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Executive Summary for Dauphin Island Adaptation Pathway Virtual Engagement 

Despite the COVID-19 pandemic, the Dauphin 
Island Adaptation Pathway project continued its 
community engagement to guide the project 
scope and direction. With traditional in-person 
workshops out of consideration, a multi-step 
virtual engagement plan was developed, 
incorporating:  
(1) Initial resident engagement, such as 
developing a Facebook page and establishing 
connections with the community,  
(2) Public informational sessions done via 
Facebook Live and Call-In Times to describe the 
project and answer any questions,  
(3) Public input sessions and feedback collection, 
consisting of Zoom sessions and a digital or 
mailed survey, and  
(4) Continued engagement via project progress 
updates. 

The overall goal of community engagement was 
to understand and incorporate the community’s 
perspective into the Adaptation Pathway, such as 
which areas residents considered most at-risk to 
breaching during a storm, what level of future 
flood risk residents were most comfortable 
planning for, and what adaptation strategies they 
were interested in or deemed feasible to consider 
in this project. 

Feedback obtained from 19 completed surveys 
confirms the Project Team’s top target areas are 
the West End public beach, Borrow Pit area, and 
Bird Sanctuary area. In contrast with the Town 
Leadership, community members that responded 
were more risk-tolerant and were interested in 
planning for sea-level rise scenarios with 96% and 
17% probabilities of being exceeded. The most 
popular adaptation strategies included filling the 
borrow pits, elevating driveways where they 
intersect berms, and beach nourishment to 
maintain current beach width and height over 
time. These strategies will be incorporated into 
the modeling efforts. Engagement is ongoing on 
the project’s Facebook page, 
facebook.com/NoBreachDI. Figure 1. Infographic of survey data 

http://www.facebook.com/NoBreachDI/
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Dauphin Island Adaptation Pathway Project Summary 

The Dauphin Island Adaptation Pathway research project is seeking to understand which adaptation 
strategies implemented in which areas are the most effective to prevent the island from breaching 
during lower-intensity storms (e.g., Hurricane Nate) now and in the future. The effectiveness of 
adaptation strategies is evaluated using computer modeling of storms and sea level rise in combination 
with input and support from Dauphin Island leadership and feedback from residents. Prior to the virtual 
engagement component described in this report, the project team met with the Town of Dauphin Island, 
including Mayor Collier and representation from the Planning Commission, DI Water & Sewer Board, 
and AL Power to discuss vulnerable areas and infrastructure on the island, which adaptation strategies 
were worth modeling, planning 
perspectives, challenges, and 
current or planned non-structural 
adaptation activities. Additional 
detail about that meeting can be 
found in the report available 
here. Beginning shortly after that 
meeting, the computer modeling 
process started with designing a 
computerized representation of 
the island that is used to simulate 
beach erosion and breaching due 
to storms and sea level rise for 
several adaptation strategies.  

The goal of the Dauphin Island Adaptation Pathway project is to develop a step-wise series of adaptation 
strategies that can be implemented by the Town, which will reduce unnecessary costs while maximizing 
protection from island breaching as sea levels continue to rise.  

 

Dauphin Island Virtual Engagement 

Community engagement and feedback collection were prioritized from the beginning of the Dauphin 
Island Adaptation Pathway project, ensuring that the resulting adaptation pathway would be as accurate 
and executable as possible. The COVID-19 pandemic required the Project Team to significantly adjust 
the original engagement plan in order to virtually collect feedback on the project from Dauphin Island 
residents. Specifically, the Team was interested in which areas residents would identify as most at-risk 
to breaching due to a storm (and why), what adaptation strategies they were interested in the Team 
modeling, and the timeframe to which residents were planning (i.e., their planning horizon). 

The Process: 

1. Initial Dauphin Island resident engagement  
 Goal: Establish connections with the community and increase awareness of the project. 

2. Public informational sessions 
 Goal: Explain the purpose of the project to residents and answer any questions. 

Figure 2. Example adaptation pathway 

http://masgc.org/assets/uploads/documents/Dauphin_Island_Adaptation_Pathway_Meeting.pdf
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3. Public input sessions and feedback collection 
 Goal: Solicit initial feedback from residents and obtain community perspective 
 including risk tolerances, timeframes, interest in various adaptation strategies, and 
 general concerns, to be incorporated as relevant into modeling efforts and the eventual 
 adaptation pathway. 

4. Continued engagement 
 Goal: Maintain relationship with community for continued understanding and interest in 
 Dauphin Island’s resilience to current and future hazards; prepare residents for release 
 and future implementation of the Dauphin Island Adaptation Pathway. 

 

1. Initial Dauphin Island resident engagement 

Action steps: Created, developed, and maintained a Facebook page for Dauphin Island residents and 
began advertising initial engagement opportunities 

Goal: Establish connections with the community and increase awareness of the project. 

Because the Town of Dauphin Island already has an active and engaged Facebook presence and a 
specific residents-only group, Facebook was a natural fit for this project’s switch to virtual engagement. 
The project Facebook page, ‘DI Adaptation 
Pathway: Minimizing chances of future 
breaching’, went public on May 13, 2020 
and was shared in the private residents 
group and subsequently on individual 
residents’ private pages, including that of 
the Mayor.  

Further, the Project Team developed a 
flyer (Figs. 3 and 4) advertising two 
informational sessions that would be held 
to discuss the project, its purpose and 
goals, and answer any questions residents 
may have. The Project Team did not have 
resources to mail the flyer to every 
Dauphin Island address; therefore, the 
Team chose to mail flyers to all property 
owners on the West End, given the high 
vulnerability of the area and it likely being 
where most adaptation strategies would 
take place, and a randomized selection 
from other parts of the island. Tax records 
were utilized to find the best mailing 
address for each identified property.   

 Figure 3. Front page of the virtual community engagement flyer 
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Results: 

The day the Facebook page went public, it gained 56 followers and has continued to grow to 167 
followers as of July 31, 2020. The page has 150 likes; Facebook users can choose to ‘like’ a page and/or 
‘follow’ a page with little difference in resulting engagement (‘likes’ attach their name to a page but 
users can also choose to ‘unfollow’ the page; ‘follows’ allow for the page’s posts to show up in a user’s 
news feed). Post reach ranges significantly, but all posts were shared organically and the Project Team 
did not pay for any advertising of the page or any posts on Facebook or other platforms. 

The introductory post on the Facebook 
page, published May 12, 2020, reached 
150 accounts (keeping in mind some 
accounts are used by multiple people), 
had 23 engagements, and 0 shares. The 
very next post, however, published May 
18, 2020 and advertising the engagement 
plan via flyer (Figure 3), reached 1,887 
accounts, had 150 engagements, and 12 
shares. 

The Facebook page requires routine 
maintenance, checking of notifications, 
and responding to comments to ensure 
residents understand the aims, limitations, 
and expected outcomes of the project. 
Beyond advertising the engagement 
opportunities described in sections 2 & 3 
below, the Project Team also introduced 
themselves via individual posts for each 
member of the team. These posts 
showcased the skills and experience of the 
Project Team and underscored the Team’s 
passion for the island and their personal 
reasons for wanting to help improve the 
island’s resilience to future storms and 
rising seas.   

The flyer (Figures 3 and 4) was distributed on the Facebook page (first post, published May 18, 2020, 
reached 1,897 accounts, had 150 engagements, and 12 shares; second post, published May 27, 2020 as 
a day-of reminder, reached 118 accounts, had 22 engagements, and 1 share). 200 flyers were mailed to 
residents as described above. No data is available regarding receipt of the mailed flyers, which were sent 
two weeks prior to the first informational event. 

 

 

Figure 4. Back page of the virtual community engagement flyer 
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2. Public informational sessions 

Action steps: Facebook Live events and Call-In Times 

Goal: Explain the purpose of the project to residents and answer any questions. 

As described above, the virtual community engagement plan had two key parts: informational sessions 
focused on explaining the project and answering questions, and input sessions focused on soliciting 
input on the direction of the project.  

To improve accessibility of information on the Dauphin Island Adaptation Pathway project, there were 
two forms of informational sessions: Facebook Live events and Call-In Times. Two of each type of 
informational sessions were available at different days and times to increase the likelihood that a 
prospective participant would be able to attend at least one. Call-In Times were targeted for residents 
who are not on Facebook but also covered anyone who was unable to attend a Facebook Live event. 
Engagement via comments or unmuting from the phone and asking questions was highly encouraged 
throughout all informational sessions. 

Results: 

The two Facebook Live informational sessions reached 3,201 people, had 476 engagements, 16 shares, 
and 53 comments (including those by the Project Team, responding to and encouraging questions). 
These show interest and engagement with the posts beyond the short auto-play that occurs when a 
video shows up in someone’s news feed. During the two Facebook Live informational sessions, the 
videos had 19 viewers and 14 viewers at the peaks of each session and the two sessions have a total of 
160 people who viewed at least one minute of a session.  

An important note about Facebook Live is that the video recording is saved on the page so that anyone 
who was unable to watch live can watch and participate after the event. The metrics above include 
reach and engagements both during and after the initial Live; Table 1 lists a combination of both, 
specifying whether the numbers are for during the Live or for the video and its accompanying post. 

Facebook Live & Video Metrics 
 Total May 27 Live May 29 Live 
Peak Viewers 
during Live 

-- 19 14 

Total Viewers who 
Viewed at least 1 
min 

160 118  
(29% were page 
followers) 

42  
(60% were page 
followers) 

Minutes Viewed 
during Live 

1,002 756 246 

Average video 
watch time during 
Live 

-- 2 minutes And 
16 seconds 

1 minute and 15 
seconds 

Engagement on 
accompanying 
Facebook post 

476 337 139 

 
 

Table 1. Facebook Insight data for the two Facebook Live informational sessions 
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The Call-In Times were successful in reaching an audience that either could not make a Facebook Live 
Event or were not on Facebook, based on comments made by attendees. There were seven total 
participants and content was adjusted for a conversation-style presentation of information. The 
participants displayed interest in the project and were all sent a print or emailed survey. 

 

3. Public input sessions and feedback collection 

Action steps: Zoom session and dual Facebook Live-Zoom session; mailed and emailed survey, sent 
reminder postcards and emails, collected responses 

Goal: Solicit initial feedback from residents and obtain community perspective including risk tolerances, 
timeframes, interest in various adaptation strategies, and general concerns, to be incorporated as 
relevant into modeling efforts and the eventual adaptation pathway. 

Following the informational sessions, where participants were encouraged to ask clarifying questions, 
the Project Team planned two public input sessions (June 3, 2020 and June 5, 2020) via Zoom web 
conferencing software to gather input on the project’s goals and activities. Zoom was chosen for its 
ease-of-use and increasing familiarity to users in the time of the COVID-19 pandemic. Due to low 
participation during the first input session, the second input session was held not only on Zoom but also 
streamed through Facebook Live, with the Project Team encouraging engagement from community 
members throughout the session. The Zoom sessions were originally planned as the sole opportunity for 
feedback but surveys were added to obtain additional quantitative and qualitative data, particularly 
from those unable to connect during the offered times and/or faced virtual participation barriers.  

During these input sessions, the informational sessions, and generally on the Facebook page, the Project 
Team requested that those interested in providing further specific feedback should sign up for a survey. 
This survey was intended to provide quantitative and qualitative feedback for the Project Team to 
integrate into the research process, including community interest in various adaptation strategies, areas 
considered most at-risk, planning timelines, and more (see Appendix A). The Team specifically asked for 
an email or mailing address during Informational Call-In Times, but otherwise the sign-up was done via 
an email marketing service known as Mail Chimp. Participants could elect to have the survey mailed or 
emailed to them.  

In total, emailed and mailed surveys went out to 23 interested residents. After 10 days, a reminder 
email was sent to the participants who had yet to complete the survey. The mailed survey included a 
stamped and addressed return envelope and, after 12 days, a reminder postcard was sent to the 
participants whose survey the Team had yet to receive. 

Results: 

Participation in the first Zoom session had only one participant despite having performed similar 
advertising as was done for the better-attended informational sessions. There was concern that the low 
participation was due to the input session being held only on Zoom, so the second input session utilized 
both Zoom and Facebook Live simultaneously. This was announced via the Facebook page on the 
morning of the event and participants were provided with information on viewing the input session on 
both platforms. Turnout for the second input session was also low with one participant via the Zoom 
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platform and, on Facebook Live, the peak number of viewers was six people with no poll responses or 
participant comments.   

After discussion, the Project Team believes the low turnout was due to two primary reasons. First, the 
ability to request a survey, which participants can complete on their own time independently, may have 
seemed like a preferred alternative to the real-time public input sessions. And second, it is possible that 
interested residents felt they received enough information during the informational Facebook Live 
events or Call-In Times that they did not need to provide feedback during the input sessions. The 
informational sessions included descriptions of a preliminary research plan based on input from town 
leaders and those responsible for critical infrastructure; therefore, if residents were satisfied with what 
they saw, they may not have felt a need to weigh in. There is some residual concern that the Project 
Team may have identified additional adaptation strategies – or that risk tolerance and timelines of 
planning preferences for residents may have been slightly different – if the Project Team had received 
more feedback with these sessions. However, the survey results and the input from previous 
interactions aligned similarly and were reflective of the extensive input given by the aforementioned 
group of stewards and leaders of Dauphin Island. Due to these factors, the Project Team is confident 
moving forward with the analyses based on the input that has been provided. 

Processing survey results 

Nineteen total surveys were received by the Project Team. Of the 11 emailed participants, 10 surveys 
were completed (90.9% response rate) and 9 out of 12 mailed surveys were returned (75% response 
rate), resulting in a total 82.6% response rate. The Project Team theorizes that the high response rate is 
due primarily due to the requirement of interested participants to sign up in order to receive a survey, 
which was reminded to the participants when the survey was then sent out (e.g., emails and envelopes 
mentioned “your requested survey”). See Appendix A for a copy of the mailed survey; the emailed 
survey had the same questions and answer options. 

Included in the 12-question survey were relevant demographic questions (number of properties owned, 
if applicable; residency status; length of residency, and where on the island they live) and more specific 
questions which asked residents to identify potential adaptation strategies and areas that are most at 
risk to breaching. It is important to note that, while the modelers may consider additional scenarios and 
locations for the purpose of their research, the modeling effort is limited due to high computational 
time of high resolution modeling and so not everything can be considered. For this reason, having the 
local information from residents on at-risk areas, potential adaptation strategies of interest, and other 
data is vital. 

Of the 19 total completed surveys, the majority (68.4%) of survey respondents had attended either a 
Call-In or Facebook Live session and therefore had some knowledge of the project prior to filling out the 
survey. All but one of the respondents owned at least one property on Dauphin Island and of those 
property owners, 55.6% were part-time residents, 27.8% were full-time residents, and 16.7% considered 
themselves ‘other’ types of residents. The majority of respondents lived, or had property on, the West 
End.  

Most survey respondents listed the West End as an area they believe to be most at-risk to breaching due 
to a storm. Other areas specifically identified, some of which may be considered part of the West End, 
were the borrow pits, bird sanctuary, St. Stephens Street, and Audubon Place Street. The top three 
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results (West End, borrow pit area, and bird sanctuary area) align with the target areas identified in the 
preliminary research plan which was developed in collaboration with the Dauphin Island leadership (see 
more: Report for the Dauphin Island Adaptation Pathway Meeting). 

Participants were asked about different potential adaptation strategies for the Project Team to research, 
separated into three geographies: Gulf-side adaptation strategies, sound-side adaptation strategies, and 
other adaptation strategies. Strategies varied in feasibility and cost; participants were told not to 
consider factors such as cost or feasibility when choosing strategies they were interested in. Included 
strategies were identified by either the Project Team and/or the Dauphin Island Leadership team. Gulf-
side adaptation strategies (see Table 1), in order of popularity, were “Elevating driveways where they 
intersect the berms (to allow for higher dunes)”, “Beach nourishment to maintain current width and 
height over time”, and “Beach nourishment to widen beach (to a previous historical width)”. Sound-side 
adaptation strategies, in order of popularity, were “Filling borrow pits” and “Adding a breakwater”. 
Other adaptation strategies, in order of popularity, were “Closing the ‘end’ of Bienville” and “Not 
clearing sand from the roads post-storm (this would elevate the roads)”. The most popular adaptation 
strategies across all geographies, in order of popularity, were “Filling borrow pits”, “Elevating driveways 
where they intersect the berms (to allow for higher dunes)”, “Beach nourishment to maintain current 
width and height over time”, “Beach nourishment to widen beach (to a previous historical width)”, and 
“Raising the dunes”. 

 
Table 2. Adaptation strategy options presented to Dauphin Island residents via survey and their interest levels for each option. 

Adaptation Strategy Options & Resident Interest 
Gulf-side 

adaptation 
strategy 

% 
interested 

Sound-side 
adaptation 

strategy 

% 
interested 

Other adaptation 
strategy 

% 
interested 

Beach 
nourishment to 
maintain current 
width and height 
over time 

57.9% Filling borrow pits 68.4% Raising the entire 
island 

10.5% 

Beach 
nourishment to 
widen beach (to a 
previous historical 
width) 

52.6% Adding back-bay 
bulkheads 

15.8% Closing the “end” of 
Bienville 

26.3% 

Raising the dunes 42.1% Raising back-bay 
bulkheads 
(Quivira, Port 
Royal, DelChamps) 

10.5% Not clearing sand 
from the roads post-
storm (this would 
elevate the roads) 

21.1% 

Adding a buried 
seawall beneath 
the dunes 

26.3% Adding a 
breakwater 

26.3% Other 31.6% 

Elevating 
driveways where 
they intersect the 
berms 

63.2% Other 21.1% 

Other 26.3% 

http://masgc.org/assets/uploads/documents/Dauphin_Island_Adaptation_Pathway_Meeting.pdf
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Regarding their risk tolerance, 
residents were most comfortable 
planning for sea-level rise scenarios 
that were 17% or 96% likely to be 
exceeded, which were the 
Intermediate and Intermediate-Low 
scenarios respectively. Given the 
opportunity to select two of the six 
scenarios, 44% of participants selected 
the Intermediate scenario (which is 
17% likely to be exceeded) and 38.9% 
of participants selected the 
Intermediate-Low scenario (which is 
96% likely to be exceeded). See more in 
Table 2. This is slightly different from the engagement with the Dauphin Island leadership, whose top 
two selections were 17% and 1.3% likely to be exceeded. 

Respondents were asked how far into the future they saw themselves or their family having their 
home/business on the island (i.e., how far into the future should the adaptation pathway consider?).  
The options for 20 years, 30 years, and 50 years were chosen by roughly 28% of respondents each (for a 
total of about 83%). The remaining 17% of respondents were looking at 80 years, and one respondent 
was not certain enough to choose a timeframe. Again, this differed slightly from the Dauphin Island 
leadership who were focused on longer time frames, around 40-50 years, which aligns with the 
expected lifespan of the infrastructure for which they are responsible. 

 

4. Continued engagement 

Action steps: Continued engagement via Facebook page and DI Leadership Team. 

Goal: Maintain relationship with community for continued understanding and interest in  Dauphin 
Island’s resilience to current and future hazards; prepare residents for release and future implementation 
of the Dauphin Island Adaptation Pathway. 

Following the initial engagement and surveying of the Dauphin Island community, the Project Team has 
continued engagement via the Facebook page. The posts have reduced in number and occurrence, but 
are intended to highlight the project’s ongoing work and update as the research progresses. This is in 
direct response to commentary from residents on appreciating and requesting continued transparency 
about the research. Through the Facebook page, the results of the feedback sessions and surveys were 
shared with the residents such as with the graphic in Figure 1. That post reached 857 accounts and had 
186 engagements, including 5 shares. 

 

 

 

Sea-Level Rise Scenario Resident Risk Tolerance 
 

SLR Scenario Exceedance 
Probability 

% of 
Residents 

Low (will definitely happen) 100% 13.9% 
Intermediate-Low 96% 38.9% 
Intermediate (moderately 
likely to happen) 

17% 44.4% 

Intermediate-High 1.3% 2.8% 
High 0.3% 0% 
Extreme (very unlikely to 
happen) 

0.1% 0% 

Table 3. Survey response percentages regarding sea-level rise scenarios 
that residents were interested in planning for; based on scenario 
exceedance probability. 
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Conclusion 

Engagement for the Dauphin Island Adaptation Pathway project was very different than originally 
planned due to the COVID-19 pandemic; however, input from the residents was vital to developing the 
most applicable adaptation pathway for the community. The virtual adjustment provided a safe and 
successful method to inform residents and gain their input. It is also likely that the demographics of the 
participants for both informational and input opportunities were broadened in a way that would have 
not been possible with the original in-person engagement plan. This is because many Dauphin Island 
community members do not live on the island full-time and may not have been available for an in-
person community meeting. Further, Facebook’s ability to like and share posts and videos has also 
amplified the project’s outreach efforts. 

Moving forward, the Project Team will incorporate the findings from the public feedback into the 
research. Results will inform geographic focus areas, adaptation strategies, sea-level rise scenarios, and 
timeframes. The Team will continue to update the Dauphin Island community via the Facebook page, 
sharing interesting information and updates on project progress. 

For more information on the project, visit here. To engage with the project on Facebook, the Facebook 
page is accessible at facebook.com/NoBreachDI/. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Note that all Facebook page data was collected July 31, 2020 and that the numbers of engagement may 
have changed by the time you are reading this report.

http://masgc.org/northern-gulf-of-mexico-sentinel-site-co/active-projects
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D I    
 

 

 

This survey is to collect resident feedback on the DI 
Adaptation Pathway project being done in partnership with 
the Town of Dauphin Island and others. 

The project is focused on minimizing our chances of future 
breaching of the island during smaller storms (like Hurricane Nate). This is 
especially a concern because as sea levels continue to rise around the 
island, these storms will have a larger impact.  

Using a computer model, coastal engineers from the project team are looking at 
potential adaptation strategies that could be implemented over time at different 
locations on the island and what those strategies' effectiveness would be. This will 
help create a 'pathway' of strategies that can be taken as sea levels rise without 
unnecessarily spending too much money at one time. 
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1. In which DI Adaptation Pathway event did you participate? (Select all that 
apply) 

□ Facebook Live (Wed, May 27 or Fri, May 29) 
□ Call-in Time (Thus, May 28 or Fri, May 29) 
□ Follow-Up Zoom (Wed, June 3 or Fri, June 5) 
□ None 

 

2. Which best describes your connection to Dauphin Island? (Select all that 
apply) 

□ I do not own property on the island. 
□ I own one property on the island. 
□ I own more than one property on the island. 
□ I own a business on the island. 

 

3. If you own property on Dauphin Island, which best describes your residency? 
(Select all that apply) 

□ I am a full-time resident. 
□ I am a part-time resident. 
□ Other (please specify in the space below) 

 

 

 

4. How long have you been a resident of Dauphin Island? 

□ 0-1 years 
□ 2-5 years 
□ 6-10 years 
□ 11+ years 
□ N/A – not a resident 

 

5. In what area of Dauphin Island do you live? 
Feel free to provide an exact address, street, neighborhood, or whatever you’re most 
comfortable with (e.g., The Village, Cadillac Ave – east end, 1011Bienville Blvd) 
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6. Please identify what area(s) you believe are most at-risk to breaching due to a 
storm. Please be as specific as possible and explain why. 

Note that we are currently planning to look at the sections identified in blue on the 
map below – the West End public beach, the borrow pits, and the bird sanctuary 
beach.  

You may comment on these and/or other areas you believe are at-risk to breaching.  

If you’re happy with these selections please let us know that too. 
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7. What Gulf-side adaptation strategy/strategies would you like to see explored? 
(Select all that apply.) 

Note that this project is focused on investigating whether or not these strategies 
would be beneficial as breach prevention measures. Future consideration will include 
concerns such as cost, feasibility, etc.; this stage of the project is identifying what 
strategies are worth moving to that future stage.  

□ Beach nourishment to maintain current width and height over time 
□ Beach nourishment to widen beach (to a previous historical width) 
□ Raising the dunes 
□ Adding a buried seawall beneath the dunes 
□ Elevating driveways where they intersect the berms 
□ Other (please specify) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

8. What sound-side adaptation strategy/strategies would you like to see explored? 
(Select all that apply.) 

Note that this project is focused on investigating whether or not these strategies 
would be beneficial as breach prevention measures. Future consideration will include 
concerns such as cost, feasibility, etc.; this stage of the project is identifying what 
strategies are worth moving to that future stage. 

□ Filling borrow pits 
□ Adding back-bay bulkheads 
□ Raising back-bay bulkheads (Quivira, Port Royal, DelChamps) 
□ Adding a breakwater 
□ Other (please specify) 
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9. What other adaptation strategy/strategies would you like to see explored? 
(Select all that apply.)  

Note that this project is focused on investigating whether or not these strategies 
would be beneficial as breach prevention measures. Future consideration will include 
concerns such as cost, feasibility, etc.; this stage of the project is identifying what 
strategies are worth moving to that future stage. w 

□ Raising the entire island 
□ Closing the "end" of Bienville 
□ Not clearing sand from the roads post-storm (this would elevate the roads) 
□ Other (please specify) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

10. The numbers below represent the likelihood that we will see a certain amount of 
sea-level rise. They are all possible based on the best available science, but they 
are not all as likely to happen. For example, the low amount of sea-level rise is 
100% likely to happen, but the extreme is very unlikely to happen. 

For people who are risk-adverse, they may be more interested in planning for 
scenarios that are less likely to happen to make sure that they are not impacted 
(e.g., intermediate or intermediate-high). 

For people who are risk-tolerant, they may only want to plan for what they are sure 
is going to happen (e.g., low or intermediate-low). 

Based on your personal risk tolerance, what are you most comfortable 
planning for? Please select two. 

□ 100% - Low (will definitely happen) 
□ 96% - Intermediate-Low 
□ 17% - Intermediate (moderately likely to happen) 
□ 1.3% - Intermediate-High 
□ 0.3% - High 
□ 0.1% - Extreme (very unlikely to happen) 
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11. How far into the future do you see yourself or your family having your 
home/business on Dauphin Island? (i.e., how far into the future should we be 
planning for?) 

□ 20 years 
□ 30 years 
□ 50 years 
□ 80 years 
□ Other (please specify) 

 

 

 

 

12. Is there anything else that you would like us to know as we proceed with this 
project? 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  

 

 

Thank you so much for your time! This will help us make sure the study best 
meets the needs of all islanders! 

 


