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1. DO NOT SCALE THIS DRAWING.
WORK TO FIGURED DIMENSIONS ONLY.
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This drawing is to be read in conjunction with all
relevant Architect's, Engineer's and Specialist's
drawings and their respective Specifications.
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3. All work to comply with the relevant British
. EARW G0 Standards, Codes of Practice and the Building
R e Regulations.
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immediately notified to CTP for clarification/correction
prior to construction of relevant structure.
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