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Sea Level
Rise
Projection

According to the Climate
Impacts Group, by 2100
under the High (RCP 8.5)
greenhouse gas scenario,
there is a 2% chance the
amount of relative sea
level rise will meet or
exceed 4’ by 2100 at this
location; storm surge and
king tides may add
another 2’ of inundation
under this scenario

Inundation data from NOAA
‘bathtub’ model
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Heat is one of the largest drivers
changing the niche of human
habitability. Rhodium Group
researchers estimate that under the
RCP 8.5 scenario, between 2040
and 2060 extreme temperatures
will become commonplace in the
South and Southwest, with some
counties in Arizona experiencing
temperatures above 95 degrees for
half the year.

e ——— https://www.nytimes.com/interactive/2020/09/15/magazine/clim
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weeks per year above 95 degrees F ate-crisis-migration-america.htmI
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on the spatial
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Hexagons

The Western
Association of Fish
and Wildlife
Agencies (WAFWA)
uses 1 sq mi
hexagons for their
Crucial Habitat
Assessment Tool
(CHAT) which is
used by the WDFW

1) purposes only. It does not indicate
9 organizational priorities or projects.
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indicate organizational priorities or projects.

Thorndyke Bay

This is an area of
Salt Marsh that has
high resilience, is
privately owned,
and is forecasted to
maintain tidal
wetland conditions
and expand
northward as a

L oy e . . . consequence of sea
While this information is helpful in Land Trust planning for future projects,

it’s not the only criteria we use, and we only work with willing |eve| rise
landowners. It is intended for informational purposes and does not




Thorndyke Bay

This is an area of
Salt Marsh that has
high resilience, is
privately owned,
and is forecasted to
maintain tidal
wetland conditions
and expand
northward as a
consequence of sea
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Number of Bird
Species That are
Highly Susceptible
to Climate
Change, Summer

These data were
produced by the
Audubon Society as
part of their Survival
by Degrees project
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These data were
produced by the
Audubon Society as
part of their Survival
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Species of
Concern
(WDFW
CHAT)

The Crucial Habitat
Assessment Tool ranks
hexagons based on the
number of terrestrial
species of concern. Data
are current as of
February, 2019
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Working Forests
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