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Figure 1. Distribution of Road Closures due to Flooding during A.) Snowmelt Event, Rainfall Event Type of Event This analysis aids in improving the understanding of flooding.
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B.) Hurricane Isaias, and C.) Hurricane Ida. Highlighted results from the analysis are included below:
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Figure 2. Workflow Diagram of Analysis of Road Closures due to Flooding. of Pennsylvania at the time of publication. This report does not constitute a standard, specification or regulation.




