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STORM-TIDE STAGES PRODUCED BY HURRICANE HUGO
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Figure 9. Annual peak tidal stages at Customs House Wharf, Charleston, S.C.

Figure 7. Outer-coast and inner-coast alongshore profiles of storm-tide stages produced by Hurricane Hugo, September 21-22, 1989. (Data Courtesy of National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration, National Weather Service)
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Figure 5. Storm-tide stages from Bulls Bay to North Litchfield Beach.
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