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Florida 2070
Summary Report

Based on moderate projections by the Florida Bureau of Economic and Business Research (BEBR),
FlorideD & LJ2 LJdzfojected t8 gfowiodapproximately 33.7 million residents by 20209 million

more peoplethan in 2010. The Florida Department of Agriculture and Consumer Services (DACS), the
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spotlight alternative scenarios to accommodate these new residents. This map series uses geographic
information systems (GIS) to compare actual 2010 land ugerpa with two 2070 scearios.

The projected population growth st evenly distributed As the graph below reflects, the population
in the region defined a€entral Floridas much greatethan in the other three regions of the state.
Consequently the predicted land use change from undeveloped (agriculture and reatesa) to
developed is most significant in Central Florida.
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Florida 2070 includes a series of statewide and regiPahhandle, Northeast, Central and South
Florida)mapsfor each of the following

9 Baseline 201@ 2010 actual development distributidmased on US Census a2@ilOFlorida
Property Appraiser data

1 Trend 2070;2070 development distribution if current development patterns continue to
accommodate 9 . pré@)exted populatiorincrease of 14.9 million people

1 Alternative 2070¢ 2070development distribution showinga land use pattern that still
accommodates the 2070 projected population with a more compact pattern of development
and increased protected lands



Basic assumption®r 2070 Trend and 2070l#&rnative maps
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For the 2070 Trend and 20/0ternative maps, lands to which new poputatiis distributedare
prioritized basedn the following suitability criteria:
A Proximity to existing urban A Approved DRIs and Sector Plans
areas Proximity to major roads
A Presence/absence of wetlands City/town influence
A Road density Proximity to open water
A Proximity to coastline
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For the 2070 Trend maps, the density of new development on greenfield and infill land remains

the same as in 2010, and no new protected lands are added

For the 2070 Alternative maps:
A ALRNIAZ2Y 2F St OK O2dzyieQa LINR2SOGSR LI Lz |
existing urban areas, with urbanized counties projected to have greater urban
redevelopment than rural counties
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increased 20% over the gross development density used in the Trend

A Lands on the proposed Florida Forever Acquisition lists and lands identified as Priorities
1 & 2 in the Florida Ecological Greenways Network were added to protected lands

Stae and regional maps for the 2010 Baseline, 2070 Trend and 2070 Alternative include representations
of developed, protected and other lands. The visual comparison of these maps reveals significant
differences among the three scenarios and among the fogiores of the State. Supporting tables and
graphs assist with comparing the three scenarios and are particularly useful for comparing 2070 Trend
with 2070 Alternative.

Key observations from this studyclude

1)
2)

3)

4)

5)

6)

Land is a finite resource.

If gross developmerdensities are increased there is sufficient land to accommodate projected
population growth while also providing protection for agricultural lands and natural areas.

Even with higher gross development densities it is possible to have a wide varietysiridio
types including single family residential.

There are clear fiscal advantages to more compact development patterns. These include lower
costs to the public for utilities, roads, drinking water, stormwater management and sewage
treatment.

Local govarments are empowered with making land use change decisions and must consider
the long view, because while the cumulative effect of small land use changes may seem minor in
the short run, over time these incremental changes will shape the future landsddfierala.

Land conservation, through feemple acquisition and conservation easements, is essential to
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State Development Scenarios

Statewide 2010 Baseline

Statewide 2070 Trend Statewide 2070 Alternative
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STATEWIDE RESULTS

From the maps and comparative data it isacléhat 2070 Alternative accommodates the projected
population increase on significantly less land aread results in much greater protection for
agricultural landsand natural areag than 2070 Trend.

Acreage comparison ditatewide
alternative popuhtion allocation scenarios

% of % of

Baseline | % of Land Trend Land | Alternative Land
Developed 6,275,000 18.17%| 11,648,000 33.72%| 9,777,000f 28.30%
Protected (excluding
agriculture) 9,269,000 26.83%| 9,525,000f 27.57%| 13,339,000] 38.62%
Protected Agricultug 924,000 2.67%| 1,106,000 3.20%| 3,120,000 9.03%
Protected Subtotal 10,193,000, 29.51%| 10,631,000 30.78%)| 16,459,000, 47.65%
Agriculture (croplands,
livestock, aquaculture) 7,586,000 21.96%| 5,422,000 15.70%| 4,513,000{ 13.06%
Agriculture Subtotal 8,510,000 24.64%| 6,528,000 18.90%| 7,633,000f 22.10%
Other (mining, timber,
etc.) 10,489,000, 30.37%| 6,842,000 19.81%)| 3,794,000, 10.98%
Total State Land Acre§ 34,543,000, 100.00%| 34,543,000, 100.00% 34,543,000{ 100.00%

Gomparison of land use acreages for three statewideenarios
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Panhandle Florida Development Scenarios

Panhandle 2070 Trend
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PANHANDLE FLORIDA

The Panhandle will remain the least developed region of the segardless of the future scenario that
plays out. The primary difference between 2070 Trend and 2070 Alternative is the increase in protected
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Acreage comparign of Panhandle Florida
alternative population allocation scenarios
2070 2070 2070
Baseline | % of Land  Trend % of Land| Alternative| % of Land

Developed 989,000 11.78%| 1,496,000 17.82%| 1,372,000 16.34%
Protected (excluding
agriculture) 2,269,000f 27.03%| 2,339,000 27.86%)| 3,924,000 46.74%
Protected Agriculture 25,000 0.30% 25,000 0.30% 77,000 0.92%
Agriculture
(croplands, livestock,
aquaculture) 762,000 9.08% 751,000 8.95% 706,000 8.41%
Other (mining,
timber, etc.) 4,350,196 51.82%| 3,784,196 45.08%| 2,316196 27.59%
Total Land Acreage i
Panhandle 8,395,196/ 100.00%| 8,395,196/ 100.00%| 8,395,196 100.00%
Open Water 121,734
Total Acreage in
Panhandle 8,516,930

GComparison of land use acreages for three Panhandle Florida scenarios
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Northeast Florida Development Scenarios
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NORTHEAST FLORIDA

In the Northeast Region there is potential for a substantial increase in developed lands in 2070 Tre
This increase is reduced in the 2070 Alternative due to the higher development densities. As in the
Panhandle, there is opportunity for a significant increase in protected natural areas and a modest
AYONBFAS Ay LINRBGSOGSR

the 2070 Alternative. The most dramatic changes are evident along the east coast and in Marion, Lake
and Sumter counties. This is largely due to the significant population increase projected for these
counties and their relatively low development densities.

Acreage comparison of Northeast Florida
alternative population allocation scenarios

2070

2070 2070

Baseline | % of Land|  Trend % of Land| Alternative | % of Land
Developed 1,410,000 17.97%| 2,704,000] 34.46%| 2,351,000f 29.96%
Protected (excluding
agriculture) 1,639,000, 20.88%| 1,708,000 21.76%| 2,966,000f 37.79%
Protected Agriculture 23,000 0.29% 33,000 0.42% 140,000 1.78%
Agriculture
(croplands, livestock,
aquaculture) 1,121,000 14.28% 899,000 11.46% 968,0® 12.33%
Other (mining,
timber, etc.) 3,654,900, 46.57%| 2,503,900, 31.91% 1,422,900 18.13%
Total Land Acreage i
Northeast 7,847,900 100.00%| 7,847,900 100.00%| 7,847,900 100.00%
Open Water 279,310
Total Acreage in
Northeast 8,127,210

Gomparisonof land use acreages for three Northeast Florida scenarios
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