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Predicted Annual Deposition (Ib/sqg.ft.) due to Lateral Loads, Base Case
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Predicted Annual Deposition (Ib/sq.ft.) due to Lateral Loads, Lower Bounding Case (25% TSS Values)
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Predicted Annual Deposition (Ib/sq.ft.) due to Lateral Loads, Upper Bounding Case (75% TSS Values)
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Predicted Annual Deposition (cm/yr) due to Lateral Loads, Base Case
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