VULNERABILITY OF SHALLOW TIDAL WATER HABITATS
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to be inclusive of riparian lands for climate change modeling

Figure. Proportion of shoreline hardened (i.e. bulkhead, riprap revetment, marina,
seawall, wharf, and unconventional means of hardening) within each Chesapeake Bay
Program (CBP) Segment.! Overall, 11.1% of shoreline inventoried in Virginia tidal
waters was hardened (793 km hardened /7134 km shoreline surveyed).

IShoreline condition data were not available for the upper Potomac River (POTTF), Tangier Island
(TANMH), Upper James River (IMSTF), Northampton County (Lower CB7PH), lower Chickahominy
River (CHKOH) and sections of the Lower James (JMSPH). The Maryland shore of the Potomac River

was excluded from summaries.



	Untitled

