EROSION OR ERROR: ARE PROFILES AND THE MEAN
HIGH WATER SHORELINE APPROPRIATE PROXIES FOR

MEASURING SUBAERIAL BEACH VOLUME CHANGE?

ETHAN J. THEUERKAUF AND ANTONIO B. RODRIGUEZ
INSTITUTE OF MARINE SCIENCES THE UNIVERSITY OF NORTH CAROLINA AT CHAPEL HILL

IDEAL METHOD FOR MAPPING BEACH CHANGES SHOULD BE
ACCURATE ON BOTH SHORT AND LONG TIME SCALES
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