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10m 100y 3.7671 4.0253 7.8103 12.7128 

15m 100y 4.2584 4.9595 8.5543 15.0343 

20m 100y 4.9076 5.6709 9.0149 14.8089 

25m 100y 5.4183 5.7656 9.4342 15.1301 

30m 100y 6.1647 6.1636 9.0153 13.9454 

45m 100y 6.7068 7.1046 9.7956 12.1994 

1h 100y 6.8702 7.251 9.7595 14.274 

1.5h 100y 6.9237 6.9926 10.4822 14.9658 

2h 100y 6.601 6.9817 10.3301 15.0257 

3h 100y 5.0649 5.3588 7.943 8.9405 

4.5h 100y 5.5747 5.9734 9.2 10.4754 

6h 100y 4.891 5.3208 7.4064 8.1662 

9h 100y 5.9066 6.2337 8.2469 8.9728 

12h 100y 6.1945 6.4511 7.581 7.999 

18h 100y 5.1904 5.3645 6.2857 6.6212 

24h 100y 5.4619 5.6657 6.7908 7.1926 

30h 100y 5.1207 5.2774 6.242 6.6372 

36h 100y 5.5754 5.7505 6.6154 6.925 

48h 100y 5.0884 5.2746 6.4149 6.8202 

72h 100y 3.4544 3.5493 3.8674 3.9833 
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Hi Chris 
I’m happy with your suggested approach. 
Regards 

Matthew Wilson 
Planning Engineer 

P:  03 5272 4510 
F:   03 5272 4374 
E:   mcwilson@geelongcity.vic.gov.au 

 

100 BROUGHAM STREET, GEELONG 
PO BOX 104 GEELONG 3220 AUSTRALIA 
www.geelongaustralia.com.au          

 

 
 
 
 
 

 
From: Chris Beardshaw [mailto:chris@afflux.com.au]  

Sent: Monday, 18 April 2016 8:50 AM 
To: Matthew Wilson 

Cc: ''Tracey Pham'' 
Subject: RE: High Street culvert 

 
Thanks Mathew,  
The below makes sense. I think the rebuilt RORB model results in a flow of about 11.5 cumecs for 
the peak 1 hour storm.  
To move forward for this development, can I assume a tail water on the model boundary (at High 
Street) around 300mm below the floor level of the closest properties? 
 
Cheers 

From: Matthew Wilson [mailto:mcwilson@geelongcity.vic.gov.au]  
Sent: Friday, April 15, 2016 1:16 PM 
To: 'chris@afflux.com.au' 
Subject: High Street culvert 
 
Hi Chris 
I have been advised that funds have been allocated to upgrade the culvert at High Street, Drysdale in 
the 2016-17 budget. I suspect works will not occur until late in the cycle (ie. early-mid 2017) as 
design has not yet commenced. The brief requires upgrading of the culvert to allow a Q100 capacity 
of 11 cumecs under High Street, and a headwater level allowing appropriate freeboard to the lowest 
floor level to properties fronting DeBurgh Rd/Newcombe St.  
Regards 

Matthew Wilson 
Planning Engineer 

mailto:mcwilson@geelongcity.vic.gov.au
http://www.geelongaustralia.com.au/
mailto:chris@afflux.com.au
mailto:mcwilson@geelongcity.vic.gov.au

