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Salt Powds to Tidal Mars

This map shows the integrated analysis of
relative feasibility of restoting every salt pond
to tidal marsh (portions of Newark #2 plant
with insufficient data not included in the
analysis). Relative feasibility considers elevation,
tidal connection, flood hazards, existing bird
use, salinity, infrastructure, gypsum, S:Pgﬂ’;‘:ﬂa
alterniflora, and overall evaluation of the entire
salt pond complex. Designations shown here
are inherently subjective and each pond has
different and site-specific reasons for its
classification. In several cases we assume
clusters of ponds would be restored as a
means to reduce overall flood hazard
protection needs relative to restored acreage.
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