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1 INTRODUCTION
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1. Innisfail Wharf

2. Saltwater Creek Floodgate

3. Sweeney Creek Floodgate

4. Old Town Swamp

5. Carello's Levee

6. TAFE College

7. East Innisfail State School

8. Cemetery
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Figure 1-2
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2 STUDY APPROACH
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3 DATA COLLECTION
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4 FLOOD MODEL DEVELOPMENT & CALIBRATION
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Figure 4-1
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Johnstone River URBS Sub-catchments
and Flood Warning Network
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Figure 4.2 URBS Streamflow Calibration — Nerada — February 1999
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Figure 4.3 URBS Streamflow Calibration — Central Mill — February 1999
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TUNG-OIL - MARCH 1997
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Figure 4.4 URBS Streamflow Calibration — Tung-Oil — March 1997
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Figure 4.5 URBS Streamflow Calibration — Central Mill - March 1997
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Figure 4.6 URBS Streamflow Calibration — Tung-Oil — January 1994
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Figure 4.7 URBS Streamflow Calibration — Central Mill — January 1994
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Figure 4.8 URBS Streamflow Calibration — Tung-Oil — March 1967
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Figure 4.9 URBS Streamflow Calibration — Central Mill — March 1967
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Figure 4.10 URBS Flood Height Calibration — Innisfail — February 1999
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Figure 4.11 URBS Flood Height Calibration — Innisfail — March 1997
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INNISFAIL - JANUARY 1994
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Figure 4.12 URBS Flood Height Calibration — Innisfail — January 1994
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Figure 4.13 Flood Data Availability
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Innisfail Wharf - February 1999
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Figure 4.21 Comparison Between Recorded Heights and Model Results at Innisfail
Wharf Alert Station — February 1999 Flood
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Model Flood Levels at 2pm on 12 February 1999 Figure 4-23
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Innisfail Wharf - March 1997
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Figure 4.24 Comparison Between Recorded Heights and Model Results at Innisfail
Wharf Alert Station — March 1997 Flood
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5 DESIGN FLOODS
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Figure 5.2 Rating Curves for the Tung Oil Gauge
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Figure 5.4 Rating Curves for the Upstream of Central Mill Gauge
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Figure 5.6 South Johnstone Annual Maximum Flows
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Figure 5.10 Comparison of South Johnstone FFA Results
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Figure 5.12 FFA Curves for South Johnstone
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Figure 5.13 Comparison of North Johnstone FFA Results with Design Flows
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Figure 5.14 FFA Sensitivity Results for North Johnstone
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Figure 5.15 Comparison of South Johnstone FFA Results with Design Flows
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Figure 5.16 FFA Sensitivity Results for South Johnstone
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