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Maximum water surface elevations (ft)
for the Scenario 3 tidal simulation
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for the Scenario 4 tidal simulation
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Maximum water surface elevations (ft)
for the Scenario 5 tidal simulation
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Maximum tidal elevation differences (ft) between the
existing conditions and Scenario 2.   Warm colors denote

where existing conditions are higher; blues where Scenario 2
values are higher.  Light purple and green are marsh areas

where wetting and drying interfaces differ.
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Maximum tidal elevation differences (ft) between the
existing conditions and Scenario 2.   Warm colors denote

where existing conditions are higher; blues where Scenario 2
values are higher.  Light purple and green are marsh areas

where wetting and drying interfaces differ.
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Maximum tidal elevation differences (ft) between Scenario
3 and Scenario 2.   Warm colors denote where Scenario 3

values are higher; blues where Scenario 2 values are higher.
Light purple and green are marsh areas where wetting and

drying interfaces differ.
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Maximum tidal elevation differences (ft) between Scenario
3 and Scenario 2.   Warm colors denote where Scenario 3

values are higher; blues where Scenario 2 values are higher.
Light purple and green are marsh areas where wetting and

drying interfaces differ.
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Maximum tidal elevation differences (ft) between Scenario
4 and Scenario 2.   Warm colors denote where Scenario 4

values are higher; blues where Scenario 2 values are higher.
Light purple and green are marsh areas where wetting and

drying interfaces differ.
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Maximum tidal elevation differences (ft) between Scenario
4 and Scenario 2.   Warm colors denote where Scenario 4

values are higher; blues where Scenario 2 values are higher.
Light purple and green are marsh areas where wetting and

drying interfaces differ.
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Maximum tidal elevation differences (ft) between Scenario 5
and Scenario 2.   Warm colors denote where Scenario 5

values are higher; blues where Scenario 2 values are higher.
Light purple and green are marsh areas where wetting and

drying interfaces differ.
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