


































































































 

 
  

  
    

 
  

      

  

  

             
             

               
             

              
        

27 September 2024 
Our Ref: 

Murrumbidgee Valley FMP 
Water Group – NSW DCCEEW 
PO Box 189 
Queanbeyan NSW 2620 

Murrumbidgee Valley FMP Feedback – Stage 2 

1. Property Specific Feedback 

a. Management Zone A 

At the northern end of the edge of Management Zone A overlaps 
with the existing supply channel, as shown in Figure 1. The existing channel is 
outside the high bank of and should not be included in Zone A. The 
channel being in Zone A prevents it from being licenced in its current position. 

Submission – Feedback Zone A should to be realigned with the high bank of the 
creek on the southern side of the existing channel. 
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The design flood flows used to derive the Draft FMP in the vicinity of 
were obtained from WaterNSW. The design flood flows supplied are shown in 
Figure 2. The Draft Murrumbidgee Valley Floodplain Management Plan, Report 
to assist Stage 1 public consultation, outlines that the large design flood was 
typically based on the 2012 flood. This was stated as averaging around a 2% (1 in 
50 year) AEP flood event over the floodplain and a 1.4% (1 in 71 year) AEP flood 
event at Darlington Point. 

As shown in Figure 2, the flows supplied for the Murrumbidgee River from the 
DPIE model by WaterNSW for the large design flood are 1,659 m³/s. There have 
been several flood studies done for Darlington Point for the Murrumbidgee 
Council. The Darlington Point Floodplain Risk Management Study and Draft Plan, 
September 2021 (Catchment Simulation Solutions) and the Murrumbidgee River 
at Darlington Point and Evirons Flood Study, Final Report, December 2018 (BMT 
WBM Pty Ltd) both indicate that the flow in the Murrumbidgee River in the 1% 
AEP and 2% flood events is around 1,400 m³/s and 1,200 m³/s respectively. The 
peak daily mean discharge at the Darlington Point gauge (Station No. 410021) in 
the 2012 flood was 1,224.9 m³/s. 

The flow supplied is downstream of the Darlington Point Gauge and there are 
breakout flows to the north of the river between the gauge and the flow 

2 3/5/2024 



  

             
          

             
  

            
            

             

           
           

             
             

        

  

          
           
         

   

           
            

          
           

               
           
             

           
          

              
             

            
              

           
           

supplied. The flow supplied for the Murrumbidgee River in the large design flood 
is at least 20% to 40% larger than the intended design flood magnitude and could 
be significantly larger again depending on the magnitude of the breakouts to the 
north. 

Based on the supplied Lachlan River flow being significantly larger than the 2012 
flood event we have assumed that the southern flow supplied (IDMBG2 – 
387 m³/s on Figure 2) is also significantly larger than the 2012 flood flow. 

Submission – The design flows for the large design flood immediately 
downstream of Darlington Point should be reduced to match the 2012 flood 
flows. The southern flow should be reduced by a similar percentage. It is unfair 
for one section of the floodplain to be assessed using significantly larger flows 
than is the intention of the floodplain management plan. 

c. Hydraulic Assessment Criteria 

The Murrumbidgee River floodplain has been developed for irrigation since the 
1960’s and 1970’s. There are significant areas of irrigation that were developed 
before any floodplain management plans or guidelines on floodplain 
development were implemented. 

The assessment criteria of limiting increases in flood levels on adjacent 
landholdings to less than 10cm in a 2% AEP flood does not reflect acceptable 
conditions on a floodplain that is largely already developed. Considering the 
extent and age of development the allowable depth increase on adjacent 
landholdings once in every 50 years should be 20cm as is the case in the Namoi 
River Floodplain Management Plan. A slightly larger tolerance in the allowable 
depth increase will significantly reduce the cost of compliance, both in terms of 
production area loss and construction costs without detrimental change to the 
natural flow distribution. The Namoi River Floodplain Management Plans have 
been in place since 2019 and there have been no noted consequences of having 
an allowable increase of 20cm. The Namoi plans were amended in 2024 and the 
allowable depth increases remain unchanged indicating that the plan is working 
on a floodplain that was largely developed when the plans were implemented. 

Submission – The allowable depth increase on adjacent landholdings should be 
increased to 20cm in recognition of the history and extent of existing 

3 3/5/2024 



  

            

  

    

             
            

             
             

          
              
              

            
                

              
           

                 
            
         

               
          

development on the floodplain and the uncommon nature of the design flood 
events. 

2. General Floodplain Management Plan Feedback 

a. Management Zone A Ill Defined 

The management zones are largely similar to the management zones used in the 
other recently developed FMP’s in the northern valleys. The one exception is the 
removal of Zone A Ill Defined. There are many instances on the floodplain where 
there are defined areas of Zone A that pass through existing flood protected 
developments. The terrain within these developments has been landformed and 
the natural flow paths have been altered or no longer exist. The Zone A within 
the flood protected area should be changed to Zone A Ill Defined to give the 
landholder some flexibility in how they align their development to comply with 
the FMP (as opposed to a Zone A area dictating a flow alignment that no longer 
exists and where banks are no longer allowed). The Zone A is still defined 
upstream and downstream of the flood protected area which sets the inflow and 
exit points of the flow but having an area of Zone A Ill Defined within the flood 
protected area gives the landholder some flexibility in terms of a floodway 
alignment that still meets the connectivity and flow conditions. 

Submission – Where a Zone A area in the Draft FMP flows through a flood 
protected area and the primary flow path becomes undefined the landholder 
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should have some flexibility in aligning a floodway through the developed area. 
This could be achieved by a relatively wide area of Zone A Ill Defined or some 
other mechanism. 

b. Joint Flood Studies 

Given the history and extent of development on the floodplain, many 
developments have been constructed in conjunction with each other to retain 
the flow distribution. That is, works on one property may have been constructed 
in order to work with or change a flow distribution on an adjacent property. It 
should be possible for adjacent landholdings to be able to obtain a flood work 
approval that encompasses all of the landholdings involved. 

In the past it has been possible for adjacent landholders to obtain approval for 
works by undertaking a flood study for the combined works. As long as flow 
conditions into and exiting the total land unit conformed with the FMP the works 
were considered complying. This could now be a more formal arrangement with 
multiple approval holders (landholders) on the one approval. That way the 
approved works could not be changed without the agreement of all landholders 
involved. 

Submission – Adjoining landholders should be able to obtain a joint Flood Work 
Approval where the total landholding is treated as one unit and the hydraulic 
assessment criteria apply to the landholdings adjacent to that unit for 
assessment against flow depth, velocity and distribution criteria. The types of 
works allowed in each management zone would still apply on all properties. The 
approval would be held in the names of all landholders and could not be changed 
without the agreement of all landholders. 

Yours sincerely, 
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27 September 2024 

Manager 
Floodplain Planning Water Planning 
NSW Department of Climate Change Energy the Environment and Water 

Dear Sir/Madam 

Submission to Stage 2 of draft Floodplain Management Plan for the Murrumbidgee Valley 
Murrumbidgee Irrigation Limited 

This submission is prepared in response to the draft Murrumbidgee Valley Floodplain Management 
Plan: Stage 2 public exhibition. This submission has been prepared and authorised by Murrumbidgee 
Irrigation Limited (MI). 

Introduction 

As one of the most significant operators of water management works in the Murrumbidgee Valley, MI 
welcomes the opportunity to provide feedback in response to Stage 2 of the draft Floodplain 
Management Plan (FMP). 

supply and drainage 
works. At the present stage of the drafting process, MI feels that the FMP does not have adequate 

. 

About MI 

MI is an irrigation corporation regulated under the Water Management Act 2000 (NSW) (the Act). It 
owns and operates the infrastructure system used to provide water delivery and drainage services to 
primary producers in the Murrumbidgee Irrigation Area (MIA). MI is the holder of (relevantly): 

Various bulk Water Access Licences with Water NSW, nominating the 
amongst the authorised Water Supply Works. 

Combined Water Supply Work Approval and Water Use Approval (NSW 
DPIE). 

Operating Licence issued by the Governor of NSW under sections 123-124 of the Act dated 7 
December 2016. 

Environment Protection Licence (NSW EPA). 

Under its licences, approvals, and the Act, MI is authorised to enter land to perform a number of 
functions, including the installation and reading of water meters, ascertaining whether a water supply 
contract has been breached, installing, and replacing new works, and rectifying defective works. By its 
mandate under the Operating Licence MI has legal obligations around the maintenance, 
management, and operation of efficient and commercially viable systems for the delivery and 
drainage of water in the MIA. 





 
 

               
              

                
          

                
                 

                
  

           
               

                 
             

                 
          

   

                
            

      

           
           

                 
                 
      

 
                   

         
 
 

           
                

                
    

      

         
                

                
                

           

 
               

             
              

event. For example, Figure 2.4 of the Review of the Narrandera Floodplain Risk Management Study 
and Plan 2019 shows riverine floodwaters generally not extending beyond the MI 

The FMP mapping tool shows that there are no, or no significant flood dependent ecological assets to 
small amount of the Proposed Floodway Network is to the 

Even so, it is difficult to see how those areas in practice could function as 
part of a floodway network, where the separates them from the river. The same can be 

where (as noted above) the is effectively a barrier to riverine floodwaters extending to the 
north. 

MI recommends amending the modelling to show only those areas impacted by river flooding events 
during the modelled years and the removal of inundation from localised rainfall events. The draft map 
captures areas of the MIA that have little to no impact on the flooding of the Murrumbidgee River. 
Therefore, the map boundary should be significantly reduced. In recognition of the extensive network 

cover the areas of the MIA. MI feels that at least (as discussed further below) the main supply 
channels should be excluded from the footprint of the floodplain. 

Management Zone boundaries 

MI feels that the Management Zone (MZ) boundaries are inappropriate having regard to the effect of 
water supply works and drainage infrastructure and existing approved land uses. 

Specifically, MI makes the following points: 

appears to be marked as forming part of the 
floodway network. The is an artificial structure that is mechanically regulated. It is 
bounded by large embankments on each side. By gravity it flows away from the river and not 
towards it. It is not a pathway for evacuation of riverine floodwater. It should not have been 
included as part of the floodway network. 

For the same reasons, the inclusion of the in MZ A does not reflect the reality of 
how this artificial structure operates (including in times of flood). 

various MZs creates significant difficulty and uncertainty. That is because as long, thin 
structures the channels run through a series of proposed MZs. Physically it is not possible for a 
supply channel to function if, in different sections, it is said to be subject to different sets of 
rules and different MZs. 

Rules and assessment criteria for Management Zones 

all definitions in the draft FMP a matter of 
significant importance to MI as the owner of a great deal of physical infrastructure within the 
boundaries of the FMP. MI has important assets such as the which fall within clause 23 of 
the FMP. They bring clear benefits not only in terms of conveyance of licenced water entitlement, but 
in terms of preservation of life, property, and community amenity. 

However, 
applicable MZ any new or renewed flood work approval will be subject to stringent conditions. In MZ 
A, flood work approvals may be granted for supply channels (of which MI owns several in MZ A) 
where, among other things, the stringent matters in clause 43 are complied with. 
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management works within its Area of Operations, as it deems necessary or appropriate. The SEPP 
identified above is of similar effect. The FMP should not be permitted to impede on the lawful ability of 
MI to manage and develop its network. The Objects and Water Management Principles of the Act 
include to foster social and economic benefits to communities and agriculture. Under the Act, the FPM 
is required to have due regard to the socio-economic impacts of its requirements. 

MI feels that in its current form, the draft FMP does not strike the right balance between the various 
interests. Application of the rules and assessment criteria of the proposed MZs will create significant 
uncertainty and compliance risk for MI as a licenced irrigation corporation under the Act. 

MI submits that the Plan requires a broad exemption for the works of a licenced irrigation corporation. 
There may be various ways to achieve this. One approach might be amendment to the various 
Divisions of Part 7 of the Plan to permit the granting of flood work approvals, without reference to the 
Assessment Criteria, to existing water management works of a licenced irrigation corporation under 
the Act. Another approach would be to vary the boundaries of the FMP itself, and/or of the various 
Management Zones and floodway network, to carve-out irrigation corporation assets in response to 
the submissions above. Alternately the wording of clause 3 of the Plan could be amended to add an 
exclusion around the works of irrigation corporations licenced under the Act. 

MI 
Valley in and around the MIA. Our staff have supported Local Councils and flood management 
authorities in their efforts to protect life and property. MI would be pleased to meet and work with the 
Department to discuss this submission and improvements to the draft FMP. 

Yours sincerely, 

Michael Turnell 
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From: Response Report 
To: Water Floodplain Management Planning Mailbox 
Subject: Your form "Murrumbidgee Valley - Stage 2 Public Consultation Submissions" got a response 
Date: Saturday, 28 September 2024 11:36:42 AM 
Attachments: Murrumbidgee Valley - Stage 2 Public Consultation Submissions 201201 280924 113620.pdf 

Your form "Murrumbidgee Valley - Stage 2 Public Consultation Submissions" has received the following 
response: 

Submitted on: 28/09/24 11:36:20 
Completion time: 1 hr. 41 min. 57 sec. 

Introduction (1/5) 

Q. Do you give permission for your name to be published with your submission? 
R. Yes 

Q. If you are answering on behalf of an organisation, do you give permission for your organisation’s name to be 
published? 
R. Yes 

Your details (2/5) 

Q. Given name 
R. Sue 

Q. Family name 
R. Salmon 

Q. Email address 
R. 

Q. Address 
R. 

Q. Phone number 

Submission details (3/5) 

Q. Are you making this submission as an individual or as a representative of an organisation? 
R. Individual 

Q. Name of organisation 
R. 

Q. Who do you represent? 
R. 

Q. Have you read the Draft Murrumbidgee Valley Floodplain Management Plan – Report to assist Stage 2 
public exhibition? 
R. Yes 

Q. Did/will you attend any of the following in relation to the Murrumbidgee Valley Floodplain Management 
Plan? 
R. A group meeting with departmental staff 



 

  
               

 
               

Q. Please provide any comments you may have on the proposed management zones. 
R. 

Q. Please provide any comments you may have on the flood work types permitted within management zone A 
and SP and associated specifications. 
R. This submission is made with my brother  who owns the , 
Murrumbidgee River front land associated with this lagoon and Murrumbidgee River front land 14 kilometres 
downstream at . has lived, worked and enjoyed the recreational benefits of the river and 
lagoon for 40 plus years. 

Floods should be unimpeded by flood works of any type to the greatest extent possible to allow natural flooding 
and environmental flows to occur. The management of floods needs to mimic natural flooding events for 
enhanced environmental outcomes. The storing of environmental water in dams and the requirement for 
airspace and the lack of environmental flow releases has meant that last minute flood mitigation over extended 
periods has artificially driven demand for flood work types that would not be necessary if environmental flows 
were allowed. These extended periods of flood mitigation cause bank collapse, and fish kills. Releases are too 
high for too long. 

Q. Please provide any comments you may have on the proposed rules and assessment criteria for management 
zone A and SP. 
R. We support the plan’s proposed flood works types in the draft plan that allow landowners to access and 
protect property.  We note floods are inherently difficult to manage even with rules and assessment criteria. 
Impacts of climate change mean flooding will be even more difficult to mange in future. We support the 
mandatory condition to protect water quality but note that in past floods there have been fish kills showing the 
difficulty of controlling water quality, especially if the flooding event is long lasting. See photos sent separately 
to the provided email.We support the mandatory condition to decommission works if it enhances ecological 
assets and better protects wetlands etc. We support the proposed amendment to consider climate change as it 
will very significantly determine future conditions in the flood plain. 

Q. Please provide any comments you may have on the proposed rules and assessment criteria for existing 
unapproved works in management zone A and SP. 
R. We cautiously support the draft FMP providing modification requirements to allow approval of existing 
floodplain works that are causing connectivity and hydraulic issues so long as ecological outcomes are 
enhanced. 

Your submission  (4/5) 

Q. Please provide any comments you may have on the proposed rules and assessment criteria for management 
zone B. 
R. All works should be advertised. The same rules to apply to works constructed before or after the FMP 
commences. 

Q. Please provide any comments you may have on the proposed rules and assessment criteria for management 
zone C and CU. 
R. 

Q. Please provide any comments you may have on the proposed mandatory conditions. 
R. We support the proposed mandatory conditions. 

Q. Please provide any comments you may have on the proposed amendment provisions. 
R. It is very disappointing that it will take till July 2028 to include rules and assessment criteria that consider the 
effects of climate change but it is essential that this work is done at the earliest opportunity. 

Additional information (5/5) 

Q. If you have any other comments on the draft floodplain management plan, please provide them here. 
R. 

Q. How did you hear about this consultation? 

https://email.We


R. Email or newsletter from the department 

Q. If other above, specify here 
R. 

Q. Do you identify as Aboriginal and/or Torres Strait Islander? 
R. 

Q. Do you speak a language other than English at home? 
R. 

Q. Would you like to sign up to our monthly Water newsletter to stay informed and have your say about water 
planning, management and reform across NSW? 
R. I've already subscribed 















  

Murrumbidgee Valley - Stage 2 Public Consultation Submissions 
Response ID: 201365 
Submitted Date: 29/09/24 13:02:43 
Completion Time: 18 min. 28 sec. 

Introduction (Page 1 /5) 

We are seeking feedback on the draft Murrumbidgee Valley Floodplain Management 
Plan through Stage 2 public exhibition, including a formal submission process from 19 
August until 29 September 2024. 

Enquiries and assistance: floodplain.planning@dpie.nsw.gov.au 

Please submit this form by 11.59pm (AEST) on 29 September 2024. 

How to fill out this form 

The publication Draft Murrumbidgee Valley Floodplain Management Plan – Report to 
assist Stage 2 public exhibition provides information that can help you to complete this 
submission form. 

To provide feedback on the management zones shown in Figure 3 in the report and on the 
interactive spatial map, we recommend you: 

1. take a screenshot of the relevant area/s displayed on the interactive spatial map 
2. use a drawing tool to illustrate feedback or refer to the area shown in written feedback 
3. save the screenshot of the map as an image file and attach it to your submission. 

Important information about this form 

You cannot save a draft of this form and access it later—you will need to create and submit 
the form in one session. 

The fields marked with an asterisk * are mandatory and must be completed to submit the form. 



 

After you have submitted your form, a copy of the submission will be sent to your email 
address. 

If you have any questions about the submission form, please 
email: floodplain.planning@dpie.nsw.gov.au 

Privacy and confidentiality 

All submissions, including maps, received by the NSW Department of Climate Change, Energy, 
the Environment and Water will be reviewed and published. The department values your input 
and accepts that information you provide may be private and personal. 

When publishing submissions, including maps, the department will make every effort to redact 
personal and identifying information (your name will be published if you provide us with 
permission to do so). 

If you want your name to be treated as confidential, please indicate this by ticking the relevant 
box below. 

Your information will be handled by the department in accordance with the Privacy and 
Personal Information Protection Act 1998. Any personal information you provide in completing 
this form will only be used to inform the development of the Murrumbidgee Valley Floodplain 
Management Plan. We will not use or disclose the information for any other purpose, unless 
required or authorised to do so. 

If you would like to know more about how the department meets its obligations in collecting, 
storing, using and sharing personal information, you can read our complete Privacy Policy or 
Privacy Management Plan. 

If you wish to view or amend the information held by us, you can email us at 
floodplain.planning@dpie.nsw.gov.au, or contact the department’s privacy officer on 02 9860 
1440 or at privacy.dcceew@environment.nsw.gov.au. 

Permission 

Do you give permission for your name to be published with your submission? 
No 

If you are answering on behalf of an organisation, do you give permission for your 
organisation’s name to be published? 
No 

Your details (Page 2 /5) 

Given name 

Family name 



Email address 

Address 

Phone number 

Submission details (Page 3 /5) 

Are you making this submission as an individual or as a representative of an organisation? 
Individual 

Have you read the Draft Murrumbidgee Valley Floodplain Management Plan – Report to assist 
Stage 2 public exhibition? 
Yes 

Did/will you attend any of the following in relation to the Murrumbidgee Valley Floodplain 
Management Plan? 
An individual appointment 
The following sections relate to the feedback we are seeking on the draft floodplain 
management plan as described in the Report to assist public exhibition. Follow the 
steps on page 1 to provide feedback on the management zones shown in Figure 3 in 
the Report to assist public exhibition. 
The proposed management zones represent the hydraulic, ecological or Aboriginal cultural (or 
combination of) attributes of the land. Different rules and assessment criteria apply to each 
management zone. These reflect the nature of the area and consider the impact that a flood 
work may have on the movement of flood water, and risk to life and property. 

For more information, please refer to Figure 3 and section 3 in the Report to assist 
public exhibition. For a higher resolution version of the proposed management zones, 
see the interactive spatial map. 

Please provide any comments you may have on the proposed management zones. 
Our property was purchased in 2022 with an already existing floodwork, that has 
protected a number people and houses from floods. The current mapping model is 
incorrect and has this landholding in Zone B. Following the decision tree pathway you 
will note that the classification for this landholding should be Zone B. Therefore we 
propose that the zoning area be changed from Zone B to Zone C for this landholding. 
It is imperative to note this landholding has not flooded even during the events listed 
in the modeling. This was previously a rice farm during those events therefore the 
data needs to be verified. 

essential for the protection of life and property, or improvement of the floodplain. Each type of 
flood work permitted will be subject to size or height restrictions to minimise the impact on 

If relevant please attach a map to your submission. 
Decision Tree .png 
Flood works in management zone A and SP will be restricted to specific types that are 



the passage of floodwater. 

For more information, please refer to section 4.1.1 and Table 1 in the Report to assist public 
exhibition. 

Please provide any comments you may have on the flood work types permitted within 
management zone A and SP and associated specifications. 
No Comment 
All flood works in management zone A and SP will be assessed using the standard assessment 
criteria. Enhancement flood works will also be assessed using the hydraulic assessment 
criteria. 

For more information, please refer to section 4.1.1 and Table 2 in the Report to assist public 
exhibition. 

Please provide any comments you may have on the proposed rules and assessment criteria for 
management zone A and SP. 
No Comment 
Additional types of flood works are permitted within management zone A and SP if they were 
constructed prior to the commencement of the draft floodplain management plan, subject to 
complying with the standard assessment criteria. 

For more information, please refer to section 4.1.1.2 and Table 2 in the Report to assist public 
exhibition. 

Please provide any comments you may have on the proposed rules and assessment criteria for 
existing unapproved works in management zone A and SP. 
No Comment 

Your submission (Page 4 /5) 

Any type of flood work will be permitted in management zone B, subject to assessment using 
the standard assessment criteria. Larger flood works in management zone B will require 
advertisement and assessment using the hydraulic assessment criteria. 

There is no difference in the rules and assessment criteria for flood works constructed prior to 
or after the draft floodplain management plan commences. 

For more information, please refer to section 4.1.2, 4.2 and Table 2 in the Report to assist 
public exhibition. 

Please provide any comments you may have on the proposed rules and assessment criteria for 
management zone B. 
In Zone B there is no special allowance given for landholders to build a direct access 
road or evacuation road on their property to use in the event of a major flood, 
however there is special allowance given to those landholders in Zone A. The current 
allowable height of only 40cm is not sufficient for the safety of those needing to 
evacuate in a flood event. Zone B should replicate Zone A with the maximin height of 
50cm for primary access roads which is 20cm above the allowable flood work height 
of 30cm. If Zone B was to be imposed over member’s irrigation properties, each and 



every internal channel would need to be included in the floodwork approval. This 
would result in operational issues, mainly works on internal roads, channel bank, 
bankless channel and head ditch banks are higher than 40cm which is the limit for 
Zone B area, any work undertaken on the channels would be subject to floodwork 
amendments, and flood modeling. 
Any type of flood work will be permitted in management zone C and CU, subject to assessment 
using the standard assessment criteria. Flood works that may have a significant impact on 
high value infrastructure will require assessment using the hydraulic assessment criteria. 

There is no difference in the rules and assessment criteria for flood works constructed prior to 
or after the draft floodplain management plan commences. 

For more information, please refer to section 4.1.2, 4.2 and Table 2 in the Report to assist 
public exhibition. 

Please provide any comments you may have on the proposed rules and assessment criteria for 
management zone C and CU. 
This landholding requests to be listed as Zone C. The image attached shows 
significant number of houses and life affected if landholding remains in Zone B. No 
comment for Zone C and CU 
The draft floodplain management plan proposes three mandatory conditions that will apply to 
flood work approvals: 

1. After a flood work is removed, the area it was located must be returned to the height 
of the natural surface of the ground. 

2. Notice must be given to WaterNSW once a flood work is constructed. 
3. Erosion must be prevented during the construction and use of a flood work. 

For more information, please refer to section 5.3 in the Report to assist public exhibition. 

Please provide any comments you may have on the proposed mandatory conditions. 
Restrictions on the types of floodworks permitted, combined with size and height 
limitations, may limit landholders' ability to construct or modify floodworks necessary 
to protect their property, crops, or infrastructure. Landholders with existing flood 
works may face challenges in obtaining approvals if their infrastructure doesn’t meet 
the new criteria, potentially leading to expensive modifications or even 
deconstruction. Existing floodworks should not be subject to deconstruction, 
particularly in instances where landholders have inherited floodworks from previous 
owners. 

If relevant please attach a map to your submission. 
Houses affected under Zone B.png 
The draft floodplain management plan sets out the circumstances when the plan may be 
amended in the future. Of note, it proposes to amend the plan before 1 July 2028 to include 
rules and assessment criteria that consider the effects of climate change. 

For more information, please refer to section 5.4 in the Report to assist public 
exhibition. 

Please provide any comments you may have on the proposed amendment provisions. 



Without adequate consultation, landholders may face risks such as increased 
regulatory burdens, restrictions on flood work approvals, or changes in flood 
management practices that could adversely affect their ability to protect crops, 
infrastructure, and property from flooding. Amendments, particularly those that 
respond to climate change impacts, may introduce new challenges and should be 
included in the consultation process. Engaging landholders in the consultation 
process ensures that their concerns are addressed and that any changes balance 
public interest with the practical realities of managing flood zones. 

If relevant please attach a map to your submission. 

Additional information (Page 5 /5) 

If you have any other comments on the draft floodplain management plan, please provide them 
here. 
There has been no evidence of inundation flooding on this landholding. 

If relevant please attach a map to your submission. 
The following questions help us understand how effective our communication and 
engagement activities are in reaching our diverse community and stakeholders. This 
enables us to communicate more clearly and improve opportunities for everybody to 
have their say. 

How did you hear about this consultation? 
Department’s website 

If other above, specify here 

Do you identify as Aboriginal and/or Torres Strait Islander? 

Do you speak a language other than English at home? 

Would you like to sign up to our monthly Water newsletter to stay informed and have your say 
about water planning, management and reform across NSW? 
Yes 

File List (Protected) 

Decision Tree .png (325Kb.): 

Houses affected under Zone B.png (546Kb.): 































































 

 
   

 

       

   

          

          

           

            

       

             

    

        

            

           

             

           

           

       
     

            

       

              

          

    

         

             

          

3. PROPOSED RULES AND ASSESSMENT CRITER IA FOR 
MANAGEMENT ZONE B 

The proposed rules and assessment criteria for Management Zone B fail to recognise the 

floodplain is largely already developed. Considering the extent and age of development the 

allowable depth increase on adjacent landholdings once in every 50 years should be 20cm 

as is the case in the Lower Namoi Valley Floodplain Management Plan. A slightly larger 

tolerance in the allowable depth increase will significantly reduce the cost of compliance, 

both in terms of production area loss and construction costs without detrimental change 

to the natural flow distribution. 

Ignoring the existing works, and proposing the same assessment criteria for works 

constructed prior to or after the floodplain management plan commences, does not assist 

practical floodplain planning. DCCEEW have an opportunity to develop a plan that meets 

the objectives of floodplain planning, without assuming that existing works do not exist. It 

is impossible to accurately represent and model developed areas of the valley without 

existing flood works and this should be recognised in the development of the FMP. 

4. PROPOSED RULES AND ASSESSMENT CRITER IA FOR 
MANAGEMENT ZONE C AND CU 

It is most important that works in Management Zone C do not require unnecessary 

assessment from WaterNSW. The “limited” circumstances where this will apply include 

proximity to roads which will are likely to be adjacent to almost all application areas. This 

alone will provide the trigger for WaterNSW to ask for assessment on all applications. 

5. PROPOSED MANDATORY CONDITIONS 

The proposed mandatory conditions ignore the impact that works on the floodplain may 

have had for a considerable period of time. The impact of removing an existing work, with 

or without approval may have unintended consequences up and downstream of the work. 

2 8/10/2024 



 

 
   

 

    

               

            

        

   

    

      

            

          

           

  

   

          

         

           

      

  

6. PROPOSED AMENDMENT PROVISIONS 

As detailed flood studies are prepared to support applications for works it is important that 

management zones are updated to reflect this information. A streamlined process for 

management zone updates to reflect approved works should be included. 

7. ADDITIONAL INFORMATION 

7.1 Management Zone AID 

The Murrumbidgee FMP should introduce Management Zone A Ill-defined (MZAID), as 

used in other valleys, to ensure hydraulic and ecological connectivity without inflicting 

unnecessary and costly changes to existing infrastructure. The terrain within these 

developments has been landformed and the natural flow paths have been altered or no 

longer exist. 

7.2 Undetermined applications 

There are also no transitional provisions for applications submitted period to the adoption 

of the FMP. Provisions to facilitate assessment of undetermined applications should be 

included and should be consistent with those included in the Floodplain Management Plan 

for the Lower Namoi Valley Floodplain. 

3 8/10/2024 







 

 
   

 

           

            

       

             

    

        

            

           

             

           

           

       
     

            

       

              

          

    

         

             

          

    

               

            

        

allowable depth increase on adjacent landholdings once in every 50 years should be 20cm 

as is the case in the Lower Namoi Valley Floodplain Management Plan. A slightly larger 

tolerance in the allowable depth increase will significantly reduce the cost of compliance, 

both in terms of production area loss and construction costs without detrimental change 

to the natural flow distribution. 

Ignoring the existing works, and proposing the same assessment criteria for works 

constructed prior to or after the floodplain management plan commences, does not assist 

practical floodplain planning. DCCEEW have an opportunity to develop a plan that meets 

the objectives of floodplain planning, without assuming that existing works do not exist. It 

is impossible to accurately represent and model developed areas of the valley without 

existing flood works and this should be recognised in the development of the FMP. 

4. PROPOSED RULES AND ASSESSMENT CRITER IA FOR 
MANAGEMENT ZONE C AND CU 

It is most important that works in Management Zone C do not require unnecessary 

assessment from WaterNSW. The “limited” circumstances where this will apply include 

proximity to roads which will are likely to be adjacent to almost all application areas. This 

alone will provide the trigger for WaterNSW to ask for assessment on all applications. 

5. PROPOSED MANDATORY CONDITIONS 

The proposed mandatory conditions ignore the impact that works on the floodplain may 

have had for a considerable period of time. The impact of removing an existing work, with 

or without approval may have unintended consequences up and downstream of the work. 

6. PROPOSED AMENDMENT PROVISIONS 

As detailed flood studies are prepared to support applications for works it is important that 

management zones are updated to reflect this information. A streamlined process for 

management zone updates to reflect approved works should be included. 

2 8/10/2024 







 

 
   

 

       

   

          

          

           

            

       

             

    

        

            

           

             

           

           

       
     

            

       

              

          

    

         

             

          

3. PROPOSED RULES AND ASSESSMENT CRITER IA FOR 
MANAGEMENT ZONE B 

The proposed rules and assessment criteria for Management Zone B fail to recognise the 

floodplain is largely already developed. Considering the extent and age of development the 

allowable depth increase on adjacent landholdings once in every 50 years should be 20cm 

as is the case in the Lower Namoi Valley Floodplain Management Plan. A slightly larger 

tolerance in the allowable depth increase will significantly reduce the cost of compliance, 

both in terms of production area loss and construction costs without detrimental change 

to the natural flow distribution. 

Ignoring the existing works, and proposing the same assessment criteria for works 

constructed prior to or after the floodplain management plan commences, does not assist 

practical floodplain planning. DCCEEW have an opportunity to develop a plan that meets 

the objectives of floodplain planning, without assuming that existing works do not exist. It 

is impossible to accurately represent and model developed areas of the valley without 

existing flood works and this should be recognised in the development of the FMP. 

4. PROPOSED RULES AND ASSESSMENT CRITER IA FOR 
MANAGEMENT ZONE C AND CU 

It is most important that works in Management Zone C do not require unnecessary 

assessment from WaterNSW. The “limited” circumstances where this will apply include 

proximity to roads which will are likely to be adjacent to almost all application areas. This 

alone will provide the trigger for WaterNSW to ask for assessment on all applications. 

5. PROPOSED MANDATORY CONDITIONS 

The proposed mandatory conditions ignore the impact that works on the floodplain may 

have had for a considerable period of time. The impact of removing an existing work, with 

or without approval may have unintended consequences up and downstream of the work. 

2 8/10/2024 













 

 
   

 

       

   

          

          

           

            

       

             

    

        

            

           

             

           

           

       
     

            

       

              

          

    

         

             

          

3. PROPOSED RULES AND ASSESSMENT CRITER IA FOR 
MANAGEMENT ZONE B 

The proposed rules and assessment criteria for Management Zone B fail to recognise the 

floodplain is largely already developed. Considering the extent and age of development the 

allowable depth increase on adjacent landholdings once in every 50 years should be 20cm 

as is the case in the Lower Namoi Valley Floodplain Management Plan. A slightly larger 

tolerance in the allowable depth increase will significantly reduce the cost of compliance, 

both in terms of production area loss and construction costs without detrimental change 

to the natural flow distribution. 

Ignoring the existing works, and proposing the same assessment criteria for works 

constructed prior to or after the floodplain management plan commences, does not assist 

practical floodplain planning. DCCEEW have an opportunity to develop a plan that meets 

the objectives of floodplain planning, without assuming that existing works do not exist. It 

is impossible to accurately represent and model developed areas of the valley without 

existing flood works and this should be recognised in the development of the FMP. 

4. PROPOSED RULES AND ASSESSMENT CRITER IA FOR 
MANAGEMENT ZONE C AND CU 

It is most important that works in Management Zone C do not require unnecessary 

assessment from WaterNSW. The “limited” circumstances where this will apply include 

proximity to roads which will are likely to be adjacent to almost all application areas. This 

alone will provide the trigger for WaterNSW to ask for assessment on all applications. 

5. PROPOSED MANDATORY CONDITIONS 

The proposed mandatory conditions ignore the impact that works on the floodplain may 

have had for a considerable period of time. The impact of removing an existing work, with 

or without approval may have unintended consequences up and downstream of the work. 

2 8/10/2024 







 

 
   

 

       

     

           

           

          

        

 

       
   

          

          

           

            

       

             

    

        

            

           

             

           

           

       
     

            

       

2. PROPOSED RULES AND ASSESSMENT CRITERIA FOR 
MANAGEMENT ZONE A AND SP 

Areas of MZA on traverse existing approvals. This must be rectified. 

It is also recommended that where existing works block a proposed Management Zone A 

it be reclassified as Management Zone A Ill-Defined (MZAID). This will allow sensible 

modifications to development and ensure hydraulic and ecological connectivity is 

maintained. 

3. PROPOSED RULES AND ASSESSMENT CRITERIA FOR 
MANAGEMENT ZONE B 

The proposed rules and assessment criteria for Management Zone B fail to recognise the 

floodplain is largely already developed. Considering the extent and age of development the 

allowable depth increase on adjacent landholdings once in every 50 years should be 20cm 

as is the case in the Lower Namoi Valley Floodplain Management Plan. A slightly larger 

tolerance in the allowable depth increase will significantly reduce the cost of compliance, 

both in terms of production area loss and construction costs without detrimental change 

to the natural flow distribution. 

Ignoring the existing works, and proposing the same assessment criteria for works 

constructed prior to or after the floodplain management plan commences, does not assist 

practical floodplain planning. DCCEEW have an opportunity to develop a plan that meets 

the objectives of floodplain planning, without assuming that existing works do not exist. It 

is impossible to accurately represent and model developed areas of the valley without 

existing flood works and this should be recognised in the development of the FMP. 

4. PROPOSED RULES AND ASSESSMENT CRITER IA FOR 
MANAGEMENT ZONE C AND CU 

It is most important that works in Management Zone C do not require unnecessary 

assessment from WaterNSW. The “limited” circumstances where this will apply include 

2 9/10/2024 



 

 
   

 

              

          

    

         

             

          

    

               

            

        

   

    

      

            

          

           

  

   

          

         

           

      

  

proximity to roads which will are likely to be adjacent to almost all application areas. This 

alone will provide the trigger for WaterNSW to ask for assessment on all applications. 

5. PROPOSED MANDATORY CONDITIONS 

The proposed mandatory conditions ignore the impact that works on the floodplain may 

have had for a considerable period of time. The impact of removing an existing work, with 

or without approval may have unintended consequences up and downstream of the work. 

6. PROPOSED AMENDMENT PROVISIONS 

As detailed flood studies are prepared to support applications for works it is important that 

management zones are updated to reflect this information. A streamlined process for 

management zone updates to reflect approved works should be included. 

7. ADDITIONAL INFORMATION 

7.1 Management Zone AID 

The Murrumbidgee FMP should introduce Management Zone A Ill-defined (MZAID), as 

used in other valleys, to ensure hydraulic and ecological connectivity without inflicting 

unnecessary and costly changes to existing infrastructure. The terrain within these 

developments has been landformed and the natural flow paths have been altered or no 

longer exist. 

7.2 Undetermined applications 

There are also no transitional provisions for applications submitted period to the adoption 

of the FMP. Provisions to facilitate assessment of undetermined applications should be 

included and should be consistent with those included in the Floodplain Management Plan 

for the Lower Namoi Valley Floodplain. 

3 9/10/2024 









 

 
   

 

    

               

            

        

   

    

      

            

          

           

  

   

          

         

           

      

   

            

         

            

  

 

  

6. PROPOSED AMENDMENT PROVISIONS 

As detailed flood studies are prepared to support applications for works it is important that 

management zones are updated to reflect this information. A streamlined process for 

management zone updates to reflect approved works should be included. 

7. ADDITIONAL INFORMATION 

7.1 Management Zone AID 

The Murrumbidgee FMP should introduce Management Zone A Ill-defined (MZAID), as 

used in other valleys, to ensure hydraulic and ecological connectivity without inflicting 

unnecessary and costly changes to existing infrastructure. The terrain within these 

developments has been landformed and the natural flow paths have been altered or no 

longer exist. 

7.2 Undetermined applications 

There are also no transitional provisions for applications submitted period to the adoption 

of the FMP. Provisions to facilitate assessment of undetermined applications should be 

included and should be consistent with those included in the Floodplain Management Plan 

for the Lower Namoi Valley Floodplain. 

7.3 Mapping Errors 

There appears to be errors in the map layers used to locate flood dependant ecological 

assets and flood dependant ecosystems. Attachment B shows the Floodplain ecosystems 

mapped on with a significant number of old rice fields mapped incorrectly as 

floodplain ecosystems. 

3 9/10/2024 







 

 
   

 

       

     

            

        

      

       
   

          

          

           

            

       

             

    

        

            

           

             

           

           

       
     

            

       

              

          

2. PROPOSED RULES AND ASSESSMENT CRITERIA FOR 
MANAGEMENT ZONE A AND SP 

There are no areas of Management Zone A on . As outlined in Section 7 an 

additional category of management zone should be added, Management Zone A Ill-Defined 

(MZAID) where applicable in other areas of the valley. 

3. PROPOSED RULES AND ASSESSMENT CRITERIA FOR 
MANAGEMENT ZONE B 

The proposed rules and assessment criteria for Management Zone B fail to recognise the 

floodplain is largely already developed. Considering the extent and age of development the 

allowable depth increase on adjacent landholdings once in every 50 years should be 20cm 

as is the case in the Lower Namoi Valley Floodplain Management Plan. A slightly larger 

tolerance in the allowable depth increase will significantly reduce the cost of compliance, 

both in terms of production area loss and construction costs without detrimental change 

to the natural flow distribution. 

Ignoring the existing works, and proposing the same assessment criteria for works 

constructed prior to or after the floodplain management plan commences, does not assist 

practical floodplain planning. DCCEEW have an opportunity to develop a plan that meets 

the objectives of floodplain planning, without assuming that existing works do not exist. It 

is impossible to accurately represent and model developed areas of the valley without 

existing flood works and this should be recognised in the development of the FMP. 

4. PROPOSED RULES AND ASSESSMENT CRITER IA FOR 
MANAGEMENT ZONE C AND CU 

It is most important that works in Management Zone C do not require unnecessary 

assessment from WaterNSW. The “limited” circumstances where this will apply include 

proximity to roads which will are likely to be adjacent to almost all application areas. This 

alone will provide the trigger for WaterNSW to ask for assessment on all applications. 

2 9/10/2024 



 

 
   

 

    

         

             

          

    

               

            

        

   

    

      

            

          

           

  

   

          

         

           

      

  

5. PROPOSED MANDATORY CONDITIONS 

The proposed mandatory conditions ignore the impact that works on the floodplain may 

have had for a considerable period of time. The impact of removing an existing work, with 

or without approval may have unintended consequences up and downstream of the work. 

6. PROPOSED AMENDMENT PROVISIONS 

As detailed flood studies are prepared to support applications for works it is important that 

management zones are updated to reflect this information. A streamlined process for 

management zone updates to reflect approved works should be included. 

7. ADDITIONAL INFORMATION 

7.1 Management Zone AID 

The Murrumbidgee FMP should introduce Management Zone A Ill-defined (MZAID), as 

used in other valleys, to ensure hydraulic and ecological connectivity without inflicting 

unnecessary and costly changes to existing infrastructure. The terrain within these 

developments has been landformed and the natural flow paths have been altered or no 

longer exist. 

7.2 Undetermined applications 

There are also no transitional provisions for applications submitted period to the adoption 

of the FMP. Provisions to facilitate assessment of undetermined applications should be 

included and should be consistent with those included in the Floodplain Management Plan 

for the Lower Namoi Valley Floodplain. 

3 9/10/2024 







 

 
   

 

       

     

             

        

      

       
   

          

          

           

            

       

             

    

        

            

           

             

           

           

       
     

            

       

              

          

2. PROPOSED RULES AND ASSESSMENT CRITER IA FOR 
MANAGEMENT ZONE A AND SP 

There are no areas of Management Zone A on . As outlined in Section 7 an 

additional category of management zone should be added, Management Zone A Ill-Defined 

(MZAID) where applicable in other areas of the valley. 

3. PROPOSED RULES AND ASSESSMENT CRITERAI FOR 
MANAGEMENT ZONE B 

The proposed rules and assessment criteria for Management Zone B fail to recognise the 

floodplain is largely already developed. Considering the extent and age of development the 

allowable depth increase on adjacent landholdings once in every 50 years should be 20cm 

as is the case in the Lower Namoi Valley Floodplain Management Plan. A slightly larger 

tolerance in the allowable depth increase will significantly reduce the cost of compliance, 

both in terms of production area loss and construction costs without detrimental change 

to the natural flow distribution. 

Ignoring the existing works, and proposing the same assessment criteria for works 

constructed prior to or after the floodplain management plan commences, does not assist 

practical floodplain planning. DCCEEW have an opportunity to develop a plan that meets 

the objectives of floodplain planning, without assuming that existing works do not exist. It 

is impossible to accurately represent and model developed areas of the valley without 

existing flood works and this should be recognised in the development of the FMP. 

4. PROPOSED RULES AND ASSESSMENT CRITER IA FOR 
MANAGEMENT ZONE C AND CU 

It is most important that works in Management Zone C do not require unnecessary 

assessment from WaterNSW. The “limited” circumstances where this will apply include 

proximity to roads which will are likely to be adjacent to almost all application areas. This 

alone will provide the trigger for WaterNSW to ask for assessment on all applications. 
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5. PROPOSED MANDATORY CONDITIONS 

The proposed mandatory conditions ignore the impact that works on the floodplain may 

have had for a considerable period of time. The impact of removing an existing work, with 

or without approval may have unintended consequences up and downstream of the work. 

6. PROPOSED AMENDMENT PROVISIONS 

As detailed flood studies are prepared to support applications for works it is important that 

management zones are updated to reflect this information. A streamlined process for 

management zone updates to reflect approved works should be included. 

7. ADDITIONAL INFORMATION 

7.1 Management Zone AID 

The Murrumbidgee FMP should introduce Management Zone A Ill-defined (MZAID), as 

used in other valleys, to ensure hydraulic and ecological connectivity without inflicting 

unnecessary and costly changes to existing infrastructure. The terrain within these 

developments has been landformed and the natural flow paths have been altered or no 

longer exist. 

7.2 Undetermined applications 

There are also no transitional provisions for applications submitted period to the adoption 

of the FMP. Provisions to facilitate assessment of undetermined applications should be 

included and should be consistent with those included in the Floodplain Management Plan 

for the Lower Namoi Valley Floodplain. 

3 9/10/2024 









   
    

     
   

 
    

 

    
 

      

       
    

  
 

   

 

   

 

     

   

   
   

 

      
 

        

   

    

3. Clause 21 defines the number of flood work approvals. 
request access to information to the location and details of the works. Also can the 

plan identify that works are limited by the Water Management (General) Regulation 2018 
limits earthwork construction to 150mm above natural ground level. Also that the plan 
clearly defined which departments are responsible for the approval of works and which 
agency is responsible for compliance issues for structures constructed without approval. This 
information will also ensure that maintains approvals for any relevant assets, such as 
flood protection levees. 

4. Protection of Community Infrastructure i.e. public roads
 The overall plan does not address public assets, in particular those under the care and 
control of local Councils most notably local roads. request that at a minimum:
 (a) that the definition of infrastructure protection work on page 22, Clause 35 include public 
infrastructure roads.
 Reason: In past floods property owners have diverted water from their assets (crops and 
paddocks) onto local roads causing significant damage to local road networks making parts 
of the road network unusable by the public for significant periods of time. 

Please ensure that the plan is consistent with the limitations listed in the Act and Regulations. The 
plan has some inconsistencies with the regulation most notably Subdivision 6 where numerical 
standards have been included. Copy of the Subdivision is provided. 

Subdivision 6 Exemption from requirement for flood work approval 

45 Definition 

In this Division -

designated high risk flood area means -

(a)  a recognised floodway that is designated by a converted floodplain management plan, or 

(b) an area of a floodplain that is within Management Zone A or D under a management plan 
that applies to the floodplain. 

46 Exemption relating to compliance with State emergency direction 

(1) A person is exempt from section 91D(1) of the Act if the person constructs, uses or modifies a 
flood work in compliance with a direction given under the State Emergency and Rescue 
Management Act 1989 or State Emergency Service Act 1989. 

(2) An exemption conferred by subclause (1) ceases to apply 3 months after the date on which 
the direction was given or such later date as the Minister may approve of in writing. 

47 Exemption relating to work carried out by determining authorities or under development 
authorisations 

(1) A determining authority is exempt from section 91D(1) of the Act in relation to the 
construction or use of a flood work if -

(a) the construction or use of the work is permitted to be carried out by the determining 



  

 

    

  
    

       

 

    

   
   

   

   

      
 

  
   

     
   

 

    

      

authority under the Environmental Planning and Assessment Act 1979 (whether or not 
under a development authorisation), and 

(b)  the work is situated in or ondash; 

(i)  a place that is located within a managed designated high risk flood area, or 

(ii) any other place (unless it is located within an unmanaged designated high risk flood 
area). 

(2) A person (other than a determining authority) is exempt from section 91D(1) of the Act in 
relation to the construction or use of a flood work on a landholding that is owned or 
occupied by the person if -

(a) the construction or use of the work is carried out under a development authorisation, 
and 

(b)  the work is situated in or ondash; 

(i)  a place that is located within a managed designated high risk flood area, or 

(ii) any other place (unless it is located within an unmanaged designated high risk flood 
area), and 

(c)  the total area of the landholding does not exceed 0.2 hectare. 

Note -

Section 5.7 if the Environmental Planning and Assessment Act 1979 makes provision with 
respect to environmental impact assessments before carrying out, or approving the carrying 
out of, certain activities. 

(3) In this clause -

determining authority has the same meaning as in Division 5.1 of Part 5 of the 
Environmental Planning and Assessment Act 1979. 

development authorisation means -

(a) development consent within the meaning of the Environmental Planning and Assessment 
Act 1979, or 

(b) approval within the meaning of Division 5.1 of Part 5 of the Environmental Planning and 
Assessment Act 1979. 

managed designated high risk flood area means a designated high risk flood area to which 
a floodplain risk management plan or floodplain risk management study applies (being a 
plan or study that has been developed and implemented by a local council in accordance 
with the Floodplain Development Manual 2005, or a replacement manual, notified under 
section 733 of the Local Government Act 1993). 

unmanaged designated high risk flood area means a designated high risk flood area other 
than a managed designated high risk flood area. 

48 Exemptions relating to ring embankments around dwelling houses or certain farm 



 

 

      

     

    

   

     

   
   

   

    
   

 

     

 

 

 

 
 
 

 

infrastructure 

A person is exempt from section 91D(1) of the Act if -

(a)  the person constructs or uses on the person’s land a flood work consisting of -

(i)  one or more ring embankments that enclose a dwelling house, shed or storage silo, or 

(ii) one or more partial ring embankments that, together with the slope of land, enclose a 
dwelling house, shed or storage silo, and 

(b) the area (or total area) enclosed does not exceed 2 hectares or 10% of the area of the 
person’s land, whichever is the lesser, and 

(c) the work is not situated in or on a place that is located within a designated high risk flood 
area. 

49 Exemptions relating to certain public authorities 

(1) NSW Trains, Sydney Trains and the Residual Transport Corporation are exempt from section 
91D(1) of the Act for the construction or use of a flood work for the purposes of a railway. 

(2) A roads authority for a public road (within the meaning of the Roads Act 1993) is exempt 
from section 91D(1) of the Act if it constructs or uses a flood work for the purposes of the 
public road. 

50 Exemption relating to certain earthworks 

A person is exempt from section 91D(1) of the Act if -

(a) the person constructs or uses a flood work that consists of earthworks (including farm tracks 
and check banks) that are less than 150 millimetres above (but not below) the natural 
surface of the ground in or on which it is constructed or situated, and 

(b) the work is not situated in or on a place that is located within a designated high risk flood 
area. 

Community Engagement 
The plan was exhibted for public comment in August and September 2024 by the Department of 
Climate Change, Energy, the Environment and Water. 

Attachments 
None 

Links to 
Theme: 
Goals 
1.1 Maintain and Improve roads, bridges and footpaths to meet the needs of residents and industry. 
1.5 Maintain and improve stormwater and flood protection systems to meet the needs of residents 
and industry. 



 

 
 

   

 

     
  

 

 

Financial Implications 
No direct financial implications from making a submission 

Financial Sustainability 
NA 

Risk Implications 
By not making a submission the role is required to play in floodplain management could be 
overlooked and significant asset classes may not be covered by the plan. 

Legal Implications 
The Floodplain Management Plan for the Murrumbidgee Valley Floodplain 2025 has been prepared 
in accordance with the Water Management Act 2000 and will be statutory instrument once formally 
made. 

Options 
1. Make a submission  - recommended to ensure the interests of the community and role in 
the management of the floodplain is consistent. 
2. Not make a submission 




