Height Datum 

(AHD) 

A common national surface level datum corresponding approximately to 

mean sea level. 

Floodplain Area of land which is subject to inundation by floods up to and including the 

Probable Maximum Flood or Extreme Flood event, that is, flood prone land. 

Flood Planning Area 
The area of land that is shown to be in the Flood Planning Area on the Flood 

Planning Map. 

Flood Planning Map The Flood Planning Map shows the extent of land on which flood related 

development controls apply in a given area, noting that other areas may exist 

which are not mapped but where flood related development controls apply.   

Flood Planning 

Constraint Category 1 

(FPCC 1) 

Comprises areas where factors such as the depth and velocity of flow, time of 

rise, and evacuation problems mean that the land is unsuitable for most types 

of development.  The majority of new development types are excluded from 

this zone due to its potential impact on flood behaviour and the hazardous 

nature of flooding 

Flood Planning 

Constraint Category 2 

(FPCC 2) 

Comprises areas which lie below the Flood Planning Level where the existing 

flood risk warrants careful consideration and the application of significant 

flood related controls on future development.   

Flood Planning 

Constraint Category 3 

(FPCC 3) 

Comprises areas which lie below the Flood Planning Level but outside areas 

designated FPCC1 and FPCC2.  Areas designated FPCC3 are more suitable 

for new development and expansion of existing development provided it is 

carried out in accordance with the controls set out in this document.  

Flood Planning 

Constraint Category 4 

(FPCC 4) 

Comprises the area which lies above the Flood Planning Level but within the 

extent of the Probable Maximum Flood or Extreme Flood.  Flood related 

controls in areas designated FPCC4 are typically limited to flood evacuation 

and emergency response, although additional controls apply to essential 

community facilities and utilities that are critical for response and recovery, 

as well as community hospitals, residential care facilities and group homes. 

Flood Planning Level 

(FPL)  

Flood levels selected for planning purposes, as determined by the relevant 

adopted floodplain risk management study and plan, or as part of a site 

specific study 

In the absence of an adopted floodplain risk management study and plan for 

a particular location, the FPL is defined as the peak 1% AEP flood level plus 

the addition of a 0.5 m freeboard. 
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TERM DEFINITION 

Flood Prone/Flood Liable 

Land 

Land susceptible to flooding by the Probable Maximum Flood or Extreme 

Flood.  Flood Prone land is synonymous with Flood Liable land. 

Floodway Those areas of the floodplain where a significant discharge of water occurs 

during floods. They are often aligned with naturally defined channels.  

Floodways are areas that, even if only partially blocked, would cause a 

significant redistribution of flood flow, or a significant increase in flood levels. 

Flood Storage Area Those parts of the floodplain that may be important for the temporary storage 

of floodwaters during the passage of a flood.  Loss of flood storage can 

increase the severity of flood impacts by reducing natural flood attenuation.  

Freeboard Provides reasonable certainty that the risk exposure selected in deciding a 

particular flood chosen as the basis for the Flood Planning Level is actually 

provided.  It is a factor of safety typically used in relation to the setting of floor 

levels, levee crest levels, etc.  Freeboard is included in the Flood Planning 

Level.  

Habitable Room In a residential situation: a living or working area, such as a lounge room, 

dining room, kitchen, bedroom or workroom. 

In an industrial or commercial situation: an area used for offices or to store 

valuable possessions susceptible to flood damage in the event of a flood. 

Local Drainage Land on an overland flow path where the depth of inundation during the 

1% AEP storm event is less than 0.1 m. 

Main Stream Flooding Inundation of normally dry land occurring when water overflows the natural or 

artificial banks of a stream, river, estuary, lake or dam.   

Major Overland Flow Where the depth of overland flow during the 1% AEP storm event is greater 

than 0.1 m. 

Probable Maximum Flood 

(PMF) or Extreme Flood 

The largest flood that could conceivably occur at a particular location.  

Generally, it is not physically or economically possible to provide complete 

protection against this event.  The Probable Maximum Flood or Extreme 

Flood defines the extent of flood prone land, that is, the floodplain. 
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SCHEDULE 1 

LAND USE CATEGORIES 

Essential Community 

Facilities and Critical 

Utilities and land 

uses 

Flood Vulnerable 

Residential 

Subdivision and 

Filling 
Residential 

Commercial/ 

Industrial 

Recreation or 

Non-Urban 

Additions to 

Dwellings and 

Ancillary 

Developments 

Place of Assembly or 

Public building that 

may provide an 

important contribution 

to the notification and 

evacuation of the 

community during 

flood events; 

Hospitals; 

Telecommunication 

facilities; Public Utility 

Installation that may 

cause pollution of 

waterways during 

flooding, or if affected 

during flood events 

would significantly 

affect the ability of the 

community to return to 

normal activities after 

the flood events. 

Hazardous industry; 

Hazardous storage 

establishments. 

Group home; Housing 

for aged or disabled 

persons; and Units for 

aged persons; Child 

care centre, 

Institutions, 

Educational 

establishments. 

Subdivision of land 

involving the creation 

of new allotments for 

residential purposes; 

Earthworks or filling 

operations covering 

100 m2 or more than 

0.3 m deep. 

Dwelling; Residential 

flat building; Home 

industry; Boarding 

house; Professional 

consulting rooms; 

Public utility 

undertakings (other 

than critical utilities); 

Utility installation 

(other than critical 

utilities); Caravan Park 

(vans do not have to 

be built up, only 

permanent structures 

with footings and/or 

tie-downs). 

Bulk Store; Bus depot; 

Bus station; Car repair 

stations; Club; 

Commercial premises; 

General store; Health 

care professional; 

Hotel; Intensive 

livestock keeping; 

Junkyard; Liquid fuel 

depot; Motel; Motor 

showroom; Place of 

Assembly (other than 

essential community 

facilities; Place of 

public worship; Public 

building (other than 

essential community 

facilities); Recreation 

facility; Refreshment 

room; Road transport 

terminal; Rural 

industry; Service 

station; Shop; Tourist 

facilities; Warehouse, 

car repair station, 

church, light industry, 

industry, plant 

nursery, roadside stall, 

sawmill. 

Agriculture; Extractive 

industry; Forestry; 

Mine; Plantation 

forest; Retail nursery; 

Recreation area; 

Roadside stall; Stock 

and saleyard, hangar. 

Dwelling Additions* 

Outbuildings* 

Change of Use* 

Private Swimming 

Pools*  

*For specific criteria

on these, refer

Section D1.9.
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SCHEDULE 2A 

PRESCRIPTIVE FLOOD RELATED DEVELOPMENT CONTROLS – MAIN STREAM FLOODING 

Planning 
considerations 

Flood Planning Constraint Category 1 
(FPCC 1) 

Flood Planning Constraint Category 2 
(FPCC 2) 

Flood Planning Constraint Category 3 
(FPCC 3) 

Flood Planning Constraint Category 4 
(FPCC 4) 
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Minimum Habitable 

Floor Level 
A1 

A2 
A3 

A2 A4 A1 
A2 
A3 

A2 A2 A2 A4 A1 
A2 
A3 

A2 A2 

Building Components B1 B1 B1 B1 B1 B1 B2 B2 B1 B1 B1 B1 B2 B2 

Structural Soundness C2 C1 C1 C1 C1 C1 C2 C2 C1 C1 C1 C1 C2 C2 

Flood Affectation D1 D1 D1 D1 D1 D1 D2 D1 D1 D1 D1 D1 D1 D2 

Emergency Response E4 
E2 
or 
E3 

E4 
E5 

E3 
E4 

E3 
E4 

E4 
E2 
or 
E3 

E2 
E4 

E2 
E4 

E4 
E5 

E2 
E4 

E2 
E4 

E4 
E2 
or 
E3 

E2 
or 
E3 

E2 
E4 

Management and 

Design 
F2 

F3 
F2 
F3 

F1 F2 
F2 
F3 
F4 

F2 
F3 

F2 
F3 

F2 
F3 
F4 

F2 
F3 
F4 

F1 F2 
F2 
F3 
F4 

F2 
F2 
F3 

F2 
F3 

F2 
F3 
F4 

Stormwater G2 
G1 
G2 

G1 
G2 

G1 
G2 

G2 
G1 
G2 

G1 
G2 

G1 
G2 

G1 
G2 

G1 
G2 

G2 G1 G1 

Parking and Driveway 

Access 

H2 
H4 
H6 
H7 

H6 
H7 
H8 

H1 
H3 
H5 
H6 
H7 

H1 
H3 
H5 
H6 
H7 

H1 
H3 
H5 
H6 
H7 

H2 
H4 
H6 
H7 

H6 
H7 
H8 

H1 
H3 
H5 
H6 
H7 

H1 
H3 
H5 
H6 
H7 

H1 
H3 
H5 
H6 
H7 

H1 
H3 
H5 
H6 
H7 

H1 
H3 
H5 
H6 
H7 

H2 
H4 

H6 
H7 

H6 
H7 
H8 

H3 H3 

Not Relevant Unsuitable Land Use 
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SCHEDULE 2B 

PRESCRIPTIVE FLOOD RELATED DEVELOPMENT CONTROLS – MAJOR OVERLAND FLOW 

Planning 
considerations 

Flood Planning Constraint Category 1 
(FPCC 1) 

Flood Planning Constraint Category 2 
(FPCC 2) 

Flood Planning Constraint Category 3 
(FPCC 3) 

Flood Planning Constraint Category 4 
(FPCC 4) 
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Minimum Habitable 
Floor Level

A1 
A2 
A4 

A2 A4 A1 
A2 
A3 

A2 A2 A2 A4 A1 
A2 
A3 

A2 A2 

Building Components B1 B1 B1 B1 B1 B1 B2 B2 B1 B1 B1 B1 B2 B2 

Structural Soundness C1 C1 C1 C1 C1 C1 C2 C2 C1 C1 C1 C1 C2 C2 

Flood Affectation D1 D1 D1 D1 D1 D1 D2 

Emergency Response E1 E1 E5 
E2 
orE
3 

E2 
E4 

E5 
E2 
or 
E3 

E2 
E4 

Management and 

Design 
F2 F2 

F1 
F3 

F2 
F2 
F4 

F2 F2 
F2 
F3 

F2 
F3 
F4 

F1 
F3 

F4 
F2 
F3 

F2 
F3 
F4 

Stormwater G1 G1 G1 G1 G1 G1 G1 G1 G1 G1 

Parking and Driveway 

Access 

H2 
H4 
H6 
H7 

H6 
H7 
H8 

H1 
H3 
H5 
H6 
H7 

H1 
H3 
H5 
H6 
H7 

H1 
H3 
H5 
H6 
H7 

H2 
H4 
H6 
H7 

H6 
H7 
H8 

H1 
H3 
H5 
H6 

H1 
H3 
H5 
H6 

H1 
H3 
H5 
H6 

H1 
H3 
H5 
H6 

H1 
H3 
H5 
H6 

H2 
H4 

H6 

H6 
H8 

H3 H3 

Not Relevant Unsuitable Land Use 
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Prescriptive controls for associated planning considerations under each FPCC 

Minimum Habitable Floor Level 

A1 Habitable floor levels to be set no lower than the 2% AEP flood level plus 

freeboard(1) unless justified by site specific assessment. 

A2 Habitable floor levels to be set no lower than the 1% AEP flood level plus 

freeboard(1). 

A3 Habitable floor levels to be as close to the Minimum Habitable Floor Level as 

practical and no lower than the existing floor level when undertaking concessional 

development. 

A4 Habitable floor levels to be as close to the 1% AEP flood level plus freeboard(1) as 

practical, but no lower than the 2% AEP flood level plus freeboard(1).  In situations 

where the habitable floor level is set below the 1% AEP flood level plus 

freeboard(1), a mezzanine area equal to 20% of the total habitable floor area or 

20 m2 (whichever is the largest) is to be provided, the elevation of which is to be 

set no lower than the 1% AEP flood level plus freeboard(1). 

Building Components & Method 

B1 All structures to have flood compatible building components below the 

1% AEP flood level plus freeboard(1) (refer Schedules 3A and 3B). 

B2 All structures to have flood compatible building components below the 

1% AEP flood plus freeboard(1) or the PMF/Extreme Flood level, 

whichever is the highest  (refer Schedules 3A and 3B). 

Structural Soundness 

C1 Engineers report to certify that any structure can withstand the forces of 

floodwater, debris and buoyancy up to and including a 1% AEP flood plus 

freeboard(1). 

C2 Applicant to demonstrate that any structure can withstand the forces of 

floodwater, debris and buoyancy up to and including a 1% AEP flood plus 

freeboard(1) or a PMF/Extreme, whichever is the greatest. 

Flood Affectation 

D1 Engineers report required to certify that the development will not increase flood 

affectation elsewhere. 

D2 The impact of the development on flooding elsewhere to be considered. 

Note: When assessing flood affectation the following must be considered: 

1. Loss of storage in the floodplain (Only for development being assessed under

Schedule 2A). 

2. Changes in flood levels and flow velocities caused by alteration of conveyance of flood

waters. 

3. Impacts of urbanisation on peak flood flows and volumes.

Emergency Response 

E1 Reliable egress for pedestrians and vehicles required during a 1% AEP 

flood. 

E2 Reliable egress for pedestrians and vehicles required during a 

PMF/Extreme Flood. 

E3 Reliable egress for pedestrians or vehicles is required from the building, 

commencing at a minimum level equal to the lowest habitable floor 

level to an area of refuge above the PMF/Extreme Flood level, or a 

minimum of 20 m2 of the dwelling to be above the PMF/Extreme Flood 

level. 

E4 The development is to be consistent with any relevant flood evacuation 

strategy or similar plan. 

E5 Applicant to demonstrate that there is rising road egress/access from all 

allotments internal to the subdivision to land which lies above the 

PMF/Extreme Flood. 

Management and Design 

F1 Applicant to demonstrate that potential development as a consequence of a 

subdivision or development proposal can be undertaken in accord with this 

Plan. 

F2 Flood Safe Plan (home or business or farm houses) to address safety and 

property damage issues (including goods storage and stock management) 

considering the full range of flood risk. 

F3 Site Emergency Response Flood Plan required considering the full range of 

flood risk 

F4 No external storage of materials below the Minimum Habitable Floor Level 

which may cause pollution or be potentially hazardous during any flood. 

Stormwater 

G1 Engineers report required to certify that the development will not affect stormwater 

drainage. 

G2 The impact of the development on local overland flooding to be considered. 

Parking and Driveway Access 

H1 The minimum surface level of open car parking spaces or carports shall be as high as practical, but no lower than the 2% AEP flood or the level of the crest of the 

road at the location where the site has access.  In the case of garages, minimum surface level shall be as high as practical but no lower than the 2% AEP flood. 

H2 The minimum surface level of open car parking spaces, carports or garages shall be as high as practical 

H3 Garages capable of accommodating more than three motor vehicles on land zoned for urban purposes, or enclosed car parking, must be protected from 

inundation by floods up to the 1% AEP flood plus freeboard(1). 

H4 The driveway providing access between the road and parking space shall be as high as practical and generally rising in the egress direction. 

H5 The level of the driveway providing access between the road and parking space shall be no lower than 0.3 m below the 1% AEP flood or such that the depth of 

inundation during a 1% AEP flood is not greater than either the depth at the road or the depth at the car parking space.  A lesser standard may be accepted for 

single detached dwelling houses where it can be demonstrated that risk to human life would not be compromised. 

H6 Enclosed car parking and car parking areas accommodating more than three vehicles (other than on Rural zoned land), with a floor level below the 2% AEP flood 

or more than 0.8 m below the 1% AEP flood level, shall have adequate warning systems, signage and exits. 

H7 Restraints or vehicle barriers to be provided to prevent floating vehicles leaving the site during a 1% AEP flood. 

H8 Driveway and parking space levels to be no lower than the design ground/floor levels.  Where this is not practical, a lower level may be considered.  In these 

circumstances, the level is to be as high as practical, and, when undertaking concessional development, no lower than existing levels. 

H9 Flood related parking and access requirements to be advised by Council if necessary. Contact Council for advice as early as possible. 

Unless stated otherwise in an adopted location specific Floodplain Risk Management Study and Plan, freeboard is equal to 0.5 m for development being assessed under Schedule 2A and 0.3 m for development being assessed 

under Schedule 2B.
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SCHEDULE 3A 

GENERAL BUILDING MATTERS 

Electrical and Mechanical Equipment 

For dwellings constructed on land to which this policy applies, the electrical and mechanical materials, 

equipment and installation should conform to the following requirements. 

Main Power Supply 

Subject to the approval of the relevant authority the incoming main commercial power service equipment, 

including all metering equipment, shall be located above the relevant elevation referred to in control B1 or 

B2 of Schedules 2A and 2B.  Means shall be available to easily isolate the dwelling from the main power 

supply. 

Wiring 

All wiring, power outlets, switches, etc, should be, to the maximum extent possible, located above the 

relevant elevation referred to in control B1 or B2 of Schedules 2A and 2B.  All electrical wiring installed 

below this level should be suitable for continuous underwater immersion and should contain no fibrous 

components.  Earth leakage circuit breakers (core balance relays) must be installed.  Only submersible type 

splices should be used below the relevant elevation referred to in control B1 or B2 of Schedules 2A and 

2B.  All conduits located below the relevant designated flood level should be so installed that they will be 

self-draining if subjected to flooding. 

Equipment 

All equipment installed below or partially below the relevant elevation referred to in control B1 or B2 of 

Schedules 2A and 2B should be capable of disconnection by a single plug and socket assembly. 

Reconnection 

Should any electrical device and/or part of the wiring be flooded it should be thoroughly cleaned or replaced 

and checked by an approved electrical contractor before reconnection. 

Heating and Air Conditioning Systems 

Where viable, heating and air conditioning systems should be installed in areas and spaces of the house 

above the relevant elevation referred to in control B1 or B2 of Schedules 2A and 2B.  When this is not 

feasible, every precaution should be taken to minimise the damage caused by submersion according to the 

following guidelines: 

i) Fuel

Heating systems using gas or oil as a fuel should have a manually operated valve located in the fuel supply 

line to enable fuel cut-off. 

ii) Installation

The heating equipment and fuel storage tanks should be mounted on and securely anchored to a foundation 

pad of sufficient mass to overcome buoyancy and prevent movement that could damage the fuel supply 

line.  All storage tanks should be vented to the relevant elevation referred to in control B1 or B2 of 

Schedules 2A and 2B. 

iii) Ducting

All ductwork located below the relevant elevation referred to in control B1 or B2 of Schedules 2A and 2B 

should be provided with openings for drainage and cleaning.  Self-draining may be achieved by constructing 

the ductwork on a suitable grade.  Where ductwork must pass through a watertight wall or floor below the 

relevant flood level, a closure assembly operated from above the relevant elevation set out under B1 or B2 

of Schedules 2A and 2B should protect the ductwork. 

Sewer 

All sewer connections to properties in flood prone areas are to be fitted with reflux valves.  
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SCHEDULE 3B 

FLOOD COMPATIBLE MATERIALS 

Building Component Flood Compatible 

Material 

Building Component Flood Compatible 

Material 

Flooring and Sub Floor 

Structure 
 Concrete slab-on-

ground monolith

construction. Note:

clay filling is not

permitted beneath

slab-on-ground

construction which

could be inundated.

 Pier and beam

construction or

 Suspended reinforced

concrete slab

Doors  Solid panel with

waterproof adhesives

 Flush door with

marine ply filled with

closed cell foam

 Painted material

construction

 Aluminium or

galvanised steel

frame

Floor Covering  Clay tiles

 Concrete, precast or

in situ

 Concrete tiles

 Epoxy formed-in-place

 Mastic flooring,

formed-in-place

 Rubber sheets or tiles

with chemical set

adhesive

 Silicone floors formed-

in-place

 Vinyl sheets or tiles

with chemical-set

adhesive

 Ceramic tiles, fixed

with mortar or

chemical set adhesive

 Asphalt tiles, fixed

with water resistant

adhesive

 Removable rubber-

backed carpet

Wall and Ceiling 

Linings 
 Brick, face or glazed

 Clay tile glazed in

waterproof mortar

 Concrete

 Concrete block

 Steel with waterproof

applications

 Stone natural solid or

veneer, waterproof

grout

 Glass blocks

 Glass

 Plastic sheeting or

wall with waterproof

adhesive

Wall Structure Solid brickwork, blockwork, 

reinforced, concrete or 

mass concrete 

Insulation  Foam or closed cell

types

Windows Aluminium frame with 

stainless steel or brass 

rollers 

Nails, Bolts, Hinges 

and Fittings 
 Galvanised

 Removable pin hinges
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Figure 2.8

UPDATED FLOOD FREQUENCY ANALYSIS
MACQUARIE RIVER AT BAROONA STREAM GAUGE (GS 421127)
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Figure 3.2
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FLOOD DAMAGES
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MINUTES OF THE NARROMINE SHOWGROUND & RACECOURSE ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

MEETING HELD IN COUNCIL’S CHAMBERS ON THURSDAY 20 MAY 2021 

    Page   1 

PRESENT: Cr Dawn Collins, Nick Powell (Narromine Show Society), Claire Gill (Narromine Pony 

Club), Bill Gibbs (Narromine Show Society), Shelli Hazzard (Narromine Turf Club) Robert Kirkby 

(Narromine Turf Club), Sally Packham (Narromine Pony Club) and Alison Attwater (Minute 

Taker) 

1. WELCOME

The Chair welcomed those present and declared the meeting open at 3.07 pm.

2. APOLOGIES

RECOMMENDED Claire Gill/Nick Powell that the apologies of Cr Les Lambert and

Robert Handsaker (Narromine Turf Club) be accepted.

3. DECLARATION/CONFLICT OF INTEREST

Nil

4. CONFIRMATION OF MINUTES FROM PREVIOUS MEETING

RECOMMENDED Robert Kirkby/Bill Gibbs that the minutes of the previous meeting

held on 18 February 2021 be accepted as a true and accurate record of the

meeting.

5. BUSINESS ARISING FROM THE MINUTES

Nil

6. REPORT TO NARROMINE SHOWGROUND AND RACECOURSE ADVISORY COMMITTEE

1) Follow up Items

A) It was raised that the new entrance sign was not required at this time and that

this project be put on hold.

B) Narromine Turf Club advised that they are investigating engineering options for

the race callers tower.

C) Council advised that the air-conditioning system in the Turf Club dining area will

be finalised by the end of May 202.

RECOMMENDED: Claire Gill/Shelly Hazzard that the information be noted
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MINUTES OF THE NARROMINE SHOWGROUND & RACECOURSE ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

MEETING HELD IN COUNCIL’S CHAMBERS ON THURSDAY 20 MAY 2021 

    Page   2 

REPORT TO NARROMINE SHOWGROUND AND RACECOURSE ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

Cont’d.  

2) Work Health and Safety

Narromine Pony Club reported an ongoing water leak in their area.

Action: CRM to be placed by Council 

The matter of dead trees at the showground was raised. Council advised that 

inspections have been carried out and are currently working through a priority list. 

Action: Council to investigate tree removal 

timeline 

RECOMMENDED: Nick Powell/Bill Gibbs that the information be noted. 

3) Bookings

It was reported that fire buckets were used at a recent private showground function.

Grass was damaged due to fire buckets being placed on the ground.

RECOMMENDED: Sally Packham/Claire Gill that bricks be placed under fire buckets 

in the future. 

4) Financial Report

RECOMMENDED: Shelly Hazzard/Sally Packham that the Financial Report as 

presented be accepted. 

5) Directors Report

RECOMMENDED: Nick Powell/Bill Gibbs that the Director’s Report as presented be

accepted.

6) GENERAL BUSINESS

Narromine Turf Club raised the need for a CCTV monitoring system at the

showground. Discussion took place and it was decided that Narromine Turf Club

would investigate options for a monitoring system. This system is to cover all three

user groups areas.  Further to this discussion, it was decided that if quotations came

in under $15,000.00 this project could commence.
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MINUTES OF THE NARROMINE SHOWGROUND & RACECOURSE ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

MEETING HELD IN COUNCIL’S CHAMBERS ON THURSDAY 20 MAY 2021 

    Page   3 

RECOMMENDED: Robert Kirkby/Claire Gill that the CCTV project commence if 

appropriate quotations cover all user groups areas and is under $15,000.00 

Narromine Pony Club raised the need for fans in their clubhouse. 

Action: Manager Community Services to 

investigate fan options 

Narromine Show Society advised that they would be contacting local member 

Dugald Saunders regarding funding for their kitchen project. Council advised that 

plans and quotations for this project should be obtained prior to contact. Further to 

this discussion it was decided that the committee would support the Narromine 

Show Society financially, in the planning phase. Further financial contribution to the 

project would be discussed in the future. 

RECOMMENDED: Claire Gill/ Shelli Hazzard that the committee support the 

Narromine Show Society in principal with the development of plans for their kitchen 

project    

Action: Narromine Show Society to obtain 

plans and quotations for kitchen projects. 

Council received notification that a structure over the white cattle yards at the 

showground had been constructed without approval.  The committee raised 

concern that the structure could prove dangerous.  Council is to follow up on the 

matter. 

Action: Director of Community and 

Economic Development to follow up 

7) NEXT MEETING

The next meeting of the Narromine Showground and Racecourse Advisory Committee 

will be held on 29 July 2021, commencing at 3.00 pm at the Council Chambers.  

There being no further business, the meeting closed at 4.01 pm. 

The minutes (pages 1-3) were confirmed on  2021 and are a 

true and accurate record of proceedings of the meeting held on 20 May 2021. 

Chair 
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REPORT TO NARROMINE SHOWGROUND AND RACECOURSE ADVISORY COMMITTEE MEETING TO BE 

HELD AT COUNCIL’S CHAMBERS THURSDAY 20 MAY 2021 

1 

1. FOLLOW UP ITEMS

Narromine Pony Club 

Arena 

Pony club committee to 

further discuss this project 

with Council 

ACTION: Manager 

Community Facilities to 

meet with Pony Club 

representatives  

OUTCOME:  Meeting 

complete 

Entrance Sign All user groups submitted final 

details of web sites & contact 

numbers if required  

ACTION: Final details to be 

submitted to graphic 

designer 

OUTCOME:  Graphics have 

been returned and a sign 

writer needs to be 

engaged - Director of 

Community and Economic 

Development wishes to 

discuss this further with 

committee  

Narromine Pony Club 

Shed Location & 

Flooring  

Shed location & flooring type 

finalised  

ACTION: Supply 

information to Manager 

Community Services of 

shed Location option (A) 

and concrete as choice of 

flooring 

OUTCOME: Complete  

Narromine Turf Club 

Callers Tower  

Requires assistance form NSC 

engineering department for 

funding application 

ACTION: Arrange meeting 

between NTC and NSC 

engineering department 

OUTCOME: Air-conditioning 

unit has been ordered  

Narromine Turf Club 

Dining Room Air 

Conditioner   

Investigation into supply of a 

split system air-conditioning 

unit on northern wall of dining 

room    

ACTION: Manager 

Community Services to 

investigate options  

OUTCOME: Quote has 

been received  

Les Gibson Pavilion Fan 

and Lighting Project 

Enquiry into if the fan 

upgrade included lighting 

ACTION: Manager 

Community Services to 

report back 

OUTCOME: The fan and 

lighting project is now 

complete 

RECOMMENDATION 

That the information be noted. 

2. WORK HEALTH AND SAFETY ISSUES

Have any other Work Health and Safety Issues arisen for further consideration? 
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REPORT TO NARROMINE SHOWGROUND AND RACECOURSE ADVISORY COMMITTEE MEETING TO BE 

HELD AT COUNCIL’S CHAMBERS THURSDAY 20 MAY 2021 

2 

RECOMMENDATION 

That the information be noted. 

3. BOOKINGS

Since the last meeting in February 2021, there have been five (5) functions at the 

Narromine showground. There are three (3) forward booking for the next three months 

up to August 2021    

Name Event Date 

Narromine Pony Club 
21 February 2021 

Narromine Pony Club 
21 March 2021 

Narromine Pony Club 
18 April 2021 

Narromine Turf Club 
27 April 2021 

Private Function 
15 May 2021 

Narromine Pony Club 
20 June 2021 

Narromine Pony Club 
18 July 2021 

Narromine Turf Club 
15 August 2021 

RECOMMENDATION 

That the information be noted. 

4. FINANCIAL REPORT

The Narromine Showground and Racecourse Advisory Committee Financial Report is 

reflected in Attachment No. 1.   

RECOMMENDATION 

That the Financial Report as presented be adopted. 
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REPORT TO NARROMINE SHOWGROUND AND RACECOURSE ADVISORY COMMITTEE MEETING TO BE 

HELD AT COUNCIL’S CHAMBERS THURSDAY 20 MAY 2021 

3 

5. Directors Report

Welcome to our second meeting for 2021, I hope everyone enjoyed the events in 

the summer months and are looking forward to the cooler month’s events ahead.   

The Diggers Cup race meeting was held on Tuesday 27 April 2021, with a 7-race 

program, followed by 1 trial. 181 nominations were received, with 99 acceptances 

and $154,000 prizemoney on offer. The track was rated a Good 4. It was reported 

that a great day of racing was held with no incidents to report. The next race 

meeting is, Sunday 15 August, 2021. 8 races with the total prizemoney of $207,000. 

It’s great to see the Les Gibson fan and light project is now complete, this will be a 

welcome addition particularly in the summer months. The storage shed slab is 

finalised and this project is due for completion in late May. 

It has been raised that the showground is not equipped with a CCTV monitoring 

system, this is something that the committee may be interested in discussing as a 

welcomed addition to the area. I understand that the Turf Club is keen to pursue at 

a total value of approx. $8000.00   

The upcoming events for the next three months are varied, including race 

meetings, rally days and private functions 

RECOMMENDATION 

That the information be noted. 

6. Next Meeting

The next Narromine Showground and Advisory Committee meeting will be held on

Thursday, 19 August 2021 at 3pm at the Council Chambers

RECOMMENDATION

That the information be noted.

Phil Johnston 

Director, Community and Economic Development 
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2020-2021 INCOME

NME NME NME SUNDRIES OTHER INTEREST TOTAL
COTTAGE OTHER TURF SHOW SHIRE INCOME INCOME

DATE DETAILS REC RENT FACILITIES STABLES CLUB SOCIETY
1/07/2020 Cottage Rent 595.60 595.60

28/07/2020 - Lease Horse Stables 269.85 269.85
28/07/2020 - Lease Cattle Pavilion 181.21 181.21
28/07/2020 - Lease Horse Stables 181.21 181.21
28/07/2020 181.21 181.21
28/07/2020 181.21 181.21
28/07/2020 1,231.82 1,231.82

3/08/2020 Cottage Rent 130.60 130.60
3/08/2020 Narromine Shire Council Contribution 9,708.00 9,708.00

11/08/2020 Hire Of Showground - 340.91 340.91
18/08/2020 Contribution to Show Jumps 5,000.00 5,000.00
21/08/2020 Credit - Trainers Charge 2020-2021 (101.82) (101.82)
28/08/2020 - Lease Horse Stables 269.85 269.85
28/08/2020 - Lease Cattle Pavilion 181.21 181.21
28/08/2020 - Lease Horse Stables 181.21 181.21
28/08/2020 181.21 181.21
28/08/2020 181.21 181.21

1/09/2020 Cottage Rent 555.60 555.60
22/09/2020 - Lease Horse Stables 269.85 269.85
22/09/2020 - Lease Cattle Pavilion 181.21 181.21
22/09/2020 - Lease Horse Stables 181.21 181.21
22/09/2020 181.21 181.21
22/09/2020 181.21 181.21
22/09/2020 1,231.82 1,231.82

1/10/2020 Cottage Rent 605.60 605.60
20/10/2020 - Lease Horse Stables 269.85 269.85
20/10/2020 - Lease Cattle Pavilion 181.21 181.21
20/10/2020 - Lease Horse Stables 181.21 181.21
20/10/2020 181.21 181.21
20/10/2020 181.21 181.21
20/10/2020 1,231.82 1,231.82

2/11/2020 Cottage Rent 595.60 595.60
10/11/2020 Hire Of Showground - 340.91 340.91
10/11/2020 Hire of Showground - 340.91 340.91

24/11/2020 - Lease Horse Stables 269.85 269.85
24/11/2020 - Lease Cattle Pavilion 181.21 181.21
24/11/2020 - Lease Horse Stables 181.21 181.21
24/11/2020 181.21 181.21
24/11/2020 181.21 181.21

1/12/2020 Cottage Rent 485.60 485.60
18/12/2020 - Lease Horse Stables 269.85 269.85
18/12/2020 - Lease Cattle Pavilion 181.21 181.21
18/12/2020 - Lease Horse Stables 181.21 181.21
18/12/2020 181.21 181.21
18/12/2020 181.21 181.21

4/01/2021 Cottage Rent 495.60 495.60
19/01/2021 Refund - Hire Of Showground - (340.91) (340.91)
22/01/2021 - Lease Horse Stables 269.85 269.85
22/01/2021 - Lease Cattle Pavilion 181.21 181.21
22/01/2021 - Lease Horse Stables 181.21 181.21
22/01/2021 181.21 181.21
22/01/2021 181.21 181.21

1/02/2021 Cottage Rent 645.60 645.60

23/02/2021 - Lease Horse Stables 269.85 269.85
23/02/2021 - Lease Cattle Pavilion 181.21 181.21
23/02/2021 - Lease Horse Stables 181.21 181.21
23/02/2021 181.21 181.21
23/02/2021 181.21 181.21

1/03/2021 Cottage Rent 395.60 395.60
22/03/2021  Hire 340.91 340.91
26/03/2021 - Lease Horse Stables 269.85 269.85
26/03/2021 - Lease Cattle Pavilion 181.21 181.21
26/03/2021 - Lease Horse Stables 181.21 181.21
26/03/2021 181.21 181.21
26/03/2021 181.21 181.21
26/03/2021 1,231.82 1,231.82

1/04/2021 Cottage Rent 595.60 595.60
15/04/2021 - Hire Fee 340.91 340.91

27/04/2021 - Lease Horse Stables 269.85 269.85
27/04/2021 - Lease Cattle Pavilion 181.21 181.21
27/04/2021 - Lease Horse Stables 181.21 181.21
27/04/2021 181.21 181.21
27/04/2021 181.21 181.21

3/05/2021 Cottage Rent 235.60 235.60

0.00
0.00

TOTAL 5,336.60 1,363.64 9,845.08 4,927.28 5,000.00 9,708.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 36,180.60

FEES
USER CHARGES

CONTRIBUTIONS
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NSRAC EXPENDITURE
2020-2021

DATE FOR CHQ ELECTRICITY INSURANCE
 VANDILISM 

REPAIRS CLEANING
 RATES & 
WATER 

 WAGES & 
PLANT SUNDRY GROUNDS PLANT

 Insurance 
Excess 

 BUILDINGS / 
FIXTURES TURF HOUSE TOILETS TOTAL

9/07/2020 - Cleaning Showground 200.00  200.00  
28/07/2020 272.73  272.73  
30/07/2020 Council Wages 542.85  542.85  
30/07/2020 620.00  620.00  

4/08/2020 574.80  574.80  
7/08/2020 5,000.00  5,000.00  
2/09/2020 764.03  764.03  
1/10/2020 - Cleaning 300.00  300.00  
2/10/2020 626.96  626.96  
15/10/2020 Council Wages 469.21  469.21  
16/10/2020 - Cleaning 250.00  250.00  
30/10/2020 - Cleaning 250.00  250.00  

4/11/2020 43.62  43.62  
4/11/2020 543.70  543.70  
30/09/2020 Council Wages - Adjustment 7.79- 7.79-  
2/12/2020 Narromine Shire Council - Water 42.50 42.50  
1/12/2020 297.41  297.41  
16/11/2020 359.09  359.09  
2/12/2020 50.42  50.42  
2/12/2020 486.14  486.14  
6/01/2021 42.63  42.63  
6/01/2021 442.85  442.85  

31/12/2020 Wages Correction 21.44 21.44  
5/02/2021  Ceiling Fans with Remote Control 5,082.46  5,082.46  
1/12/2020 Narromine Shire Council - Water Acc 59.50 59.50  
3/02/2021 54.63  54.63  
3/02/2021 407.17  407.17  
17/02/2021 Council Wages 237.56  237.56  
3/03/2021 36.12  36.12  
3/03/2021 430.35  430.35  
8/04/2021 Council Wages 77.55 77.55  
6/04/2021 - Showground Cottage Septic 1,040.00  1,040.00  

11/03/2021 Narromine Shire Council - Water Acc 81.60 81.60  
14/04/2021 Council Wages 213.26  213.26  
15/04/2021 Narromine Shire Council - Waste Depot Charge 50.45  50.45  
14/04/2021 Narromine Shire Council - Rates 1,168.37  1,168.37  
8/04/2021 294.47  294.47  
8/04/2021 48.39  48.39  

-  
-  

4,846.28 -  -  1,892.73  1,351.97  1,554.08  50.45  -  5,000.00  -  5,738.96  -  1,040.00  - 21,474.47  

REPAIRS & MAINT
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Balance Brought Forward as at 01/07/20 105,618.41
Add Receipts 36,180.60
Less Payments (21,474.47)

Balance of Working Funds 17/05/2021 120,324.54

Security Bonds Held 2,742.00

Reconciled Balance 123,066.54
Check: 0.00-

Balance Sheet Check:

Reconciled Bank Balance 1 July 2020 105,618.41
Profit Year to Date 14,706.13

Reconciled Working Funds Balance 17/05/2021 120,324.54

Plus Security Bonds Held 2,742.00 
Reconciled Balance (from GL) 123,066.54
Check: - 

Narromine Showground and Racecourse

Statement of Working Funds
As at 17/05/2021

Advisory Committee
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INCOME

Contributions
Narromine Turf Club 4,927.28 
Narromine Show Society 5,000.00 
Narromine Shire 9,708.00 
Sundry -  

19,635.28  
Fees

Cottage Rent 5,336.60 
Other Facilities 1,363.64 
Stables 9,845.08 

16,545.32  
Other Income -  

Grant - Amentities Building -  
Loan - Amentities Building -  

Interest -  
-  -  

TOTAL INCOME 36,180.60  

EXPENDITURE

Vandilism Repairs -  
Cleaning 1,892.73  
Electricity 4,846.28  
Insurance - Excess -  
Insurance -  
Repairs & Maintenance

Buildings / Fixtures 5,738.96 
Grounds -  
Plant 5,000.00 
Turf -  
House Repairs 1,040.00 
Toilets - 11,778.96 

Rates & Water 1,351.97 
Wages & Security 1,554.08  
Sundry 50.45  

TOTAL EXPENDITURE 21,474.47  

PROFIT/(LOSS) YEAR TO DATE 14,706.13  

ADJUSTED PROFIT/(LOSS) YEAR TO DATE 14,706.13  

Narromine Showground and Racecourse 
Advisory Committee

Statement of Income & Expenditure
Period Ending 17/05/2021
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Balance Authority
Job Number or GL Number

BBF Authority 2019-2020 GL 69010.0001.1000
Authority Balance 2020-2021 GL 69010.0001.1000 123,066.54$  

Balance 123,066.54$  

Bonds Held Balance 2019-2020 GL 69230.8595.2040 -$  
Bonds Held Balance 2020-2021 GL 69230.8595.2040 2,742.00$  

Total 2,742.00$  

Bonds Outstanding

14/06/2019 526.00-
10/11/2020 554.00-
19/01/2021 554.00-
15/04/2021 554.00-
22/03/2021 554.00-

Total 2,742.00-
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