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THIS DRAWING IS TO BE USED ONLY FOR THE PURPOSE OF
ISSUE THAT IT WAS ISSUED FOR AND IS SUBJECT TO AMENDMENT
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Notes

1. This drawing has been prepared based on results of
hydraulic modelling undertaken using TuFLOW modeliing
software. For further details on the hydraulic modelling
methodology and its limitations refer to the accompanying
report (URS (May 2014) 'Norwich Urban Area Local Flood
Mitigation Options Assessment Technical Report', URS:
Basingstoke.)
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