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General Limiting Conditions 

AECOM devoted effort consistent with (i) the level of diligence ordinarily exercised by competent professionals practicing in the area under 

the same or similar circumstances, and (ii) the time and budget available for its work, to have the data contained in this report be accurate as 

of the date of its preparation.  This study is based on estimates, assumptions and other information developed by AECOM from its 

independent research effort, general knowledge of the industry, and information provided by consultations with the client and the client's 

representatives.  No responsibility is assumed for inaccuracies in reporting by the Client, the Client's agents and representatives, or any 

third-party data source used in preparing or presenting this study.  AECOM assumes no duty to update the information contained herein 

unless it is separately retained to do so pursuant to a written agreement signed by AECOM and the Client. 

AECOMôs findings represent its professional judgment.  Neither AECOM nor its parent corporation, nor their respective affiliates, makes any 

warranty, expressed or implied, with respect to any information or methods disclosed in this document.  Any recipient of this document other 

than the Client, by their acceptance or use of this document, releases AECOM, its parent corporation, and its and their affiliates from any 

liability for direct, indirect, consequential or special loss or damage whether arising in contract, warranty (express or implied), tort or 

otherwise, and irrespective of fault, negligence and strict liability. 

This report may not to be used in conjunction with any public or private offering of securities, debt, equity, or other similar purpose where it 

may be relied upon to any degree by any person other than the Client.  This study may not be used for purposes other than those for which it 

was prepared or for which prior written consent has been obtained from AECOM subject to the grant conditions as noted below.  

Possession of this study does not carry with it the right of publication beyond those allowed by the grant conditions noted below or the right to 

use the name of "AECOM" in any manner without the prior written consent of AECOM.  No party may abstract, excerpt or summarize this 

report without the prior written consent of AECOM.  AECOM has served solely in the capacity of consultant and has not rendered any expert 

opinions in connection with the subject matter hereof.  Any changes made to the study, or any use of the study not specifically identified in 

the agreement between the Client and AECOM or otherwise expressly approved in writing by AECOM, shall be at the sole risk of the party 

making such changes or adopting such use. 

AECOM acknowledges the Stateôs rights to use and reproduce this report and the public records duties as outlined per Attachment 4 and 

Attachment 6, Section 4 of Florida Department of Environmental Protection grant agreement R1918. The Florida Department of 

Environmental Protection reserves a royalty-free, nonexclusive, and irrevocable license to reproduce, publish or otherwise use, and to 

authorize others to use, for federal and state government purposes: the copyright in any work developed under a grant or contract under a 

grant, and any rights or copyright to which a grantee or a contractor purchases ownership with grant support and all patent rights, copyrights 

and data rights must be in accordance with 2 CFR §200.315 and 37 CFR Part 401, as applicable. 

This document was prepared solely for the use by the Client.  No party may rely on this report except the Client or a party so authorized by 

AECOM in writing (including, without limitation, in the form of a reliance letter).  Any party who is entitled to rely on this document may do so 

only on the document in its entirety and not on any excerpt or summary.  Entitlement to rely upon this document is conditioned upon the 

entitled party accepting full responsibility and not holding AECOM  liable in any way for any impacts on the forecasts or the earnings from 

(project name) resulting from changes in "external" factors such as changes in government policy, in the pricing of commodities and 

materials, price levels generally, competitive alternatives to the  project, the behaviour of consumers or competitors and changes in the 

ownersô policies affecting the operation of their projects. 

This document may include ñforward-looking statementsò.  These statements relate to AECOMôs expectations, beliefs, intentions or 

strategies regarding the future.  These statements may be identified by the use of words like ñanticipate,ò ñbelieve,ò ñestimate,ò ñexpect,ò 

ñintend,ò ñmay,ò ñplan,ò ñproject,ò ñwill,ò ñshould,ò ñseek,ò and similar expressions.  The forward-looking statements reflect AECOMôs views and 

assumptions with respect to future events as of the date of this study and are subject to future economic conditions, and other risks and 

uncertainties.  Actual and future results and trends could differ materially from those set forth in such statements due to various factors, 

including, without limitation, those discussed in this study.  These factors are beyond AECOMôs ability to control or predict. Accordingly, 

AECOM makes no warranty or representation that any of the projected values or results contained in this study will actually be achieved. 

This study is qualified in its entirety by, and should be considered in light of, these limitations, conditions and considerations. 
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Executive Summary 

Developing an understanding of the economic consequences from current and future coastal 

hazards is critical to informing decisions about how to protect the communities, businesses, and 

natural resources that make coastal communities in Southeast Florida a world-class destination 

for life, work, and leisure. This information is especially relevant to communities whose 

economies are heavily dependent on beach tourism and marine-service industries and 

associated property and sales tax revenues. Florida faces the highest cost in the nation to adapt 

infrastructure to protect coastal communities from rising seas, estimated by a recent study at 

$76 billion statewide by 2040 (The Center for Climate Integrity Resilient Analytics, 2019).  

This report presents estimates of the economic consequences to coastal communities in 

Southeast Florida from failing to take action to mitigate the impacts from high-frequency coastal 

storms and sea level rise, as well as the economic benefits from adaptation actions designed to 

mitigate these coastal hazard risks. The research presented in this study builds on past work 

completed in the region by leveraging a robust economic modeling tool (i.e., REMI) to estimate 

cascading economic impacts at multiple geographic scales. As illustrated in this report, coastal 

storms and sea level rise can have wide-ranging direct, indirect and induced effects that extend 

beyond the borders of any one community.   

In addition to considering the costs and benefits of adaptation strategies intended to reduce 

coastal hazard risks, it is also important to more broadly consider the opportunities for 

advancing economic resilience in the Southeast Florida communities that are subject to these 

risks. In the context of this study, economic resilience accounts for the ability of communities 

and the region to: (1) prepare for and withstand coastal hazard risks, and (2) respond and 

recover when these risks manifest. This study illustrates that advancing economic resilience 

requires action by both the public and private sector at various geographic scales, and that 

there is a shared interest for both communities to partner on this front.  

Each coastal community in Southeast Florida has its own unique set of challenges to confront 

(not limited to coastal hazards) and varying amounts of resources to address these challenges. 

At the same time, coastal communities in the region share many similar characteristics, 

especially with respect to their primary industries and revenue sources. To advance economic 

resilience at the regional scale, it will be important to avoid a Balkanization approach to 

adaptation that fails to account for the complex interdependencies between local and regional 

economies, and the critical role that regional infrastructure plays in promoting robust and 

resilient economies.  

Summary Findings 

This study attempts to answer a number of questions related to the economic risks posed by 

high-frequency coastal storms and sea level rise as well as the potential benefits to be gained 

by investing in adaptation. A multi-step modeling approach was undertaken to estimate results. 

The first stage of the analysis involved an assessment of primary consequences, which 

accounts for direct impacts to property and assets that are exposed to the modeled coastal 
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hazard conditions. The second stage of the analysis involved an assessment of secondary 

consequences, which accounts for economy-wide direct as well as indirect (e.g., supply chains) 

and induced (e.g., worker and household spending) economic impacts. As discussed later in 

this report, there is some level of overlap between the primary and secondary consequence 

analyses, with the secondary analysis incorporating outputs from the primary analysis. For 

example, lost output associated with a business that is subject to storm damage and has to 

temporarily close to undergo repairs is a primary consequence metric. This metric is then 

incorporated into the REMI model to estimate lost gross domestic product (GDP), which 

accounts for both output and intermediate inputs in a defined economic geography. 

A variety of impact metrics or indicators have been evaluated in this study, including real and 

personal property impacts (e.g., structures, contents) as well as economic impacts (e.g., 

business output, jobs) and fiscal impacts (e.g., property taxes, sales taxes). A common mistake 

when conducting a comparative analysis of the benefits and costs for a policy, program or 

project is to conflate social welfare impacts, economic impacts, and fiscal impacts. Benefit-cost 

analysis (BCA) is focused on accounting for the primary effects to society at large. Economic 

impact analysis is focused on evaluating changes in economic activity in a defined region, 

including secondary direct, indirect and induced effects. Fiscal impact analysis is focused on 

assessing financial effects to governments in a defined region. Each of these analysis types 

provide meaningful information to decision-makers, but they fundamentally address different 

questions. As such, the results for each impact assessment should not be added together.  

To develop an understanding of the costs and benefits of adaptation, impact metrics commonly 

incorporated in federal agency BCAs (e.g., USACE, FEMA) were evaluated. In particular, 

primary consequences associated with real and personal property under a no action scenario 

were estimated and compared to the costs and benefits of systemic (e.g., seawall, dunes) and 

building-level (e.g., elevate structure, floodproof structure) adaptation strategies. Table 1 and 

Table 2 show estimates for the cumulative impacts avoided and cumulative cost of adaptation, 

net impacts and resulting benefit-cost ratios for the systemic (e.g., seawalls, dunes) and 

building-level (e.g., elevate structure, floodproof structure) adaptation strategies.  

Table 1. Systemic Adaptation Strategy Return on Investment for Direct Property Primary 

Consequences (Net Present Value, $Millions) 

/ƻǳƴǘȅ 
/ǳƳǳƭŀǘƛǾŜ LƳǇŀŎǘǎ 

!ǾƻƛŘŜŘ 
/ǳƳǳƭŀǘƛǾŜ 

!ŘŀǇǘŀǘƛƻƴ /ƻǎǘǎ 
bŜǘ LƳǇŀŎǘǎ .ŜƴŜŦƛǘπ/ƻǎǘ wŀǘƛƻ 

.ǊƻǿŀǊŘ  ϷфΣслм ϷпΣмну ϷрΣпто нΦоо 

aƛŀƳƛπ5ŀŘŜ  ϷмфΣпсм ϷнΣмлм ϷмтΣосл фΦнс 

aƻƴǊƻŜ  ϷоΣмун ϷтΣссф πϷпΣпут лΦпм 

tŀƭƳ .ŜŀŎƘ  ϷрΣсмо ϷпΣонр ϷмΣнуу мΦол 

¢ƻǘŀƭ ϷотΣурт ϷмуΣнно ϷмфΣсоп нΦлу 
Notes:  

Results account for structure, content, land and relocation impacts.  

Results are presented in net present value terms using a 5 percent discount rate over the period of the analysis from 2020 to 2070. 
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Table 2. Building-Level Adaptation Strategy Return on Investment for Direct Property 

Primary Consequences (Net Present Value, $Millions) 

/ƻǳƴǘȅ 
/ǳƳǳƭŀǘƛǾŜ LƳǇŀŎǘǎ 

!ǾƻƛŘŜŘ 
/ǳƳǳƭŀǘƛǾŜ 

!ŘŀǇǘŀǘƛƻƴ /ƻǎǘǎ 
bŜǘ .ŜƴŜŦƛǘǎ .ŜƴŜŦƛǘπ/ƻǎǘ wŀǘƛƻ 

.ǊƻǿŀǊŘ  ϷпΣрпм ϷмΣпфр ϷоΣлпс оΦлп 

aƛŀƳƛπ5ŀŘŜ  ϷфΣнрр ϷмΣтус ϷтΣпсф рΦму 

aƻƴǊƻŜ  Ϸпрф Ϸрфу πϷмоф лΦтт 

tŀƭƳ .ŜŀŎƘ  ϷоΣомн Ϸрпр ϷнΣтст сΦлу 

¢ƻǘŀƭ ϷмтΣрст ϷпΣпнп ϷмоΣмпо оΦфт 
Notes:  

Results account for structure, content, land and relocation impacts.  

Results are presented in net present value terms using a 5 percent discount rate over the period of the analysis from 2020 to 2070. 

 

For both the systemic and building-level adaptation strategies, the benefits outweigh the costs 

for all counties except Monroe. This does not necessarily imply that adaptation is not a cost-

effective investment for Monroe County. Rather, based on the high-level model assumptions, 

non-exhaustive impact categories evaluated, and financial discount rate incorporated, the 

outcomes were not proven to be economically justified for Monroe. To this end, future analysis 

should be conducted on a project-by-project basis, in Monroe County as well as in the other 

Southeast Florida counties, to better design and optimize the benefits that can result from 

investment in adaptation.  

It is important to note that the systemic and building-level strategies are intended to be 

evaluated separately, with a few caveats. The systemic strategies would provide broader 

economic benefits than the building-level strategies as they would help reduce impacts to both 

property and infrastructure that are critical for economic activity (e.g., transportation networks), 

and would also help to maintain the profiles of beaches that support a vibrant tourism-related 

economy. The building-level strategies are focused on providing protection to individual 

structures. This protection is limited to coastal storms and does not provide protection against 

permanent sea level rise. These strategies would not convey benefits to transportation 

corridors, nor would they help to maintain the countiesô coastal resources that provide significant 

recreational and aesthetic benefits and economic value.  

While not quantified in this report due to a variety of uncertainties, both the systemic and 

building-level adaptation strategies could help to minimize the devaluation of real estate in the 

future. This would help to mitigate a variety of cascading effects such as foregone property 

taxes, increased cost and/or barriers to access insurance coverage and mortgage financing, 

loss of wealth and/or income for property and business owners, and downgrades to municipal 

bond ratings (MGI 2020). These effects from real estate devaluation could fundamentally alter 

the desirability of living and working in coastal communities, which in turn could result in the 

redistribution of populations and public and private investment, and long-term impacts to local, 

regional and state economies.  
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Another key benefit of the systemic adaptation strategy is that it will protect property from the 

modeled gradual sea level rise conditions. This study assumes property that is exposed to daily 

high tides in the future would no longer be considered a functional asset and would lose the 

entirety of its market value. As a result, failure to safeguard property from rising seas could 

result in significant property tax revenue losses. These monies are critical to local governments 

and any reductions to this revenue stream could hinder the ability of the public sector to fund its 

operations and invest in core community services and infrastructure, including adaptation. Table 

3 shows the estimated property tax revenues that could be lost over the next half century, based 

off property identified to be vulnerable to the modeled daily high tide conditions. The reported 

investment costs for systemic adaptation in Table 1 would help to safeguard these revenues.    

Table 3. Cumulative Property Tax Impacts from Permanent Sea Level Rise (MHHW) (2019 

Dollars, $Millions) 

/ƻǳƴǘȅ 
tǊƻǇŜǊǘȅ ¢ŀȄ LƳǇŀŎǘǎ ōȅ 5ŜŎŀŘŜ 

нлнл π нлол нлол π нлпл  нлпл π нлрл нлрл π нлсл нлсл π нлтл ¢ƻǘŀƭ 

.ǊƻǿŀǊŘ  Ϸмн  Ϸнл  Ϸоп  Ϸмоу  Ϸснл  Ϸунр  

aƛŀƳƛπ5ŀŘŜ Ϸммп  Ϸнмр  Ϸнпф  Ϸпсс  ϷмΣопр  ϷнΣоуу  

aƻƴǊƻŜ Ϸф  Ϸнн  Ϸпм  Ϸмпн  Ϸпсл  Ϸстп  

tŀƭƳ .ŜŀŎƘ  Ϸф  Ϸмм  Ϸнп  Ϸут  Ϸпму  Ϸрпу  

¢ƻǘŀƭ  Ϸмпп  Ϸнсу  Ϸопу  Ϸуоо  ϷнΣупо  ϷпΣпор  
Notes:  

Results are not adjusted to account for financial discounting. 

 

Investments in adaptation can provide benefits beyond the avoided impacts shown in Table 1 

and Table 2. For example, monies used to construct a seawall will result in direct job gains for 

the construction industry, as well as downstream indirect (e.g., supply chain) and induced (e.g., 

worker and household spending) job gains. These cascading economic impacts, shown in Table 

4, were modeled using REMI PI+, accounting for adaptation cost estimates and public and 

private spending assumptions.  

Table 4. Economic Benefits from Investment in Adaptation (2019 Dollars, $Millions) 

Economic Indicators 

{ȅǎǘŜƳƛŎ !ŘŀǇǘŀǘƛƻƴ .ǳƛƭŘƛƴƎπ[ŜǾŜƭ !ŘŀǇǘŀǘƛƻƴ 

/ƻƳōƛƴŜŘ 5ƛŦŦŜǊŜƴŎŜ ŦǊƻƳ .ŀǎŜƭƛƴŜ 
/ƻƳōƛƴŜŘ 5ƛŦŦŜǊŜƴŎŜ ŦǊƻƳ 

.ŀǎŜƭƛƴŜ 

.ǊƻǿŀǊŘ /ƻǳƴǘȅ 

Wƻō ¸ŜŀǊǎ мнΣлсл мтΣрпл 

D5t  ϷмΣппл ϷнΣнмл 

aƛŀƳƛπ5ŀŘŜ /ƻǳƴǘȅ 

Wƻō ¸ŜŀǊǎ нпΣтрл нмΣссл 

D5t  ϷнΣфул ϷоΣлнл 

aƻƴǊƻŜ /ƻǳƴǘȅ 

Wƻō ¸ŜŀǊǎ нуΣслл уΣмсл 

D5t  ϷнΣлтл Ϸтмл 

tŀƭƳ .ŜŀŎƘ /ƻǳƴǘȅ 
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Economic Indicators 

{ȅǎǘŜƳƛŎ !ŘŀǇǘŀǘƛƻƴ .ǳƛƭŘƛƴƎπ[ŜǾŜƭ !ŘŀǇǘŀǘƛƻƴ 

/ƻƳōƛƴŜŘ 5ƛŦŦŜǊŜƴŎŜ ŦǊƻƳ .ŀǎŜƭƛƴŜ 
/ƻƳōƛƴŜŘ 5ƛŦŦŜǊŜƴŎŜ ŦǊƻƳ 

.ŀǎŜƭƛƴŜ 

Wƻō ¸ŜŀǊǎ мфΣоул уΣнфл 

D5t  ϷмΣфлл ϷмΣллл 
Notes:  

Jobs rounded to nearest 10. 

GDP rounded to nearest $10 million.  

Job years is equivalent to one year of work for one person ï for example: a new construction job that lasts two years will equate to 
two job years. 

Results are not adjusted to account for financial discounting. 

Advancing Economic Resilience 

Investment in actions that can reduce coastal hazard risk and support adaptation to changing 

conditions can help to protect people, property, businesses, and infrastructure, and reduce the 

amount of resources and investment needed to respond to and recover from coastal hazard 

events over the long term. Overall, investing in adaptation now can result in a positive economic 

return for the region. 

A primary goal of investing in economic resilience is to ensure that when coastal hazard events 

do occur, the shocks are manageable and not disruptive. However, while protective investments 

can help to minimize the shocks from coastal hazards, they will not address underlying chronic 

stresses present in local and regional economies (e.g., social equity, poverty, unemployment, 

lack of industry diversification) that will affect the capacity of communities to respond to and 

recover from immediate and more distant coastal hazard risks. Therefore, communities should 

attempt to identify the structural factors that will affect their ability to be resilient to changing 

conditions. This includes developing an understanding of the strengths and weaknesses of local 

and regional economies, and the opportunities for improving business-as-usual practices so 

communities do not just survive but are best positioned to thrive.  

Strategies that communities in the Southeast Florida region can take to evaluate and advance 

their capacity for economic resilience are summarized below.  

Increase Climate Risk Awareness: Fundamental to resilience is increasing climate risk 

awareness. Information about climate change risks and their knock-on effects is not 

incorporated into most policies that govern public and private institutions. As a result, risky 

behavior is often incentivized and/or subsidized. Both the public and private sector have a role 

to play in risk disclosure, through policies such as mandatory seller disclosure forms, loan 

terms, and technical assistance programs. 

Invest in Key Vulnerable and Emerging Industries: Efforts should be made to protect 

vulnerable industries and promote economic diversification and innovation in the region. 

Underlying industry vulnerabilities can stem from operating in close proximity to the coast and 

from the interdependencies between industries. It is of critical importance that businesses are in 

a position to continue their operations in as close to a business-as-usual environment when 

coastal hazards occur. To do this, businesses should act now to develop business continuity 
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plans that account for potential physical and economic impacts as well as responses and 

recovery mechanisms. Southeast Florida contains clusters of related businesses and industries 

that make the region competitive for jobs and private investment. Investing in adaptation that 

provides a direct benefit to ocean or coastal-related economic clusters present will have 

cascading positive impacts for regional resilience. Emerging economic clusters should also be 

identified and invested in, including industries in cleantech, life sciences, and information 

technology. Early investments in research and development can help with long-term economic 

opportunity for adaptation innovation-related industries, where a number of the solutions and 

problems to be solved remain unknown. 

Develop an Occupational Roadmap to Resilience: Certain workers may be more vulnerable 

to coastal hazards, such as workers in vulnerable industries, workers with less adaptable 

skillsets, lower wage workers, and workers who travel far to get to work. At the same time, 

recovery efforts and adaptation investments will favor certain occupations over others, such as 

emergency responders and construction workers. Communities should develop coordinated 

workforce and economic development initiatives to grow the local labor pool capable of 

providing the services needed to prepare for and recover from coastal hazard events to keep 

more recovery funds in impacted communities, decrease the burden on supportive 

infrastructure, expand job skills training and potential future income earning potential, and 

provide faster recovery after an event. 

Engage with and Provide Support to the Small Business Community: Small businesses 

generally have fewer resources to develop an understanding of coastal hazard risks and to 

make detailed plans to assist in response and recovery when coastal hazards occur. When 

small businesses are subject to the impacts of coastal hazards, they often lack the capital 

reserves, access to financing, or insurance coverage necessary to absorb a loss of income and 

the additional expenses that come with rebuilding. Streamlined access to capital and financing 

is critical to ensuring continued operations and related financial outcomes. Engaging with small 

businesses may be difficult given competing demands but improved communications through 

digital platforms can help to exchange information both within business communities and 

between the public and private sector.  

Strategically Prioritize Projects and Monitor Efficacy: Given the finite financial resources 

available for adaptation, communities and regions will be faced with difficult decisions on where 

investment should be directed, what types of adaptation projects should be pursued, when 

these investments should be made, and how much money should be borrowed to accelerate 

investments in resilience in a way that is commensurate with expected risks. Projects should be 

prioritized through transparent evaluation frameworks that address existing societal 

vulnerabilities and that maximize project benefits. The project planning approach should be 

holistic - plans for economic development, workforce development, land-use, capital 

improvements and hazard mitigation should be aligned where feasible. Community lifelines, 

such as energy, water, transportation, and communications infrastructure, should be protected 

to avoid far-reaching direct and indirect consequences. To ensure that future adaptation projects 



Business Case for Resilience in Southeast Florida 
 

 

20 Final Draft for Release: August 2020  AECOM 

 

 

provide their intended return on investment, the effectiveness of implemented adaptation 

strategies should be evaluated where feasible.  

Develop Actionable Funding and Financing Plans to Pay for Resilience: The risks posed 

by a changing climate are too great for any one sector to take on alone, and the benefits 

provided by making investments in climate resilience are shared across sectors. As such, 

considerations on how to fund and finance adaptation and resilience should be made with an 

eye towards all of the entities that would benefit from such investments, from both public and 

private sector actors, as well as the capacity for specific individuals and populations to bear the 

burden of these costs.   

Other Key Considerations & Recommendations 

Social Vulnerability: This study has focused on producing monetary results that can lend to the 

interpretation of the costs and benefits conveyed by adaptation compared to inaction. While 

these reporting metrics are indicators of economic vulnerability, they do not explicitly account for 

community characteristics that can be indicative of social vulnerability. For example, economic 

disruption for certain workers may have outsized cascading impacts such as lost wages due to 

a storm resulting in an inability to pay rent. In addition, there are potential far-reaching health 

consequences that could be caused by disruption of public services (e.g. water or wastewater) 

that may impact certain populations more than others. 

Decision-making around what investments are needed to shore up the risks posed by coastal 

hazards should not be limited to the potential economic return on investment, or they could lead 

to increasing inequality and de-prioritizing critical investments in the most vulnerable parts of our 

community. To broaden decision-making considerations as they relate to investments in 

adaptation and resilience, communities should consider the use of social vulnerability indices 

and related tools that can illustrate, in a standardized manner, the relative vulnerability of 

different populations to a range of shocks and stressors, both human and natural caused. These 

resources incorporate a number of indicators (e.g., age, poverty, vehicle access) that can help 

to illuminate the social vulnerability of a community and its potential to be resilient in the face of 

disaster. The most widely used social vulnerability index was developed for the Centers for 

Disease Control and Prevention (CDC1) to assist planners and public health officials in readying 

themselves for natural disasters, disease outbreaks and exposure to toxic chemicals, though a 

number of domain-focused social vulnerability indices have been developed by federal, state, 

academic and non-profit entities.  

Opportunity Costs: This study models a suite of adaptation strategies and includes 

assumptions about how these investments are funded. Systemic adaptation strategies, like 

building a seawall, are assumed to be funded with both public and private dollars. Whether the 

source be grant funds from the state or local property and sales taxes, it is important to 

acknowledge that there is an opportunity cost to using these monies to pay for adaptation. 

 

1 https://svi.cdc.gov/ 
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Regardless of who pays for adaptation, there is a tradeoff to using these funds for this purpose 

versus other community or personal needs. Local and regional governments as well as property 

and business owners face challenges in paying for existing needs such as housing, public 

health, or insurance. To this end, monies used to pay for adaptation can result in a decline in 

investment resources that could be directed to other goods or services. This consideration 

makes it critical that investments in adaptation provide co-benefits to people, the economy, and 

the environment.    

Reputational Risks and Associated Impacts: Vulnerability to coastal hazards now and in the 

future can result in reputational risks and associated impacts such as: property devaluation, 

insurance premium increases, bond rating downgrades / increased borrowing costs, decreased 

tourism and associated spending, decreased public support (which can hinder future efforts to 

raise funds in support of mitigation), and risk from increased liability. Quantifying reputational 

damages relies on understanding the financial fundamentals of risk as well as the less studied 

and harder to quantify behavioral perceptions of risk which reflect considerations of the 

performance of policies, systems, and infrastructure. Modeling reputational impacts, such as 

perceptions of future climate change risk, was beyond the scope of this analysis. Yet these are 

important and relevant considerations when interpreting the potential outcomes of the modeled 

project alternatives. Future research and analysis may provide additional quantitative insights 

into variations to this approach, and if this occurs, these findings should be updated. 
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1. Introduction 

1.1 Study Overview  

The Southeast Florida community, under the auspices of the Southeast Florida Regional 

Climate Change Compact, undertook this study to answer key questions and close identified 

gaps in the regional economic evaluation of flood risk and exposure, with the specific inclusion 

of sea level rise. The Urban Land Institute was selected to guide the development of this study, 

with on-the-ground project management support by Brizaga and technical economic modeling 

assistance from AECOM.  

The economics of sea level rise, flooding, and resilience are an essential component of 

encouraging continued action to address the challenges facing communities in Southeast 

Florida. Beyond the physical implications of rising seas, the economic implications of these 

impacts are an essential component of making informed decisions on how to invest in 

adaptation and resilience.  

To further understand the business case for resilience, this study explores the following:  

¶ the economic risks of flooding and the augmentation of that risk due to rising sea levels;  

¶ the economic benefit of resilience action as a function of risk reduction and avoided 

economic losses;  

¶ the economic opportunities associated with resilience investments; and  

¶ recommended strategies to advance community resilience.   

Given the large and varied geography of Southeast Florida, replicable analysis techniques and 

generalized assumptions were incorporated into the analysis, accounting for readily available 

and regionally standardized physical and economic data. As such, this study represents a high-

level evaluation of economic consequences that could occur if no action is taken mitigate 

coastal hazard risks, as well as the costs and benefits that could result from investment in a 

subset of adaptation and resilience strategies. The findings are intended to show the 

importance, both locally and regionally, of continuing efforts to build broad public and private 

sector support for investment in strategies to confront the economic risks posed by current and 

future coastal hazards.  
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1.2 Key Study Concepts & Global Assumptions 

Key concepts and global assumptions that support interpretation of the analysis and results 

detailed in this report are described below.  

Impact Geography: This analysis is focused on evaluating economic outcomes to communities 

in Southeast Florida and the State of Florida. Broward County, Miami-Dade County, Monroe 

County and Palm Beach County make up the Primary Impact Area, while the State of Florida 

represents the Secondary Impact Area. Primary economic consequences are modeled for the 

Southeast Florida counties, the results of which are introduced to the REMI model platform to 

produce separate secondary economic consequence results for each Southeast Florida county 

and the State of Florida.  

Static Built Environment: This analysis superimposes potential current and future coastal 

conditions on the existing built environment in Southeast Florida. While it is likely that the built 

environment in this region of Florida will undergo changes between the present year and the 

end year of analysis in 2070, it is challenging to accurately model those changes without 

detailed information on future development plans at the building scale. Incorporating this 

information into the analysis was not feasible due to data and resource limitations.  

Effectiveness and Useful Life of Adaptation Strategies: Each of the adaptation strategies 

were modeled to provide some level of protection from expected coastal conditions in 2020, 

2040 and 2070. These systemic and building-level strategies were modeled using a phased 

approach whereby the design features meet the specified modeled conditions in future years. 

For example, constructing a seawall in 2020 that will provide benefits through 2040 that can be 

further elevated in 2040 to provide protection through 2070. In this example, the benefits 

provided by the seawall are assumed to begin accruing in the base year of the analysis (i.e., 

2020) and continue to accrue until the end year of the analysis (i.e., 2070). It is possible that 

adaptation strategies could provide some level of benefits after 2070 but this would require 

additional analysis to quantify. The type of adaptation strategies evaluated provide different 

levels of proportion from the modeled current and future coastal conditions. For example, 

systemic strategies (e.g., seawalls) are expected to neutralize nearly all of the modeled impacts, 

while the building-level strategies (e.g., floodproofing) only results in partial protection. The 

effectiveness of each strategy modeled is accounted for in the cumulative assessment of costs 

and benefits of adaptation. Note that it is assumed that best infrastructure management 

practices are implemented, thereby limiting deferred maintenance and the increased costs that 

are associated with infrastructure that does not function up to design standards. 

Adaptation Strategy Costs: Only the capital investment costs to implement each adaptation 

strategy are incorporated into this analysis. Additional life cycle costs for maintenance are not 

included. 

Prior Damage: The analysis assumes no cumulative damage from prior storms.  

Risk Model Types: There are two primary model types for evaluating hazard risk: deterministic 

models and probabilistic models. Deterministic risk models generally account for the effects of a 
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single or event-based scenario; for example, a 10-year storm event in a defined year, such as 

2050. Probabilistic risk models account for uncertainty in physical and economic inputs, and 

include a wide range of scenarios, their likelihood, and the related effects. A deterministic model 

was primarily used to generate results for this report in part because of the limited number of 

scenarios and supporting data as well as the structure of the REMI economic impact modeling 

platform that was used.   

Primary Consequence vs Secondary Consequence Modeling: A multi-step modeling 

process was undertaken to estimate results. To distinguish between these two modeling 

phases, this study refers to direct impacts to property and assets that are exposed to the 

modeled coastal hazards as primary consequences, while secondary consequences is used to 

account for economy-wide direct, indirect and induced economic impacts. Primary and 

secondary consequences in some cases can overlap to a degree and should not be added 

together. For example, lost output associated with a business that is subject to storm damage 

and has to temporarily close to undergo repairs is a primary consequence metric that is 

incorporated into the REMI model to estimate lost GDP, which accounts for both output and 

intermediate inputs in a defined economic geography.  

Business Recapture: This study incorporates the assumption that a portion of the business-

related sales and wage losses resulting from the modeled coastal hazards can be recaptured. 

Industry-specific recapture factors developed by FEMA for use in natural hazard assessments 

were used, accounting for the ability of businesses to shift their operations offsite and/or find 

ways to increase productivity at a later date. Additionally, there is the potential for other 

businesses within the same industry that are not directly exposed to the modeled hazards to 

increase their output to offset losses experienced by impacted firms that are not able to adjust 

their operations.  

Assignment of Temporary vs Permanent Impacts: Results are organized in this report to 

avoid double counting of impacts. To do this, property and assets exposed to tidal inundation 

from sea level rise are considered to be permanently impacted and taken out of the assessment 

of temporary event-based storm impacts, even if the same property and asset may be exposed 

to storm conditions simultaneously. Permanent impacts captured in this report can include both 

one-time and recurring annual impacts. For example, a home vulnerable to daily high tides is 

assumed to have a one-time loss equivalent to the market value of the property, and recurring 

annual property tax losses.  

Results Reporting: Multiple reporting metrics are used to present the findings of the analysis, 

including:  

¶ Event-Based Impacts: This metric reflects the amount of impacts that could be expected 

if the modeled hazard events were to occur in the Study Area today. Essentially these 

results reflect the superimposition of future physical conditions on the existing built 

environment and economy. These results are not adjusted to account for the probability 

of such an event occurring in the discrete time horizon years.  
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¶ Cumulative Impacts: The estimated impacts for each year in the period of analysis, 

which account for the likelihood of the modeled hazards occurring, are summed to 

develop an estimate of cumulative impacts.  

¶ Avoided Impacts: This value represents the difference between the estimated impacts 

under the No Action scenario to the estimated impacts for the modeled adaptation 

scenarios. Essentially this metric reflects the amount of impact mitigated as a result of 

investment in adaptation.  

Net Impacts: The net impacts are calculated by subtracting the cumulative present value costs 

of adaptation from the cumulative present value of benefits (or impacts avoided) conveyed by 

investing in adaptation. Financial discounting is used to estimate the expected present value 

costs and benefits. 

¶ Benefit-Cost Ratio: The economic justification for the modeled scenarios is presented in 

the form of a benefit-cost ratio (BCR) whereby the total present value of benefits 

conveyed by adaptation are divided by the total present value costs of adaptation. 

When the ratio of benefits to costs is greater than one, an investment can be considered 

economically justified. For instance, a project would be considered economically 

justified if the present value benefits are $100,000 and the present value costs are 

$90,000. The BCR in this context would be 1.1 ($100,000/$90,000). 

Discount Rates: Federal guidance generally prescribes that a discount rate ranging from 3 

percent to 7 percent can be used in an economic impact analysis of this type. The specific 

determination of what discount rate to use requires consideration of the nature of the project 

and how it affects private investment and consumption. For this analysis, a 5 percent discount 

rate is used to calculate present value of the costs and benefits associated with modeled 

scenarios unless noted otherwise.  

Price Level: All costs and benefits have been normalized and are presented in 2019 dollars, 

unless noted otherwise. 
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2. Hazard Scenario Selection and Exposure Analysis 

This section of the report describes the approach taken to select existing and future coastal 

water level conditions and related mapping products, which were then used to assess the 

exposure of property and assets in the region.  

2.1 Hazard Scenarios 

The Project Team and Compact Partners selected a series of high-frequency coastal conditions, 

accounting for water levels in 2020, 2040 and 2070. Coastal conditions modeled include the 

average daily high tide or mean higher high water (MHHW), the 1-year tide or king tide, and the 

10-year storm tide. The additive effect of sea level rise in the years of 2040 and 2070 was 

informed by projections recently developed for the Southeast Florida Climate Change Compact 

(2019). Specifically, the NOAA Intermediate High scenario was used, as shown in Figure 1. 

Water levels for these high-frequency coastal conditions were estimated for each Southeast 

Florida Compact county using the closest NOAA tide station. Additional details on the process 

undertaken for selecting sea level rise and water level conditions can be found in Appendix A.  

Figure 1. Updated Southeast Florida Regional Climate Change Compact Recommended 

Sea Level Rise Projections 

 

2.2 Exposure Modeling 

Exposure mapping was conducted across parcels and core community infrastructure assets that 

are necessary for life safety or public and private service continuity, or that could pose a 

significant social consequence if damaged. Selected asset types evaluated generally mirror 

those that were included in the Southeast Florida Compact Vulnerability Study (2012). Asset 

exposure was evaluated using readily available mapping layers from the University of Floridaôs 
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Sea Level Scenario Sketch Planning Tool. Leveraged mapping layers represent an extension of 

water surface at the shoreline over inland topography, accounting for a variety of high-frequency 

storm conditions and sea level rise. The maps are not intended to provide the precise extent 

and depth of inundation across all the Compact Countiesða more sophisticated hydrodynamic 

modeling assessment would be required to do this. Rather, the maps provide a means to 

perform a high-level screening assessment of the timing and extent of potential shoreline 

overtopping and asset exposure due to rising sea levels. 

Table 5 through Table 8 show the results of the GIS exposure analysis by county, accounting for 

all identified assets that intersect with the coastal condition mapping layers published in the 

University of Floridaôs Sea Level Scenario Sketch Planning Tool database. Additional detail on 

the data sources and methodology used to create the mapping layers, assumptions and caveats 

important for interpreting the maps, as well as steps taken to conduct the exposure analysis are 

described in Appendix B. 

Table 5. Broward County Exposure Outputs 

CŜŀǘǳǊŜ ¢ȅǇŜ ¢ƛƳŜ IƻǊƛȊƻƴ aII² мπ̧ŜŀǊ ¢ƛŘŜ млπ̧ŜŀǊ ¢ƛŘŜ 

tŀǊŎŜƭǎ  

нлнл пфф мΣтфф тΣмср 

нлпл мΣмом пΣнфм нтΣммн 

нлтл моΣфтл ооΣмпс ммтΣсрт 

tƻǊǘǎ ŀƴŘ !ƛǊǇƻǊǘǎ 

нлнл м н н 

нлпл н н н 

нлтл н н о 

wŀƛƭǊƻŀŘǎм όƳƛƭŜǎύ 

нлнл л л о 

нлпл л о о 

нлтл о п ф 

aŀƧƻǊ wƻŀŘǿŀȅǎн 

όƳƛƭŜǎύ 

нлнл л м у 

нлпл л п от 

нлтл му пр мпф 

¢ǊŜŀǘƳŜƴǘ tƭŀƴǘǎ 

όǿŀǘŜǊΣ ǿŀǎǘŜǿŀǘŜǊύ 

нлнл л л л 

нлпл л л л 

нлтл л л н 

tǳƳǇ {ǘŀǘƛƻƴǎ όǿŀǘŜǊΣ 

ǿŀǎǘŜǿŀǘŜǊΣ 

ǎǘƻǊƳǿŀǘŜǊύ 

нлнл bƻ 5ŀǘŀ bƻ 5ŀǘŀ bƻ 5ŀǘŀ 

нлпл bƻ 5ŀǘŀ bƻ 5ŀǘŀ bƻ 5ŀǘŀ 

нлтл bƻ 5ŀǘŀ bƻ 5ŀǘŀ bƻ 5ŀǘŀ 

tƻǿŜǊ tƭŀƴǘǎ ŀƴŘ 

{ǳōǎǘŀǘƛƻƴǎ 

нлнл о п с 

нлпл о р мп 

нлтл ф мр нф 

IƻǎǇƛǘŀƭǎ 

нлнл л л л 

нлпл л л р 

нлтл л р т 

9ƳŜǊƎŜƴŎȅ {ƘŜƭǘŜǊǎ 
нлнл л л л 

нлпл л л м 
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CŜŀǘǳǊŜ ¢ȅǇŜ ¢ƛƳŜ IƻǊƛȊƻƴ aII² мπ̧ŜŀǊ ¢ƛŘŜ млπ̧ŜŀǊ ¢ƛŘŜ 

нлтл м м мл 

{ŎƘƻƻƭǎ 

нлнл м о мн 

нлпл н р ол 

нлтл мс от мут 

aŀǊƛƴŀǎ 

нлнл 5ŀǘŀ vǳŀƭƛǘȅ LǎǎǳŜ 5ŀǘŀ vǳŀƭƛǘȅ LǎǎǳŜ 5ŀǘŀ vǳŀƭƛǘȅ LǎǎǳŜ 

нлпл 5ŀǘŀ vǳŀƭƛǘȅ LǎǎǳŜ 5ŀǘŀ vǳŀƭƛǘȅ LǎǎǳŜ 5ŀǘŀ vǳŀƭƛǘȅ LǎǎǳŜ 

нлтл 5ŀǘŀ vǳŀƭƛǘȅ LǎǎǳŜ 5ŀǘŀ vǳŀƭƛǘȅ LǎǎǳŜ 5ŀǘŀ vǳŀƭƛǘȅ LǎǎǳŜ 

bŀǘǳǊŀƭ κ hǇŜƴ {ǇŀŎŜ 

!ǊŜŀ tŀǊŎŜƭǎ όǇŀǊƪǎΣ 

ōŜŀŎƘŜǎΣ ǿŜǘƭŀƴŘǎύ  

нлнл онн рмм спм 

нлпл псу ртт флу 

нлтл тру фрт мΣпфс 
Notes:  
1 Excludes abandoned rail and out of service lines 
2 Major Roadways include all functional classes except for local as provided in state-wide data set (functional classes 9 and 19) 

Schools and natural / open space area parcels were determined using assessor land use information. 

 

Table 6. Miami-Dade County Exposure Outputs 

CŜŀǘǳǊŜ ¢ȅǇŜ ¢ƛƳŜ IƻǊƛȊƻƴ aII² мπ̧ŜŀǊ ¢ƛŘŜ млπ̧ŜŀǊ ¢ƛŘŜ 

tŀǊŎŜƭǎ  

нлнл суу нΣфтт фΣмоп 

нлпл нΣфтт сΣнмр нсΣолу 

нлтл мтΣссо нфΣтпн млпΣнну 

tƻǊǘǎ ŀƴŘ !ƛǊǇƻǊǘǎ 

нлнл м о с 

нлпл о р у 

нлтл т у ф 

wŀƛƭǊƻŀŘǎм όƳƛƭŜǎύ 

нлнл л л л 

нлпл л л л 

нлтл л м у 

aŀƧƻǊ wƻŀŘǿŀȅǎн 

όƳƛƭŜǎύ 

нлнл л мл но 

нлпл мл мс тл 

нлтл пп тф ннл 

¢ǊŜŀǘƳŜƴǘ tƭŀƴǘǎ 

όǿŀǘŜǊΣ ǿŀǎǘŜǿŀǘŜǊύ 

нлнл м о о 

нлпл о о о 

нлтл о о р 

tǳƳǇ {ǘŀǘƛƻƴǎ όǿŀǘŜǊΣ 

ǿŀǎǘŜǿŀǘŜǊΣ 

ǎǘƻǊƳǿŀǘŜǊύ 

нлнл р му пн 

нлпл му оо уо 

нлтл сн фс нро 

tƻǿŜǊ tƭŀƴǘǎ ŀƴŘ 

{ǳōǎǘŀǘƛƻƴǎ 

нлнл п мл мн 

нлпл мл мл мс 

нлтл мп му нр 

IƻǎǇƛǘŀƭǎ 

нлнл л л о 

нлпл л м т 

нлтл о т нп 

9ƳŜǊƎŜƴŎȅ {ƘŜƭǘŜǊǎ нлнл bƻ 5ŀǘŀ bƻ 5ŀǘŀ bƻ 5ŀǘŀ 
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CŜŀǘǳǊŜ ¢ȅǇŜ ¢ƛƳŜ IƻǊƛȊƻƴ aII² мπ̧ŜŀǊ ¢ƛŘŜ млπ̧ŜŀǊ ¢ƛŘŜ 

нлпл bƻ 5ŀǘŀ bƻ 5ŀǘŀ bƻ 5ŀǘŀ 

нлтл bƻ 5ŀǘŀ bƻ 5ŀǘŀ bƻ 5ŀǘŀ 

{ŎƘƻƻƭǎ 

нлнл р у нн 

нлпл у мс тф 

нлтл пф ус ннп 

aŀǊƛƴŀǎ 

нлнл мо пн млу 

нлпл пн ут муп 

нлтл мрт муф нмф 

bŀǘǳǊŀƭ κ hǇŜƴ {ǇŀŎŜ 

!ǊŜŀ tŀǊŎŜƭǎ όǇŀǊƪǎΣ 

ōŜŀŎƘŜǎΣ ǿŜǘƭŀƴŘǎύ 

нлнл нр ммр нно 

нлпл ммр нлр оно 

нлтл суу нΣфтт фΣмоп 
Notes:  
1 Excludes abandoned rail and out of service lines 
2 Major Roadways include all functional classes except for local as provided in state-wide data set (functional classes 9 and 19) 

Schools and natural / open space area parcels were determined using assessor land use information. 

 

Table 7. Monroe County Exposure Outputs 

CŜŀǘǳǊŜ ¢ȅǇŜ ¢ƛƳŜ IƻǊƛȊƻƴ aII² мπ̧ŜŀǊ ¢ƛŘŜ млπ̧ŜŀǊ ¢ƛŘŜ 

tŀǊŎŜƭǎ  

нлнл уΣплс мнΣсуф ннΣфну 

нлпл мпΣппф ннΣфну ооΣпст 

нлтл пнΣуул рлΣпфо рпΣолс 

tƻǊǘǎ ŀƴŘ !ƛǊǇƻǊǘǎ 

нлнл н о п 

нлпл о п п 

нлтл р р р 

wŀƛƭǊƻŀŘǎм όƳƛƭŜǎύ 

нлнл л л л 

нлпл л л л 

нлтл л л л 

aŀƧƻǊ wƻŀŘǿŀȅǎн 

όƳƛƭŜǎύ 

нлнл л м р 

нлпл м р му 

нлтл пн ср уп 

¢ǊŜŀǘƳŜƴǘ tƭŀƴǘǎ 

όǿŀǘŜǊΣ ǿŀǎǘŜǿŀǘŜǊύ 

нлнл м м м 

нлпл м м м 

нлтл о о о 

tǳƳǇ {ǘŀǘƛƻƴǎ όǿŀǘŜǊΣ 

ǿŀǎǘŜǿŀǘŜǊΣ 

ǎǘƻǊƳǿŀǘŜǊύ 

нлнл л м н 

нлпл м н о 

нлтл о п п 

tƻǿŜǊ tƭŀƴǘǎ ŀƴŘ 

{ǳōǎǘŀǘƛƻƴǎ 

нлнл м м п 

нлпл о п с 

нлтл с т т 

IƻǎǇƛǘŀƭǎ 

нлнл л л о 

нлпл н о о 

нлтл п п п 
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CŜŀǘǳǊŜ ¢ȅǇŜ ¢ƛƳŜ IƻǊƛȊƻƴ aII² мπ̧ŜŀǊ ¢ƛŘŜ млπ̧ŜŀǊ ¢ƛŘŜ 

9ƳŜǊƎŜƴŎȅ {ƘŜƭǘŜǊǎ 

нлнл м о ф 

нлпл о ф мо 

нлтл мр мр мр 

{ŎƘƻƻƭǎ 

нлнл т мр оо 

нлпл мр оо рм 

нлтл рф сн сс 

aŀǊƛƴŀǎ 

нлнл пл ст нмс 

нлпл фр нмс омс 

нлтл ото офф пмл 

bŀǘǳǊŀƭ κ hǇŜƴ {ǇŀŎŜ 

!ǊŜŀ tŀǊŎŜƭǎ όǇŀǊƪǎΣ 

ōŜŀŎƘŜǎΣ ǿŜǘƭŀƴŘǎύ 

нлнл пΣпуу пΣупн рΣлол 

нлпл пΣфно рΣлол рΣлсл 

нлтл рΣлуп рΣлфо рΣлфп 
Notes:  
1 Excludes abandoned rail and out of service lines 
2 Major Roadways include all functional classes except for local as provided in state-wide data set (functional classes 9 and 19) 

Schools and natural / open space area parcels were determined using assessor land use information. 

 

Table 8. Palm Beach County Exposure Outputs 

CŜŀǘǳǊŜ ¢ȅǇŜ ¢ƛƳŜ IƻǊƛȊƻƴ aII² мπ̧ŜŀǊ ¢ƛŘŜ млπ̧ŜŀǊ ¢ƛŘŜ 

tŀǊŎŜƭǎ  

нлнл омп мΣлоф оΣнос 

нлпл трм нΣмсм тΣтмф 

нлтл рΣоро уΣфсф муΣоос 

tƻǊǘǎ ŀƴŘ !ƛǊǇƻǊǘǎ 

нлнл л л м 

нлпл л м м 

нлтл м м м 

wŀƛƭǊƻŀŘǎм όƳƛƭŜǎύ 

нлнл л л л 

нлпл л л л 

нлтл л л л 

aŀƧƻǊ wƻŀŘǿŀȅǎн 

όƳƛƭŜǎύ 

нлнл л л р 

нлпл л о мт 

нлтл мм нм пс 

¢ǊŜŀǘƳŜƴǘ tƭŀƴǘǎ 

όǿŀǘŜǊΣ ǿŀǎǘŜǿŀǘŜǊύ 

нлнл л л л 

нлпл л л л 

нлтл л л л 

tǳƳǇ {ǘŀǘƛƻƴǎ όǿŀǘŜǊΣ 

ǿŀǎǘŜǿŀǘŜǊΣ 

ǎǘƻǊƳǿŀǘŜǊύ 

нлнл л л л 

нлпл л л л 

нлтл л л л 

tƻǿŜǊ tƭŀƴǘǎ ŀƴŘ 

{ǳōǎǘŀǘƛƻƴǎ 

нлнл л л л 

нлпл л л м 

нлтл л о п 

IƻǎǇƛǘŀƭǎ 
нлнл л л м 

нлпл л л м 
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CŜŀǘǳǊŜ ¢ȅǇŜ ¢ƛƳŜ IƻǊƛȊƻƴ aII² мπ̧ŜŀǊ ¢ƛŘŜ млπ̧ŜŀǊ ¢ƛŘŜ 

нлтл м м м 

9ƳŜǊƎŜƴŎȅ {ƘŜƭǘŜǊǎ 

нлнл л м м 

нлпл м м м 

нлтл м м м 

{ŎƘƻƻƭǎ 

нлнл л л с 

нлпл л п у 

нлтл т у мн 

aŀǊƛƴŀǎ 

нлнл л п мм 

нлпл м у нф 

нлтл мр ом оу 

bŀǘǳǊŀƭ κ hǇŜƴ {ǇŀŎŜ 

!ǊŜŀ tŀǊŎŜƭǎ όǇŀǊƪǎΣ 

ōŜŀŎƘŜǎΣ ǿŜǘƭŀƴŘǎύ 

нлнл нф ум мнм 

нлпл сф ммо мпл 

нлтл мом мпп мсф 
Notes:  
1 Excludes abandoned rail and out of service lines 
2 Major Roadways include all functional classes except for local as provided in state-wide data set (functional classes 9 and 19) 

Schools and natural / open space area parcels were determined using assessor land use information. 
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3. Avoided Losses from Investing in Adaptation 

This section of the report describes the approach taken to evaluate the losses that could be 

avoided by investing in adaptation. Avoided loss estimates, which can be considered the 

equivalent to the benefits provided by adaptation, are informed by a multi-step process as 

summarized below:  

(1) Estimate the consequences to assets directly exposed to the modeled coastal hazard 

conditions in a no action scenario;  

(2) Estimate the consequences to assets directly exposed to the modeled coastal hazard 

conditions in scenarios where investments in adaptation are made; and  

(3) Subtract the estimated consequences in scenarios with adaptation from the estimated 

consequences in a no action scenario.  

Once avoided losses are estimated, these values can be compared to the cost of adaptation to 

develop an understanding of the return on investment from taking action to mitigate coastal 

hazard risks.  

Avoided losses, and the resulting return on investment conveyed by adaptation, are estimated 

through a lens of primary consequences that accounts for a subset of effects to assets directly 

exposed to the modeled hazard conditions and considered appropriate for inclusion in a return 

on investment analysis. The primary consequences evaluated in the assessment are static in 

nature, and do not account for the dynamic ways that economies respond to shocks and 

stresses, both human and nature induced. To account for these complicated economic 

responses, additional secondary consequences are modeled using the REMI economic impact 

modeling platform, accounting for direct as well as downstream indirect (e.g., supply chain) and 

induced effects (e.g., worker and household spending) to the economies of Southeast Florida. 

While the secondary consequence results provide additional context for decision-makers, they 

can overlap to a degree with some of the primary consequences and should not be added 

together. For example, lost output associated with a business that is subject to storm damage 

and has to temporarily close to undergo repairs is a primary consequence metric that is then 

incorporated into the REMI model to estimate lost GDP, which accounts for both output and 

intermediate inputs in a defined economic geography. See Section 3.2 for further description on 

the interrelatedness of primary and secondary consequences.   

The steps taken to estimate the avoided losses and the return on investment from adaptation 

are described below. Return on investment estimates need to account for the cumulative costs 

and benefits of adaptation over the period of analysis (i.e., from 2020 to 2070). To this end, it 

was necessary to estimate primary consequences in the discrete analysis years of 2020, 2040 

and 2070, interpolate outcomes in between these years, and sum the estimated annual effects 

from 2020 to 2070.  
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3.1 Primary Economic Consequences Overview 

To inform the assessment of primary economic consequences, the Project Team selected 

indicators that are commonly evaluated in natural hazard assessments and could reasonably be 

assessed with the time, resources and data available to support this study. Core to this analysis 

is the assumption that different types of consequence would occur from temporary storm events 

(i.e., 1-year tide, 10-year tide) compared to permanent progressive sea level rise (i.e., MHHW or 

average daily high tide). As such, separate consequence assessment methodologies and 

indicators were evaluated for these different types of coastal hazard conditions, as shown in 

Table 9.   

Table 9. Consequence Categories and Indicators Evaluated  

Consequence Category 
Consequence Indicator 
Temporary Coastal Storms 

Consequence Indicator 
Permanent Sea Level Rise 

Direct Property Impacts 
Structure damage 
Content damage 
Relocation costs  

Property value loss 

Business and Employment Impacts 
Sales output loss 
Income loss 
Job loss 

Sales output loss 
Income loss 
Job loss 

Fiscal Impacts 
Sales tax loss 
Tourist development tax loss 

Property tax loss 
Sales tax loss 
Tourist development tax loss 

 
The methodologies used to assess primary consequences are detailed in Appendix E and 

primarily draw upon technical guidance documents and economic and planning memoranda 

developed by federal agencies like the Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) and Federal 

Emergency Management Agency (FEMA). Much of this technical guidance has been developed 

to support the considerations of costs and benefits relevant to decision-making around 

infrastructure investments, specifically actions designed to mitigate the risks from natural 

hazards.  

 Primary Economic Consequences Results  

Primary consequence results are shown in Table 10 ï Table 14. Results are representative of 

event-based impacts that could be expected if the modeled hazard events were to occur in the 

Study Area today. Essentially these results reflect the superimposition of future physical 

conditions on the existing built environment and economy. Results are organized so as to avoid 

double counting of impacts. To do this, property and assets exposed to tidal inundation from sea 

level rise are considered to be permanently impacted and taken out of the assessment of 

temporary event-based storm impacts, even if the same property and asset may be exposed to 

storm conditions simultaneously. Tidal inundation results (i.e., MHHW or daily high tide) account 

for one-time damages to property and one calendar year of business, employment and fiscal 

revenue losses. Storm flooding results (i.e., 1-year tide, 10-year tide) represent the losses from 

a single storm and are not adjusted to account for probability of the modeled storm conditions 
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occurring. Permanent sea level rise results are not reported for 2020 model conditions, based 

on the assumption that assets and property do not currently face measurable risks daily from 

these coastal conditions.  

Note results for future condition impacts can include assets that are determined to be vulnerable 

in the prior time horizons. However, in some cases, impacts for a similar coastal condition 

scenario (e.g., 1-year storm) are greater in an earlier time horizon compared to a future time 

horizon. This is explained by the way in which property or assets that may be at risk to a 1-year 

storm under 2020 conditions, for example, can become exposed to MHHW under 2040 

conditions. While impacts can transfer across the coastal hazard scenarios evaluated over-time, 

the total impacts for each time horizon would be expected to grow over time. Further, while 

results are reported as event-based impacts for the modeled daily high tide conditions, both 

one-time and annual recurring impacts would be expected. For example, a residential property 

would result in one-time impacts in the form of lost market value, as well as annually recurring 

property tax impacts.  

Table 10. Event-Based Direct Property Impacts, No Action Scenario (2019 Dollars, 

$Millions) 

/ƻǳƴǘȅ 

нлнл /ƻƴŘƛǘƛƻƴǎ нлпл /ƻƴŘƛǘƛƻƴǎ нлтл /ƻƴŘƛǘƛƻƴǎ 

мπ̧ŜŀǊ 
¢ƛŘŜ 

млπ̧ŜŀǊ 
¢ƛŘŜ 

aII² мπ̧ŜŀǊ ¢ƛŘŜ 
млπ̧ŜŀǊ 
¢ƛŘŜ 

aII² мπ̧ŜŀǊ ¢ƛŘŜ 
млπ̧ŜŀǊ 
¢ƛŘŜ 

.ǊƻǿŀǊŘ  ϷлΦу ϷпрΦу ϷнуоΦс ϷуΦр ϷтлмΦу ϷмлΣллфΦл ϷномΦл ϷсΣомфΦф 

aƛŀƳƛπ5ŀŘŜ  ϷмффΦл ϷплфΦл ϷоΣлурΦс ϷплΦм ϷмΣрунΦн ϷноΣпуоΦс ϷуомΦм ϷуΣлпуΦу 

aƻƴǊƻŜ  ϷлΦт ϷорΦо ϷсофΦн ϷмтΦл ϷмлоΦп ϷмоΣрлмΦп ϷмррΦл ϷрсрΦф 

tŀƭƳ .ŜŀŎƘ  ϷмΦр ϷотΦу ϷмсоΦп  ϷфΦр  ϷутмΦл ϷсΣсплΦр ϷмрфΦф ϷмΣсурΦс 
Notes:  
Impacts only account for parcels, both public and private, where 25 percent or more of the parcel footprint is exposed to the 
modeled coastal conditions.  

MHHW results account for one-time impacts equivalent to the just or market value of the parcel. Parcels impacted by MHHW 
conditions are excluded from 1-year and 10-year tide damages. 

Results account for structure, content, land and relocation impacts.  

The 1-year and 10-year tide results account for the impacts of one storm event of these magnitudes occurring. The results are not 
adjusted to account for the probability of the modeled storms occurring. 

Results are not adjusted to account for financial discounting. 

 

Table 11. Number of Parcels Subject to Impacts 

/ƻǳƴǘȅ 

нлнл /ƻƴŘƛǘƛƻƴǎ нлпл /ƻƴŘƛǘƛƻƴǎ нлтл /ƻƴŘƛǘƛƻƴǎ 

мπ̧ŜŀǊ 
¢ƛŘŜ 

млπ̧ŜŀǊ 
¢ƛŘŜ 

aII² мπ̧ŜŀǊ ¢ƛŘŜ 
млπ̧ŜŀǊ 
¢ƛŘŜ 

aII² мπ̧ŜŀǊ ¢ƛŘŜ 
млπ̧ŜŀǊ 
¢ƛŘŜ 

.ǊƻǿŀǊŘ  мсл  нΣлпс ппс ттм  млΣтус тΣрфл уΣоно  руΣмлм  

aƛŀƳƛπ5ŀŘŜ  оо  мΣлтм мΣурр  нпн фΣмрр ммΣнсф сΣмоф  пмΣумр 

aƻƴǊƻŜ  мтн  нΣолн ммΣммт  мΣфсн  сΣутн орΣсфф сΣтмф  млΣуму  

tŀƭƳ .ŜŀŎƘ  пр  ррн ммр  ннл  нΣслл нΣлмл мΣулу  уΣсмр  
Notes:  
Impacts only account for parcels, both public and private, where 25 percent or more of the parcel footprint is exposed to the 
modeled coastal conditions.  
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Parcels impacted by MHHW conditions are excluded from 1-year and 10-year tide damages.  

The 10-year tide counts include parcels identified to be impacted under the 1-year tide. 

 

Table 12. Event-Based Business and Employment Impacts, No Action Scenario (2019 

Dollars, $Millions) 

/ƻǳƴǘȅ 

нлнл /ƻƴŘƛǘƛƻƴǎ нлпл /ƻƴŘƛǘƛƻƴǎ нлтл /ƻƴŘƛǘƛƻƴǎ 

мπ̧ŜŀǊ 
¢ƛŘŜ 

млπ̧ŜŀǊ 
¢ƛŘŜ 

aII² мπ̧ŜŀǊ ¢ƛŘŜ 
млπ̧ŜŀǊ 
¢ƛŘŜ 

aII² мπ̧ŜŀǊ ¢ƛŘŜ 
млπ̧ŜŀǊ 
¢ƛŘŜ 

.ǊƻǿŀǊŘ /ƻǳƴǘȅ  

hǳǘǇǳǘ [ƻǎǎ $0.0 $0.4 $2.8 $0.0 $17.2 $512.6 $1.4 $70.6 

LƴŎƻƳŜ [ƻǎǎ  $0.0 $0.7 $5.7 $0.0 $5.0 $184.0 $0.5 $25.0 

Wƻō [ƻǎǎ 0 20 110 0 130 3,780 10 580 

aƛŀƳƛπ5ŀŘŜ /ƻǳƴǘȅ 

hǳǘǇǳǘ [ƻǎǎ $0.4  ϷрΦр $28.1 $0.3 $14.2 $720.4 $5.3  ϷсрΦр 

LƴŎƻƳŜ [ƻǎǎ  $0.1  ϷмΦт $18.9 $0.1 $5.0 $306.0 $1.6  ϷннΦо 

Wƻō [ƻǎǎ 0 рл 420 0 130 6,920 40 рпл 

aƻƴǊƻŜ /ƻǳƴǘȅ 

hǳǘǇǳǘ [ƻǎǎ $0.0 $0.1 $4.9 $0.0 $0.3 $792.4 $0.4 $7.2 

LƴŎƻƳŜ [ƻǎǎ  $0.0 $0.0 $11.8 $0.0 $0.3 $240.6 $0.1 $1.6 

Wƻō [ƻǎǎ 0 0 180 0 10 5,340 0 40 

tŀƭƳ .ŜŀŎƘ /ƻǳƴǘȅ 

hǳǘǇǳǘ [ƻǎǎ $0.0 $0.1 $0.2  ϷлΦл  ϷуΦл $199.4 $0.7 $11.0 

LƴŎƻƳŜ [ƻǎǎ  $0.0 $0.0 $0.5  ϷлΦл  ϷоΦс $82.6 $0.5 $4.2 

Wƻō [ƻǎǎ 0 0 10 л фл 1,770 10 110 
Notes:  
Impacts only account for parcels, both public and private, where 25 percent or more of the parcel footprint is exposed to the 
modeled coastal conditions.  

MHHW results account for one year of impacts. These impacts would recur, annually. Businesses impacted by MHHW conditions 
are excluded from 1-year and 10-year tide damages. 

The 1-year and 10-year tide results account for the impacts of one storm event of these magnitudes occurring. The results are not 
adjusted to account for the probability of the modeled storm occurring. 

Results account for recapture as discussed in Appendix E.  

Results are not adjusted to account for financial discounting. 

 

Table 13. Number of Businesses Subject to Impacts  

/ƻǳƴǘȅ 

нлнл /ƻƴŘƛǘƛƻƴǎ нлпл /ƻƴŘƛǘƛƻƴǎ нлтл /ƻƴŘƛǘƛƻƴǎ 

мπ̧ŜŀǊ 
¢ƛŘŜ 

млπ̧ŜŀǊ 
¢ƛŘŜ 

aII² мπ̧ŜŀǊ ¢ƛŘŜ 
млπ̧ŜŀǊ 
¢ƛŘŜ 

aII² мπ̧ŜŀǊ ¢ƛŘŜ 
млπ̧ŜŀǊ 
¢ƛŘŜ 

.ǊƻǿŀǊŘ  т мрм нр по мΣоно нΣптл сфм млΣнмт 

aƛŀƳƛπ5ŀŘŜ  сл офр мум оф нΣпму пΣтру упт млΣнур 

aƻƴǊƻŜ  р ст пп рл нтн нΣрот нот пмт 

tŀƭƳ .ŜŀŎƘ  р рт с мр улм фрс мнл мΣнрт 
Notes:  
Impacts only account for parcels, both public and private, where 25 percent or more of the parcel footprint is exposed to the 
modeled coastal conditions.  
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Business impacted by MHHW conditions are excluded from 1-year and 10-year tide damages. 

The 10-year tide counts include businesses identified to be impacted under the 1-year tide. 

 

Table 14. Event-Based Fiscal Impacts, No Action Scenario (2019 Dollars, $Thousands) 

/ƻǳƴǘȅ 

нлнл /ƻƴŘƛǘƛƻƴǎ нлпл /ƻƴŘƛǘƛƻƴǎ нлтл /ƻƴŘƛǘƛƻƴǎ 

мπ̧ŜŀǊ 
¢ƛŘŜ 

млπ̧ŜŀǊ 
¢ƛŘŜ 

aII² мπ̧ŜŀǊ ¢ƛŘŜ 
млπ̧ŜŀǊ 
¢ƛŘŜ 

aII² мπ̧ŜŀǊ ¢ƛŘŜ 
млπ̧ŜŀǊ 
¢ƛŘŜ 

.ǊƻǿŀǊŘ /ƻǳƴǘȅ  

{ŀƭŜǎ ¢ŀȄ 
[ƻǎǎ 

ϷлΦл ϷмнΦл ϷтфΦм ϷлΦл ϷнспΦл ϷмоΣсрлΦф ϷофΦл ϷнΣунсΦл 

¢ƻǳǊƛǎƳ ¢ŀȄ 
[ƻǎǎ  

ϷлΦл ϷрΦл ϷмоΦр ϷлΦл ϷоуΦл ϷмΣрпсΦо ϷмΦл ϷнонΦл 

tǊƻǇŜǊǘȅ 
¢ŀȄ [ƻǎǎ 

b! b! ϷмΣлнпΦл b! b! ϷосΣнммΦл b! b! 

aƛŀƳƛπ5ŀŘŜ /ƻǳƴǘȅ 

{ŀƭŜǎ ¢ŀȄ 
[ƻǎǎ 

ϷнлΦл ϷопнΦл ϷмΣлноΦм ϷсΦл ϷруфΦл ϷноΣфплΦу ϷмммΦл ϷнΣптмΦл 

¢ƻǳǊƛǎƳ ¢ŀȄ 
[ƻǎǎ  

ϷнлΦл ϷмлуΦл ϷсрфΦм ϷлΦл ϷмроΦл ϷсΣлтоΦн ϷпΦл ϷттрΦл 

tǊƻǇŜǊǘȅ 
¢ŀȄ [ƻǎǎ 

b! b! ϷнмΣфлнΦл b! b! ϷмссΣсолΦл b! b! 

aƻƴǊƻŜ /ƻǳƴǘȅ 

{ŀƭŜǎ ¢ŀȄ 
[ƻǎǎ 

ϷлΦл ϷуΦл ϷмомΦп ϷлΦл ϷуΦл ϷпсΣмпрΦу ϷмтΦл ϷппнΦл 

¢ƻǳǊƛǎƳ ¢ŀȄ 
[ƻǎǎ  

ϷлΦл ϷлΦл ϷлΦл ϷлΦл ϷоΦл ϷсΣппрΦу ϷмΦл ϷномΦл 

tǊƻǇŜǊǘȅ 
¢ŀȄ [ƻǎǎ 

b! b! ϷнΣпооΦл b! b! ϷрмΣпрнΦл b! b! 

tŀƭƳ .ŜŀŎƘ /ƻǳƴǘȅ 

{ŀƭŜǎ ¢ŀȄ 
[ƻǎǎ 

ϷлΦл ϷлΦл ϷлΦл ϷлΦл ϷолоΦл ϷсΣофрΦо ϷнтΦл ϷпурΦл 

¢ƻǳǊƛǎƳ ¢ŀȄ 
[ƻǎǎ  

ϷлΦл ϷлΦл ϷлΦл ϷлΦл ϷмооΦл ϷфспΦф ϷлΦл ϷнлрΦл 

tǊƻǇŜǊǘȅ 
¢ŀȄ [ƻǎǎ 

b! b! ϷсмнΦл b! b! ϷнпΣфпнΦл b! b! 

Notes:  
Impacts only account for parcels where 25 percent or more of the parcel footprint is exposed to the modeled coastal conditions.  

MHHW results account for one year of impacts. These impacts would recur, annually. Business and parcels impacted by MHHW 
conditions are excluded from 1-year and 10-year tide damages. 

The 1-year and 10-year tide results account for the impacts of one storm event of these magnitudes occurring. The results are not 
adjusted to account for the probability of the modeled storm occurring. 

Sales and tourism tax losses account for recapture as discussed in Appendix E.  

NA = Impacts not applicable based on methodological framework. In particular, storm flooding is assumed to not result in significant 
property tax impacts. If property owners are able to secure a deferral in property tax payments while their structures undergo repair, 
this freeze on payments would be temporary and the amount of deferral could be based on the time that is required to undertake 
repairs.  

Results are not adjusted to account for financial discounting. 
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3.2 Secondary Economic Consequences Overview 

Modeling the primary consequences of sea level rise and coastal storms only tells part of the 

story of how coastal hazards can impact the economies in Southeast Florida. The 

interconnectedness of regional economies and the way in which these economies will respond 

to coastal hazard risks is myriad and difficult to predict. For example, business closure or 

displacement due to property damage can result in an increased cost of goods, decreased 

worker productivity, and/or a decline in the regional labor force. Or, after a coastal storm, money 

will likely be directed to rebuilding damaged property, which would result in positive gains to the 

construction industry.  

To account for these broader regional dynamics, the REMI PI+ modeling platform was used to 

evaluate secondary consequences, including direct as well as indirect and induced effects (e.g., 

supply chain) to the economies of Southeast Florida and the rest of Florida. The REMI model is 

a robust economic analysis tool that integrates features of econometric, input/output, and 

computable general equilibrium models to estimate the impact of policy measures on local 

economies throughout the U.S. The REMI model is a useful tool because it can be used to 

understand the cascading effects of a particular change in the economy with multiple feedback 

loops (e.g., a change is modeled many times as it impacts additional economic sectors). This 

economic impact modeling platform is particularly robust as it accounts for the common 

functions of an input-output model in addition to price elasticities and changes in consumer or 

industry behavior.  

To conduct the assessment of secondary consequences, key outputs of the primary 

consequence modeling were integrated into the REMI modeling platform. For example, to 

determine broader supply chain impacts, business output loss by industry estimated in the 

primary consequence modeling was incorporated into the REMI model. Figure 2 provides a 

general overview of the relationship between the primary and secondary consequence 

modeling. REMI staff provided guidance on how to best include the primary consequence 

outputs into the secondary consequence modeling.    
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Figure 2. Relationship between Primary Consequence and Secondary Consequence 

(REMI) Modeling 

 

 REMI Framework 

Table 15 shows the primary REMI variables used for the no action scenario. Separate model 

runs were undertaken to account for the different dynamics between the temporary shock of a 

coastal storm compared to the gradual impacts of daily high tides (i.e., MHHW) from sea level 

rise.  The temporary no action scenarios show the impacts to the economy from a single storm 

event ï a 1-year tide event or 10-year tide event in 2020, 2040, and 2070. The probability of the 

storm is not accounted for nor are damages distributed year over year based on probability. 

Immediate recovery within the year is captured ï such as immediate responses to repair 

damages to structures. This can cause an increase in economic activity, such as an increase in 

construction jobs. However, long-term recovery efforts related to rebuilding are not shown. 

For gradual sea level rise, impacts are evaluated annually, accounting for the year in which a 

property is first expected to be impacted by daily high tides. For example, a business operating 

in a building that is impacted by sea level rise in 2030 will result in sales losses in that year as 

well as in each subsequent year of the period of analysis (i.e. through 2070). Since the REMI 



Business Case for Resilience in Southeast Florida 
 

 

39 Final Draft for Release: August 2020  AECOM 

 

 

model forecasts end in 2060, gradual sea level rise inputs were truncated to fit model 

parameters. 

The variables modeled closely parallel the modeling framework that AECOM implemented to 

assess similar coastal hazard impacts to Dania Beach and Broward County (2018). Additional 

information on the REMI model framework can be found in Appendix H. 

Table 15. REMI Model Variables for the No Action Scenario 

w9aL aƻŘŜƭ ±ŀǊƛŀōƭŜǎ 

LƴǇǳǘ ŦƻǊ 9ŀŎƘ /ƻǳƴǘȅ 

¢ŜƳǇƻǊŀǊȅ {ǘƻǊƳ 9ǾŜƴǘǎ  
όмπ̧ŜŀǊ ŀƴŘ млπ̧ŜŀǊ ¢ƛŘŜύ 

tŜǊƳŀƴŜƴǘ {Ŝŀ [ŜǾŜƭ wƛǎŜ 
όaII²ύ 

/ŀǇƛǘŀƭ {ǘƻŎƪ ό!Ŏǘǳŀƭ 
ŦƻǊ {ǘƻǊƳ 9ǾŜƴǘǎΣ 
hǇǘƛƳŀƭ ŦƻǊ ƎǊŀŘǳŀƭ 
{Ŝŀ [ŜǾŜƭ wƛǎŜύ 

LŦ ƳƻǊŜ ǘƘŀƴ нр ǇŜǊŎŜƴǘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǇŀǊŎŜƭ ŀǊŜŀ ǿŀǎ 
ƛƳǇŀŎǘŜŘ ōȅ ǘƘŜ ǎǘƻǊƳ ŜǾŜƴǘΣ ǎǘǊǳŎǘǳǊŜ ŘŀƳŀƎŜǎ 
ǿŜǊŜ ŜǎǘƛƳŀǘŜŘ ŀǎ ǘƘŜ ŘŀƳŀƎŜǎ ǘƻ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎǎ ƻƴ 
ǘƘŀǘ ǇŀǊŎŜƭ ŦǊƻƳ ŀ ǎƛƴƎƭŜ ǎǘƻǊƳΦ 
CƻǊ ǎǘƻǊƳǎΣ ŀŎǘǳŀƭ ŎŀǇƛǘŀƭ ǎǘƻŎƪ ǿŀǎ ǳǎŜŘ ǘƻ 
ǊŜŎƻƎƴƛȊŜ ǘƘŀǘ ŘŀƳŀƎŜǎ ŜǎǘƛƳŀǘŜŘ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ 
ǎǘǊǳŎǘǳǊŜǎ ƻƴ ǇŀǊŎŜƭǎ ǿƻǳƭŘ ōŜ ǊŜǇŀƛǊŜŘ Ǉƻǎǘ 
ŜǾŜƴǘΦ bƻ ŀŘƧǳǎǘƳŜƴǘǎ ǿŜǊŜ ƳŀŘŜ ŦƻǊ ǊŜǇŜǘƛǘƛǾŜ 
ƭƻǎǎ ǇǊƻǇŜǊǘƛŜǎ ōŀǎŜŘ ƻƴ ƴǳƳōŜǊ ƻŦ ǘƛƳŜǎ ŀ ǇŀǊŎŜƭ 
ƛǎ ǎǳōƧŜŎǘ ǘƻ ǎǘƻǊƳ ŘŀƳŀƎŜǎΦ  
aƻŘŜƭŜŘ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ мπ̧ŜŀǊ ¢ƛŘŜ ŀƴŘ млπ̧ŜŀǊ ¢ƛŘŜ 
ŘŀƳŀƎŜǎ ŎŀƭŎǳƭŀǘŜŘ ŦƻǊ нлнлΣ нлплΣ ŀƴŘ нлтл 
ŎƻƴŘƛǘƛƻƴǎ ŀƴŘ ƛƴǇǳǘǘŜŘ ƛƴǘƻ w9aL ƛƴ ǘƘƻǎŜ 
ǊŜǎǇŜŎǘƛǾŜ ȅŜŀǊǎΦ !ǎǎǳƳŜ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ ǎǘǊǳŎǘǳǊŜǎ ǿƛƭƭ 
ōŜ ǊŜǇŀƛǊŜŘ ǎǘŀǊǘƛƴƎ ƛƳƳŜŘƛŀǘŜƭȅ ŀŦǘŜǊ ǘƘŜ ǎǘƻǊƳΦ  

LŦ ƳƻǊŜ ǘƘŀƴ нр ǇŜǊŎŜƴǘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ 
ǇŀǊŎŜƭ ǿŀǎ ƛƳǇŀŎǘŜŘ ōȅ aII²Σ 
ŎƻƳǇƭŜǘŜ ƭƻǎǎ ƻŦ ǾŀƭǳŜ ƻŦ 
ǇǊƻǇŜǊǘȅ ƛǎ ƛƴǇǳǘǘŜŘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ȅŜŀǊ 
ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻǇŜǊǘȅ ƛǎ ƭƻǎǘΦ ¢Ƙƛǎ ƛǎ 
ŜǉǳƛǾŀƭŜƴǘ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ Ŧǳƭƭ Ƨǳǎǘ ǾŀƭǳŜ ƻŦ 
ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻǇŜǊǘȅ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜǊŜŦƻǊŜ 
ŀŎŎƻǳƴǘǎ ŦƻǊ ōƻǘƘ ǎǘǊǳŎǘǳǊŜ ŀƴŘ 
ƭŀƴŘ ǾŀƭǳŜΦ 
CƻǊ ƎǊŀŘǳŀƭ ǎŜŀ ƭŜǾŜƭ ǊƛǎŜΣ ƻǇǘƛƳŀƭ 
ŎŀǇƛǘŀƭ ǎǘƻŎƪ ǿŀǎ ǳǎŜŘ ǘƻ ƳƻŘŜƭ 
ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜǎŜ ǇǊƻǇŜǊǘƛŜǎ ǿƻǳƭŘ ƴƻǘ 
ōŜ ǊŜōǳƛƭǘΦ LƳǇŀŎǘǎ ŀǊŜ ƛƴǇǳǘǘŜŘ 
ŜǾŜǊȅ ȅŜŀǊ ŀǎ ǘƘŜȅ ŀǊŜ ŀǎǎǳƳŜŘ 
ǘƻ ƻŎŎǳǊ ǿƛǘƘ ƎǊŀŘǳŀƭ ǎŜŀ ƭŜǾŜƭ 
ǊƛǎŜΦ 

hǳǘǇǳǘ όLƴŘǳǎǘǊȅπ
9ȄƻƎŜƴƻǳǎ tǊƻŘǳŎǘƛƻƴΣ 
LƴǾŜǎǘƳŜƴǘ ƴǳƭƭƛŦƛŜŘύ 

{ŀƭŜǎ ƭƻǎǎ ŘǳŜ ǘƻ ŘƛǎǊǳǇǘƛƻƴ ŦǊƻƳ ŀ ǎƛƴƎƭŜ ǎǘƻǊƳ ōȅ 
ƛƴŘǳǎǘǊȅΦ  
aƻŘŜƭŜŘ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ мπ̧ŜŀǊ ¢ƛŘŜ ŀƴŘ млπ̧ŜŀǊ ¢ƛŘŜ 
ŘŀƳŀƎŜǎ ŎŀƭŎǳƭŀǘŜŘ ŦƻǊ нлнлΣ нлплΣ ŀƴŘ нлтл 
ŎƻƴŘƛǘƛƻƴǎ ŀƴŘ ƛƴǇǳǘǘŜŘ ƛƴǘƻ w9aL ƛƴ ǘƘƻǎŜ 
ǊŜǎǇŜŎǘƛǾŜ ȅŜŀǊǎΦ 

!ƴƴǳŀƭ ǎŀƭŜǎ ƻŦ ǇǊƻǇŜǊǘƛŜǎ 
ƛƳǇŀŎǘŜŘ ōȅ aII² ōȅ ƛƴŘǳǎǘǊȅ 
ŀǎǎǳƳƛƴƎ ǊŜŎŀǇǘǳǊŜ ŦƻǊ ŀƭƭ ȅŜŀǊǎ 
ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ ōǳǎƛƴŜǎǎ Ŏŀƴƴƻǘ ƻǇŜǊŀǘŜΦ 
LƳǇŀŎǘǎ ŀǊŜ ƛƴǇǳǘǘŜŘ ŜǾŜǊȅ ȅŜŀǊ 
ŀǎ ǘƘŜȅ ŀǊŜ ŀǎǎǳƳŜŘ ǘƻ ƻŎŎǳǊ 
ǿƛǘƘ ƎǊŀŘǳŀƭ ǎŜŀ ƭŜǾŜƭ ǊƛǎŜΦ 

/ƻƴǎǳƳŜǊ tǊƛŎŜ bŜǘ 
IƻǳǎŜƘƻƭŘ LƴǎǳǊŀƴŎŜ  

LƴŎǊŜŀǎŜ ƛƴ ƘƻƳŜ ƛƴǎǳǊŀƴŎŜ ŦƻǊ ǊŜǎƛŘŜƴǘƛŀƭ 
ǇǊƻǇŜǊǘƛŜǎ ƛƳǇŀŎǘŜŘ ōȅ ǎǘƻǊƳ ŘŀƳŀƎŜǎ ŜǉǳƛǾŀƭŜƴǘ 
ǘƻ ǘƘŜƛǊ ƭƻǎǎŜǎ ŦǊƻƳ ǎǘǊǳŎǘǳǊŜ ŘŀƳŀƎŜǎ ƛƴ ŀŘŘƛǘƛƻƴ 
ǘƻ ŘŀƳŀƎŜǎ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ŎƻƴǘŜƴǘǎ ǿƛǘƘƛƴ ǘƘŜƛǊ ƘƻƳŜΦ 
aƻŘŜƭŜŘ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ мπ̧ŜŀǊ ¢ƛŘŜ ŀƴŘ млπ̧ŜŀǊ ¢ƛŘŜ 
ŘŀƳŀƎŜǎ ŎŀƭŎǳƭŀǘŜŘ ŦƻǊ нлнлΣ нлплΣ ŀƴŘ нлтл 
ŎƻƴŘƛǘƛƻƴǎ ŀƴŘ ƛƴǇǳǘǘŜŘ ƛƴǘƻ w9aL ƛƴ ǘƘƻǎŜ 
ǊŜǎǇŜŎǘƛǾŜ ȅŜŀǊǎΦ 

bƻǘ ŀǇǇƭƛŎŀōƭŜ 

tǊƻŘǳŎǘƛƻƴ /ƻǎǘ 
ό[ŀƎƎŜŘ aŀǊƪŜǘ {ƘŀǊŜ 
wŜǎǇƻƴǎŜύ 

LƴŎǊŜŀǎŜ ƛƴ ǇǊƻŘǳŎǘƛƻƴ Ŏƻǎǘǎ ŦƻǊ ƴƻƴπǊŜǎƛŘŜƴǘƛŀƭ 
ǇǊƻǇŜǊǘƛŜǎ ƛƳǇŀŎǘŜŘ ōȅ ǎǘƻǊƳ ŘŀƳŀƎŜǎ ŜǉǳƛǾŀƭŜƴǘ 
ǘƻ ǘƘŜƛǊ ƭƻǎǎŜǎ ŦǊƻƳ ǎǘǊǳŎǘǳǊŜ ŘŀƳŀƎŜǎ ƛƴ ŀŘŘƛǘƛƻƴ 
ǘƻ ŘŀƳŀƎŜǎ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ŎƻƴǘŜƴǘǎ ǿƛǘƘƛƴ ǘƘŜƛǊ ōǳǎƛƴŜǎǎΦ 
aƻŘŜƭŜŘ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ мπ̧ŜŀǊ ¢ƛŘŜ ŀƴŘ млπ̧ŜŀǊ ¢ƛŘŜ 
ŘŀƳŀƎŜǎ ŎŀƭŎǳƭŀǘŜŘ ŦƻǊ нлнлΣ нлплΣ ŀƴŘ нлтл 
ŎƻƴŘƛǘƛƻƴǎ ŀƴŘ ƛƴǇǳǘǘŜŘ ƛƴǘƻ w9aL ƛƴ ǘƘƻǎŜ 
ǊŜǎǇŜŎǘƛǾŜ ȅŜŀǊǎΦ 

bƻǘ ŀǇǇƭƛŎŀōƭŜ  



Business Case for Resilience in Southeast Florida 
 

 

40 Final Draft for Release: August 2020  AECOM 

 

 

 REMI Control 

All REMI results are shown as they compare to the baseline, also referred to as the regional 

control. The regional control accounts for population and employment changes anticipated in 

the regions through 2060, the end year parameter of REMI. The regional control values are 

shown for each county and the rest of Florida for the beginning and end period of analysis: 2019 

and 2060 in Table 16 and Table 17. 

Table 16. REMI 2019 Regional Control for Southeast Florida and the Rest of Florida (2019 

Dollars) 

/ƻǳƴǘȅ 

нлмф wŜƎƛƻƴŀƭ /ƻƴǘǊƻƭ  
9ŎƻƴƻƳƛŎ LƴŘƛŎŀǘƻǊǎ 

tƻǇǳƭŀǘƛƻƴ Wƻōǎ D5t 

.ǊƻǿŀǊŘ  мΣфтоΣллл мΣнотΣллл ϷмнлΣлллΣлллΣллл 

aƛŀƳƛπ5ŀŘŜ  нΣтсоΣллл мΣумтΣллл ϷмтоΣлллΣлллΣллл 

aƻƴǊƻŜ туΣллл снΣллл ϷрΣлллΣлллΣллл 

tŀƭƳ .ŜŀŎƘ мΣрлпΣллл фрлΣллл ϷфрΣлллΣлллΣллл 

wŜǎǘ ƻŦ CƭƻǊƛŘŀ мрΣонлΣллл уΣннтΣллл ϷтомΣлллΣлллΣллл 

Table 17. REMI 2060 Regional Control for Southeast Florida and the Rest of Florida (2019 

Dollars) 

/ƻǳƴǘȅ 

нлсл wŜƎƛƻƴŀƭ /ƻƴǘǊƻƭ  
9ŎƻƴƻƳƛŎ LƴŘƛŎŀǘƻǊǎ 

tƻǇǳƭŀǘƛƻƴ Wƻōǎ D5t 

.ǊƻǿŀǊŘ  нΣснмΣллл мΣрптΣллл ϷнсоΣлллΣлллΣллл 

aƛŀƳƛπ5ŀŘŜ  оΣлулΣллл нΣлтмΣллл ϷоппΣлллΣлллΣллл 

aƻƴǊƻŜ унΣллл смΣллл ϷуΣлллΣлллΣллл 

tŀƭƳ .ŜŀŎƘ мΣффуΣллл мΣмспΣллл ϷмфтΣлллΣлллΣллл 

wŜǎǘ ƻŦ CƭƻǊƛŘŀ нлΣстмΣллл млΣлууΣллл ϷмΣросΣлллΣлллΣллл 

 REMI No Action Results 

Temporary Event-Based Storm Results 

Results for the temporary event-based storms are shown below. Results for the four counties 

are shown as they compare to the regional control in the year of the modeled storm (e.g. a 2040 

storm event shows the percent change from the 2040 regional control). See Appendix G for 

more detail on employment impacts by industry. 
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Table 18. Temporary Event-Based Storm REMI Results, 2020 Coastal Conditions (2019 

Dollars, $Millions) 

9ŎƻƴƻƳƛŎ LƴŘƛŎŀǘƻǊǎ 

мπ̧ŜŀǊ ¢ƛŘŜ млπ̧ŜŀǊ ¢ƛŘŜ 

wŜǎǳƭǘǎ 
҈ /ƘŀƴƎŜ ŦǊƻƳ 
.ŀǎŜƭƛƴŜ 

wŜǎǳƭǘǎ 
҈ /ƘŀƴƎŜ ŦǊƻƳ 
.ŀǎŜƭƛƴŜ 

.ǊƻǿŀǊŘ /ƻǳƴǘȅ 

Wƻōǎ  πтл ҨлΦлм҈  πрфл ҨлΦлр҈ 

D5t  πϷмл ҨлΦлм҈ πϷрл ҨлΦлп҈ 

aƛŀƳƛπ5ŀŘŜ /ƻǳƴǘȅ 

Wƻōǎ  πрул ҨлΦло҈  πмΣпфл ҨлΦлу҈ 

D5t  πϷсл ҨлΦло҈ πϷмпл ҨлΦлу҈ 

aƻƴǊƻŜ /ƻǳƴǘȅ 

Wƻōǎ л ҨлΦлл҈  πнл ҨлΦлп҈ 

D5t  Ϸл ҨлΦлл҈ Ϸл ҨлΦло҈ 

tŀƭƳ .ŜŀŎƘ /ƻǳƴǘȅ 

Wƻōǎ  πол ҨлΦлл҈ πнпл ҨлΦлн҈ 

D5t  Ϸл ҨлΦлл҈ πϷол ҨлΦло҈ 

wŜǎǘ ƻŦ CƭƻǊƛŘŀ 

Wƻōǎ πтл  πмфл  

D5t  πϷмл  πϷнл  

Notes:  

Jobs rounded to nearest 10. 

GDP rounded to nearest $10 million.  

Results are not adjusted to account for financial discounting. 

 

Table 19. Temporary Event-Based Storm REMI Results, 2040 Coastal Conditions (2019 

Dollars, $Millions) 

9ŎƻƴƻƳƛŎ LƴŘƛŎŀǘƻǊǎ 

мπ̧ŜŀǊ ¢ƛŘŜ млπ̧ŜŀǊ ¢ƛŘŜ 

wŜǎǳƭǘǎ 
҈ /ƘŀƴƎŜ ŦǊƻƳ 
.ŀǎŜƭƛƴŜ 

wŜǎǳƭǘǎ 
҈ /ƘŀƴƎŜ ŦǊƻƳ 
.ŀǎŜƭƛƴŜ 

.ǊƻǿŀǊŘ /ƻǳƴǘȅ 

Wƻōǎ πммл ҨлΦлм҈ πнΣнрл ҨлΦмс҈ 

D5t  πϷмл ҨлΦлм҈ πϷнол ҨлΦмо҈ 

aƛŀƳƛπ5ŀŘŜ /ƻǳƴǘȅ 

Wƻōǎ πмфл ҨлΦлм҈ πмΣтрл ҨлΦлф҈ 

D5t  πϷол ҨлΦлм҈ πϷмул ҨлΦлт҈ 

aƻƴǊƻŜ /ƻǳƴǘȅ 

Wƻōǎ πмл ҨлΦлм҈ πтл ҨлΦмл҈ 

D5t  Ϸл ҨлΦлм҈ Ϸл ҨлΦлт҈ 

tŀƭƳ .ŜŀŎƘ /ƻǳƴǘȅ 

Wƻōǎ πрл ҨлΦлл҈ πнΣпрл ҨлΦно҈ 

D5t  πϷмл ҨлΦлл҈ πϷнтл ҨлΦмф҈ 

wŜǎǘ ƻŦ CƭƻǊƛŘŀ 

Wƻōǎ πрл  πрмл  

D5t  πϷмл  πϷсл  

Notes:  

Jobs rounded to nearest 10. 
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GDP rounded to nearest $10 million.  

Results are not adjusted to account for financial discounting. 

 

Table 20. Temporary Event-Based Storm REMI Results, 2070 Coastal Conditions (2019 

Dollars, $Millions) 

 9ŎƻƴƻƳƛŎ LƴŘƛŎŀǘƻǊǎ 

мπ̧ŜŀǊ ¢ƛŘŜ млπ̧ŜŀǊ ¢ƛŘŜ 

!Ƴƻǳƴǘ 
҈ /ƘŀƴƎŜ ŦǊƻƳ 
.ŀǎŜƭƛƴŜ 

!Ƴƻǳƴǘ 
҈ /ƘŀƴƎŜ ŦǊƻƳ 
.ŀǎŜƭƛƴŜ 

.ǊƻǿŀǊŘ /ƻǳƴǘȅ 

Wƻōǎ πтмл ҨлΦлр҈ πмрΣпмл ҨмΦлл҈ 

D5t  πϷммл ҨлΦлп҈ πϷнΣнпл ҨлΦур҈ 

aƛŀƳƛπ5ŀŘŜ /ƻǳƴǘȅ 

Wƻōǎ πнол ҨлΦлм҈ πмсΣмнл ҨлΦту҈ 

D5t  πϷол ҨлΦлм҈ πϷнΣнпл ҨлΦср҈ 

aƻƴǊƻŜ /ƻǳƴǘȅ 

Wƻōǎ πнрл ҨлΦпл҈ πсул ҨмΦмм҈ 

D5t  πϷол ҨлΦпл҈ πϷтл ҨлΦфт҈ 

tŀƭƳ .ŜŀŎƘ /ƻǳƴǘȅ 

Wƻōǎ πонл ҨлΦло҈ πоΣомл ҨлΦну҈ 

D5t  πϷрл ҨлΦло҈ πϷпфл ҨлΦнр҈ 

wŜǎǘ ƻŦ CƭƻǊƛŘŀ 

Wƻōǎ πмфл  πнΣсрл  

D5t  πϷол  πϷплл  

Notes:  

2070 storm impacts are shown relative to 2060 REMI baseline. 

Jobs rounded to nearest 10. 

GDP rounded to nearest $10 million.  

Results are not adjusted to account for financial discounting. 

 

REMI Gradual Sea Level Rise Results 

Results for gradual sea level rise are shown below for two time periods: 2020 through 2040 and 

2040 through 2070. Employment is shown as job years over the two phases of investment. Job 

years is one year of work for one person ï for example: a new construction job that lasts the 

duration of the investment phase of five years will equate to five job years. Impacts are not 

shown as percent change relative to the regional control given that the control changes on an 

annual basis. As such, results are shown only as the total difference from the regional control.  

Table 21. Gradual Sea Level Rise REMI Results (2019 Dollars, $Millions) 

9ŎƻƴƻƳƛŎ LƴŘƛŎŀǘƻǊǎ нлнлπнлпл нлплπнлтл 

.ǊƻǿŀǊŘ /ƻǳƴǘȅ     

Wƻō ¸ŜŀǊǎ πмΣупл πноΣмсл 

D5t  πϷмфл πϷнΣффл 

aƛŀƳƛπ5ŀŘŜ /ƻǳƴǘȅ 

Wƻō ¸ŜŀǊǎ πуΣттл πпоΣмнл 

D5t  πϷтфл πϷрΣрпл 
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9ŎƻƴƻƳƛŎ LƴŘƛŎŀǘƻǊǎ нлнлπнлпл нлплπнлтл 

aƻƴǊƻŜ /ƻǳƴǘȅ 

Wƻō ¸ŜŀǊǎ πмΣрлл πнуΣррл 

D5t  πϷмпл πϷоΣпсл 

tŀƭƳ .ŜŀŎƘ /ƻǳƴǘȅ 

Wƻō ¸ŜŀǊǎ πпмл πфΣмул 

D5t  πϷрл πϷмΣорл 

wŜǎǘ ƻŦ CƭƻǊƛŘŀ 

Wƻō ¸ŜŀǊǎ πрнл πпΣолл 

D5t  πϷсл πϷсол 
Notes:  

Jobs rounded to nearest 10. 

GDP rounded to nearest $10 million.  

Results are not adjusted to account for financial discounting. 

 

Figure 3 shows the impacts of gradual sea level rise on GDP over time, while Figure 4 shows 

the impacts by major industry over time for all regions combined.  

Figure 3. Gradual Sea Level Rise GDP Relative to Baseline 
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Figure 4. Gradual Sea Level Rise Employment Impacts by Industry 
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3.3 Adaptation Strategies Overview 

Evaluating different types of adaptation actions can allow for a relative comparison of potential 

coastal hazard impacts in the absence of action and the benefits conveyed by investments 

intended to reduce coastal hazard risk.  

Adaptation strategies were identified based on proposed options developed by the Project 

Team and feedback from the Compact Partners. The selected adaptation strategies fall into two 

primary buckets: (1) systemic adaptation strategies that provide a primary form of defence at the 

shoreline to minimize coastal hazard impacts; and (2) building-level adaptation strategies that 

modify physical assets to lessen the consequences of coastal hazards. In general, systemic 

strategies are intended to provide mitigate impacts from both temporary coastal storms and 

permanent sea level rise to all landward assets while building-strategies are designed to 

mitigate impacts for individual assets that are exposed to temporary coastal storms and not 

permanent sea level rise. Table 22 provides a description of the adaptation strategies evaluated 

for this study, and Appendix C includes additional information on the methods used to model 

and cost the selected adaptation strategies. 

Table 22. Adaptation Strategy Types Evaluated 

Adaptation Bucket Strategy Description 

Systemic Adaptation 

¶ Beach nourishment/dune 
restoration 

¶ Seawall raising 

¶ Berm construction 

This scenario involves a combination of soft and hard 
engineering investments at the shoreline, the application of 
which is dependent on open coast and intercoastal 
determinations.   

Building-Level 
Adaptation 

¶ Dry and wet floodproofing 

¶ Elevating structures 

This scenario involves a combination of structural 
improvements to property, the application of which is 
dependent on building type and FEMA principles and 
procedures. 

 
Given the large and varied geography of Southeast Florida, simplifying assumptions and 

generalized and repeatable analysis techniques were used to model the selected adaptation 

strategies. Key considerations made in modeling the adaptation strategies are described 

thematically below.  

Scaling of Strategies: Adaptation strategies were scaled to mitigate the majority of modeled 

impacts under a no action scenario; conceptually this results in the benefits of adaptation being 

similar to the estimated costs of inaction. For example, systemic strategies were scaled to 

mitigate impacts for the 10-year tide event (and respective rates of sea level rise) in 2020, 2040, 

and 2070. The building-level strategies were scaled to protect from the 100-year coastal storm 

in 2020, 2040 and 2070 (and associated rates of sea level rise), a threshold that can affect flood 

insurance requirements and costs for properties subject to the National Flood Insurance 

Program.  

Phasing of Strategies: This study assumes that sea level rise will continue to occur over the 

next decades, through the coming century, and beyond. While Southeast Florida counties will 
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face risks from high tides and coastal storm events, it is not necessary, nor likely financially 

feasible, to adapt all at once to the most extreme hazard scenarios evaluated in this study. Both 

systemic and building-level strategies were modeled using a phased investment approach 

informed by both economic and engineering feasibility constraints and considerations. 

Conceptually, investments made in 2020 are intended to effectively address the modeled hazard 

risks out to 2040, and the investments made in 2040 are intended to effectively address the 

modeled hazard risks out to 2070.  

Adaptation Costing: Adaptation strategies evaluated were not detailed in design, but rather, 

were descriptive options to demonstrate the order of magnitude benefits of proactive investment 

to the costs of inaction. As such, approximated and averaged unit costs were incorporated into 

the analysis, drawing from publicly available data from published reports, with an emphasis on 

literature that best reflects economic conditions in Southeast Florida; where national research 

was relied upon, costs were adjusted for local prices. 

 Adaptation Strategy Results 

High level costs for the systemic and building-level adaptation strategies evaluated in this study 

are provided in Table 23 and Table 24, respectively. The costs, presented by county, include a 

breakdown of individual strategies (e.g., seawall replacement, elevate structure). To account for 

the phasing of investment in adaptation strategies over the period of the study analysis (i.e., 

2020 ï 2070), both the systemic and the building-level strategies are scaled to show 

investments implemented in 2020 that will help to mitigate impacts from 2040 hazard conditions 

and actions implemented in 2040 that will help to mitigate impacts from 2070 hazard conditions. 

While an implementation year has been assigned for both systemic and building-level 

strategies, it is likely that these investments would be spread out over several years.   

It is important to note that the systemic and building-level strategies are intended to be 

evaluated separately, with a few caveats. The systemic strategies would provide broader 

economic benefits than the building-level strategies as they would mitigate impacts to both 

property and infrastructure that are critical for economic activity (e.g., transportation network), 

and would also help to maintain the profiles of beaches that support a vibrant tourism-related 

economy. The building-level strategies, because they are focused on providing protection to 

individual structures, would not convey benefits to broader regional infrastructure nor would they 

help to maintain the countiesô coastal resources that provide significant recreational and 

aesthetic benefits and economic value.  
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Table 23. Order of Magnitude Systemic Adaptation Costs (2019 Dollars, $Millions) 

Adaptation Strategy Broward Miami-Dade Monroe Palm Beach 

Implementation Year = 2020, Level of Protection = 2040 

Seawall Replacement $2,866 $1,156 $5,993 $1,966 

Seawall Raising NA NA NA NA 

Berm Construction NA $23 NA NA 

Berm Raising NA NA NA NA 

Nourishment $361 $464 NA $1,413 

Total $3,227 $1,643 $5,993 $3,379 

Implementation Year = 2040, Level of Protection = 2070 

Seawall Replacement $2,955 $783 $4,234 $1,289 

Seawall Raising $312 $126 $633 $214 

Berm Construction NA $7 NA NA 

Berm Raising NA $13 NA NA 

Nourishment $542 $696 NA $2,119 

Total $3,808 $1,625 $4,866 $3,622 

TOTAL COSTS $7,035 $3,268 $10,859 $7,001 
Notes:  

Includes direct, indirect and contingency costs. 

Results are not adjusted to account for financial discounting. 

 

Table 24. Order of Magnitude Building-Level Adaptation Costs (2019 Dollars, $Millions) 

Adaptation Strategy Broward Miami-Dade Monroe Palm Beach 

Implementation Year = 2020, Level of Protection = 2040 

Elevate Structures  Ϸофу  Ϸппр  Ϸнфс  Ϸмпс 

Floodproof Structures  Ϸф  Ϸму  Ϸмм  Ϸо 

Total   Ϸплт  Ϸпсо  Ϸолт  Ϸмпф 

Implementation Year = 2040, Level of Protection = 2070 

Elevate Structures  ϷоΣмлл  ϷоΣтфл  Ϸусу  ϷмΣмпн 

Floodproof Structures  Ϸус  Ϸум  Ϸнс  Ϸму 

Total  ϷоΣмус  ϷоΣутм  Ϸуфп  ϷмΣмсл 

TOTAL COSTS  ϷоΣрфо  ϷпΣооп  ϷмΣнлм  ϷмΣолф 
Notes:  

Results are not adjusted to account for financial discounting. 

3.4 Losses Avoided and the Return on Investment from Adaptation 

In order to develop an understanding of the return on investment from adaptation, it is 

necessary to estimate the cumulative costs and benefits associated with taking action to 

mitigate the modeled coastal hazard risks. The benefits conveyed by investments in adaptation 

are not limited to the discrete time horizon model conditions evaluated (i.e., 2020, 2040 and 

2070); once adaptation strategies are implemented, they will provide recurring benefits year-

over-year.  

To capture the cumulative benefits provided by investments in adaptation, impacts for the no 

action scenario were estimated for every year over the studyôs period of analysis by 
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interpolating impacts between 2020 and 2040, and 2040 and 2070. These impacts were then 

adjusted to account for the likelihood of the modeled hazards occurring2, and summed to 

develop an estimate of cumulative impacts. A similar process was undertaken to estimate the 

cumulative impacts expected from implementing the systemic and building-level adaptation 

strategies. Impacts for both the no action and adaptation scenarios were adjusted using a 5 

percent discount rate to account for the ñopportunity costò or the time value of money, allowing 

for the comparison of future costs and benefits in present dollars. From a financial perspective, 

discounting is used to reflect that a dollar today is more valuable than a dollar in the future due 

to the ability to invest now and create more wealth than a dollar invested in a future year. Or, 

extended to a social perspective as it relates to this study, the benefits provided by adaptation 

are more valuable in the near-term than they are in the longer-term.  

While both of the adaptation strategy types will help to mitigate the modeled coastal hazard 

risks, they are not expected to neutralize all of the impacts from the no action scenario. The 

systemic adaptation scenario was estimated to mitigate 90 percent of the modeled impacts for 

the no action scenario. While this adaptation strategy was scaled to prevent overtopping from 

the modeled sea level rise and coastal storm conditions, it was not feasible to cost out this 

measure for the entirety of the open coast and intercoastal shoreline in the Southeast Florida 

region. In particular, the shoreline dataset that was used to identify what systemic strategy to 

implement (e.g., seawall, berm) did not provide full geographic coverage of the modeled hazard 

exposure zones. This was particularly the case for sections of the intercoastal shoreline. As 

such, the full cost to implement the systemic strategies was not estimated for all of the modeled 

conditions, resulting in avoided impacts being discounted based on spot checks of the coastal 

hazard footprint and shoreline profile extents. The building-level strategies were estimated to 

mitigate 80 percent of the modeled storm impacts, accounting for the residual impacts that could 

result with dry and wet floodproofing strategies as documented in published literature (e.g. Aerts 

et al. 2014).  

The cumulative primary consequence impacts over the period of analysis (i.e., 2020 to 2070) for 

the no action scenario are shown in Table 25. Table 26 and Table 27 show the cumulative 

primary consequence impacts avoided from implementation of the systemic and building-level 

adaptation scenarios, respectively. These values reflect the degree of protective benefits 

conveyed by the adaptation scenarios evaluated. 

 

 

 

2 Consider, for example, a 10-year storm event, which has 10 percent chance of occurring in any given year. If the estimated 
impacts are $100,000, then this value is multiplied by 0.1 (10 percent chance), resulting in an expected annual impact of $10,000. 
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Table 25. Cumulative Primary Consequence Impacts for the No Action Scenario (2020-

2070) (2019 Dollars, $Millions) 

/ƻǳƴǘȅ tǊƻǇŜǊǘȅ LƳǇŀŎǘǎ 
{ŀƭŜǎ hǳǘǇǳǘ 
LƳǇŀŎǘǎ 

{ŀƭŜǎ ŀƴŘ ¢ƻǳǊƛǎƳ 
¢ŀȄ LƳǇŀŎǘǎ 

tǊƻǇŜǊǘȅ ¢ŀȄ 
LƳǇŀŎǘǎ 

.ǊƻǿŀǊŘ  ϷсоΣфмм ϷрΣнтф Ϸмсм Ϸунр 

aƛŀƳƛπ5ŀŘŜ  ϷмлсΣрпр ϷуΣорп Ϸосм ϷнΣоуу 

aƻƴǊƻŜ  ϷнлΣлро ϷуΣрсл Ϸрст Ϸстп 

tŀƭƳ .ŜŀŎƘ  ϷнфΣслт ϷнΣммт Ϸун Ϸрпу 

¢ƻǘŀƭ ϷннлΣммс ϷнпΣомл ϷмΣмтм ϷпΣпор 
Notes:  

Results are not adjusted to account for financial discounting. 

 

Table 26. Cumulative Primary Consequence Impacts Avoided from Systemic Adaptation 

(2020-2070) (2019 Dollars, $Millions) 

/ƻǳƴǘȅ tǊƻǇŜǊǘȅ LƳǇŀŎǘǎ 
{ŀƭŜǎ hǳǘǇǳǘ 
LƳǇŀŎǘǎ 

{ŀƭŜǎ ŀƴŘ ¢ƻǳǊƛǎƳ 
¢ŀȄ LƳǇŀŎǘǎ 

tǊƻǇŜǊǘȅ ¢ŀȄ 
LƳǇŀŎǘǎ 

.ǊƻǿŀǊŘ  ϷртΣрнл ϷпΣтрм Ϸмпр Ϸтпо 

aƛŀƳƛπ5ŀŘŜ  ϷфрΣуфм ϷтΣрмф Ϸонр ϷнΣмпф 

aƻƴǊƻŜ  ϷмуΣлпу ϷтΣтлп Ϸрмл Ϸслт 

tŀƭƳ .ŜŀŎƘ  ϷнсΣспс ϷмΣфлр Ϸтп Ϸпфо 

¢ƻǘŀƭ ϷмфуΣмлр ϷнмΣутф ϷмΣлрп ϷоΣффн 
Notes:  

Results are not adjusted to account for financial discounting. 

 

Table 27. Cumulative Primary Consequence Impacts Avoided from Building-Level 

Adaptation (2020-2070) (2019 Dollars, $Millions) 

/ƻǳƴǘȅ tǊƻǇŜǊǘȅ LƳǇŀŎǘǎ {ŀƭŜǎ hǳǘǇǳǘ LƳǇŀŎǘǎ 
{ŀƭŜǎ ŀƴŘ ¢ƻǳǊƛǎƳ ¢ŀȄ 

LƳǇŀŎǘǎ 

.ǊƻǿŀǊŘ  ϷннΣфсл Ϸопн Ϸмл 

aƛŀƳƛπ5ŀŘŜ  ϷосΣсфм Ϸомт Ϸмп 

aƻƴǊƻŜ  ϷмΣнмф Ϸо Ϸл 

tŀƭƳ .ŜŀŎƘ  ϷмнΣлнн Ϸмлп Ϸс 

¢ƻǘŀƭ ϷтнΣуфн Ϸтсс Ϸол 
Notes:  

Results are not adjusted to account for financial discounting. 

 

To develop an understanding of the costs and benefits of adaptation, impact metrics commonly 

incorporated in federal agency BCAs (e.g., USACE, FEMA) were evaluated. In particular, 

primary consequences associated with real and personal property (e.g., structures, land, 

contents, relocation) under a no action scenario were estimated and compared to the costs and 

benefits of systemic and building-level adaptation strategies. Table 28 and Table 29 show, in net 

present value terms (which is required in a benefit-cost analysis), the estimated cumulative 

costs of inaction and adaptation, net impacts and resulting benefit-cost ratios for the systemic 
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(e.g., seawalls, dunes) and building-level (e.g., elevate structure, floodproof structure) 

adaptation strategies.  

For both the systemic and building-level adaptation strategies, the benefits outweigh the costs 

for all counties except Monroe. It is important to note that the systemic and building-level 

strategies are intended to be evaluated separately, with a few caveats. The systemic strategies 

would provide broader economic benefits than the building-level strategies as they would 

mitigate impacts to both property and infrastructure that is critical for economic activity (e.g., 

transportation network), and would also help to maintain the profiles of beaches that support a 

vibrant tourism-related economy. The building-level strategies, because they are focused on 

providing protection to individual structures, would not convey benefits to broader regional 

infrastructure nor would they help to maintain the countiesô coastal resources that provide 

significant recreational and aesthetic benefits and economic value. 

Further, the systemic adaptation provides the greatest net benefits, even when not explicitly 

accounting for the beach recreation and tourism benefits that would result from maintaining the 

regionôs beaches. This does not necessarily imply that adaptation is not a cost-effective 

investment for Monroe. Rather, based on the high-level model assumptions, non-exhaustive 

impact categories evaluated, and financial discount rate incorporated, the outcomes were not 

proven to be economically justified for Monroe County. To this end, future analysis should be 

conducted on a project-by-project basis, in Monroe County as well as in the other Southeast 

Florida counties, to better design and optimize the benefits that can result from investment in 

adaptation.  

Table 28. Systemic Adaptation Strategy Return on Investment for Direct Property Primary 

Consequences (Net Present Value, $Millions) 

/ƻǳƴǘȅ 
/ǳƳǳƭŀǘƛǾŜ LƳǇŀŎǘǎ 

!ǾƻƛŘŜŘ 
/ǳƳǳƭŀǘƛǾŜ 

!ŘŀǇǘŀǘƛƻƴ /ƻǎǘǎ 
bŜǘ LƳǇŀŎǘǎ .ŜƴŜŦƛǘπ/ƻǎǘ wŀǘƛƻ 

.ǊƻǿŀǊŘ  ϷфΣслм ϷпΣмну ϷрΣпто нΦоо 

aƛŀƳƛπ5ŀŘŜ  ϷмфΣпсм ϷнΣмлм ϷмтΣосл фΦнс 

aƻƴǊƻŜ  ϷоΣмун ϷтΣссф πϷпΣпут лΦпм 

tŀƭƳ .ŜŀŎƘ  ϷрΣсмо ϷпΣонр ϷмΣнуу мΦол 

¢ƻǘŀƭ ϷотΣурт ϷмуΣнно ϷмфΣсоп нΦлу 
Notes:  

Results account for structure, content, land and relocation impacts.  

Results are presented in net present value terms using a 5 percent discount rate over the period of the analysis from 2020 to 2070. 
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Table 29. Building-Level Adaptation Strategy Return on Investment for Direct Property 

Primary Consequences (Net Present Value, $Millions) 

/ƻǳƴǘȅ 
/ǳƳǳƭŀǘƛǾŜ LƳǇŀŎǘǎ 

!ǾƻƛŘŜŘ 
/ǳƳǳƭŀǘƛǾŜ 

!ŘŀǇǘŀǘƛƻƴ /ƻǎǘǎ 
bŜǘ .ŜƴŜŦƛǘǎ .ŜƴŜŦƛǘπ/ƻǎǘ wŀǘƛƻ 

.ǊƻǿŀǊŘ  ϷпΣрпм ϷмΣпфр ϷоΣлпс оΦлп 

aƛŀƳƛπ5ŀŘŜ  ϷфΣнрр ϷмΣтус ϷтΣпсф рΦму 

aƻƴǊƻŜ  Ϸпрф Ϸрфу πϷмоф лΦтт 

tŀƭƳ .ŜŀŎƘ  ϷоΣомн Ϸрпр ϷнΣтст сΦлу 

¢ƻǘŀƭ ϷмтΣрст ϷпΣпнп ϷмоΣмпо оΦфт 
Notes:  

Results account for structure, content, land and relocation impacts.  

Results are presented in net present value terms using a 5 percent discount rate over the period of the analysis from 2020 to 2070. 
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4. Economic Benefits from Investing in Adaptation 

Investments in adaptation can provide benefits beyond the avoided losses documented in this 

report. For example, monies used to construct a seawall will result in direct gains in jobs for the 

construction industry, as well as indirect (e.g., supply chain) and induced (e.g., worker and 

household spending) job gains. These cascading economic effects were modeled using REMI 

PI+, accounting for adaptation cost estimates and public and private spending assumptions.  

4.1 Systemic Adaptation Scenario 

The systemic adaptation and building-level adaptation scenarios were modeled in REMI to 

understand the impacts of the investment spending associated with each scenario. To model in 

REMI, a number of assumptions were made regarding the parties that will be expected to pay 

for the strategy. Below is a discussion of these assumptions as well as the results showing the 

investment impacts for both systemic and building-level adaptation strategies.  

 Scenario Description 

The systemic adaptation scenario, which involves a combination of soft (e.g., nourishment) and 

hard (e.g., seawalls) engineering investments, is assumed to prevent the modeled temporary 

storm and permanent sea level rise impacts through 2070.  

 Scenario Costs 

Input from the Compact Partners was used to identify the burden of payment amongst: Federal 

government, State government, County/Local government, and private property owners. Table 

30 identifies the general funding breakdown by adaptation strategy for the systemic adaptation 

scenario. It is assumed that government spending would pay for the costs associated with the 

seawall to protect public parcels and would pay for all berm and nourishment-related costs. 

Private property owners are assumed to pay for the costs associated with seawall protection for 

private parcels. 

Table 30. Funding Assumptions for Systemic Adaptation 

!ŘŀǇǘŀǘƛƻƴ 
{ǘǊŀǘŜƎȅ 

CŜŘŜǊŀƭ {ǘŀǘŜ [ƻŎŀƭκ/ƻǳƴǘȅ tǊƛǾŀǘŜ tǊƻǇŜǊǘȅ 

{Ŝŀǿŀƭƭ 
wŜǇƭŀŎŜƳŜƴǘ 

рл҈ ƻŦ ŀƭƭ Ŏƻǎǘǎ 
ŀǎǎƻŎƛŀǘŜŘ ǿƛǘƘ 
ǇǳōƭƛŎ ǇǊƻǇŜǊǘƛŜǎ 

нр҈ ƻŦ ŀƭƭ Ŏƻǎǘǎ 
ŀǎǎƻŎƛŀǘŜŘ ǿƛǘƘ 
ǇǳōƭƛŎ ǇǊƻǇŜǊǘƛŜǎ 

нр҈ ƻŦ ŀƭƭ Ŏƻǎǘǎ 
ŀǎǎƻŎƛŀǘŜŘ ǿƛǘƘ ǇǳōƭƛŎ 

ǇǊƻǇŜǊǘƛŜǎ 

млл҈ ƻŦ ŀƭƭ Ŏƻǎǘǎ 
ŀǎǎƻŎƛŀǘŜŘ ǿƛǘƘ ǇǊƛǾŀǘŜ 

ǇǊƻǇŜǊǘƛŜǎ 

{Ŝŀǿŀƭƭ wŀƛǎƛƴƎ 
рл҈ ƻŦ ŀƭƭ Ŏƻǎǘǎ 
ŀǎǎƻŎƛŀǘŜŘ ǿƛǘƘ 
ǇǳōƭƛŎ ǇǊƻǇŜǊǘƛŜǎ 

нр҈ ƻŦ ŀƭƭ Ŏƻǎǘǎ 
ŀǎǎƻŎƛŀǘŜŘ ǿƛǘƘ 
ǇǳōƭƛŎ ǇǊƻǇŜǊǘƛŜǎ 

нр҈ ƻŦ ŀƭƭ Ŏƻǎǘǎ 
ŀǎǎƻŎƛŀǘŜŘ ǿƛǘƘ ǇǳōƭƛŎ 

ǇǊƻǇŜǊǘƛŜǎ 

млл҈ ƻŦ ŀƭƭ Ŏƻǎǘǎ 
ŀǎǎƻŎƛŀǘŜŘ ǿƛǘƘ ǇǊƛǾŀǘŜ 

ǇǊƻǇŜǊǘƛŜǎ 

.ŜǊƳ /ƻƴǎǘǊǳŎǘƛƻƴ рл҈ ƻŦ ŀƭƭ Ŏƻǎǘǎ нр҈ ƻŦ ŀƭƭ Ŏƻǎǘǎ нр҈ ƻŦ ŀƭƭ Ŏƻǎǘǎ л҈ 

.ŜǊƳ wŀƛǎƛƴƎ рл҈ ƻŦ ŀƭƭ Ŏƻǎǘǎ нр҈ ƻŦ ŀƭƭ Ŏƻǎǘǎ нр҈ ƻŦ ŀƭƭ Ŏƻǎǘǎ л҈ 

bƻǳǊƛǎƘƳŜƴǘ рл҈ ƻŦ ŀƭƭ Ŏƻǎǘǎ нр҈ ƻŦ ŀƭƭ Ŏƻǎǘǎ нр҈ ƻŦ ŀƭƭ Ŏƻǎǘǎ л҈ 
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To determine what costs are associated with public and private properties, GIS was used to 

identify all parcels along the shoreline for the four counties. This information was then 

associated with parcel characteristics including if the parcel is on public land and an estimate of 

the parcelôs shoreline frontage, based on the square root of the parcelôs area. Further analysis 

was conducted to identify the portion of the private property that is residential and non-

residential given their different treatment within REMI. 

The systemic adaptation strategy is assumed to be a phased approach, whereby the first phase 

provides protection for all properties subject to impacts under the 10-year storm in 2040, and 

the second phase provides protection for all properties subject to impacts under the 10-year 

storm in 2070. Because the 10-year storm is the greatest magnitude event modeled, 

investments would also provide protection to parcels subject to daily high tides and the 1-year 

storm. Therefore, for the first phase, all frontage estimates only included parcels impacted by 

the 2040 10-year storm. Table 31 shows the results from this analysis and the breakdown of 

adaptation costs associated with each relevant party for both the first and second phase of the 

adaptation investment. 

Table 31. Costs by Funding Source for Systemic Adaptation (2019 Dollars, $Millions) 

Funding Source Broward Miami-Dade Monroe Palm Beach 

LƳǇƭŜƳŜƴǘŀǘƛƻƴ ¸ŜŀǊ Ґ нлнлΣ [ŜǾŜƭ ƻŦ tǊƻǘŜŎǘƛƻƴ Ґ нлпл 

CŜŘŜǊŀƭ Ϸррм Ϸпур ϷмΣппл Ϸусф 

{ǘŀǘŜ Ϸнтр Ϸнпн Ϸтнл Ϸпор 

/ƻǳƴǘȅκ[ƻŎŀƭ Ϸнтр Ϸнпн Ϸтнл Ϸпор 

tǊƛǾŀǘŜΥ wŜǎƛŘŜƴǘƛŀƭ ϷмΣумм Ϸплр ϷнΣнрр ϷмΣпрр 

tǊƛǾŀǘŜΥ bƻƴπwŜǎƛŘŜƴǘƛŀƭ Ϸомп Ϸнсу Ϸуру Ϸмус 

¢ƻǘŀƭ ϷоΣннт ϷмΣспо ϷрΣффо ϷоΣотф 

LƳǇƭŜƳŜƴǘŀǘƛƻƴ ¸ŜŀǊ Ґ нлплΣ [ŜǾŜƭ ƻŦ tǊƻǘŜŎǘƛƻƴ Ґ нлтл 

CŜŘŜǊŀƭ Ϸроу Ϸпут Ϸтрм ϷмΣмну 

{ǘŀǘŜ Ϸнсф Ϸнпп Ϸотс Ϸрсп 

/ƻǳƴǘȅκ[ƻŎŀƭ Ϸнсф Ϸнпп Ϸотс Ϸрсп 

tǊƛǾŀǘŜΥ wŜǎƛŘŜƴǘƛŀƭ ϷнΣпфм Ϸпто ϷнΣттн ϷмΣнст 

tǊƛǾŀǘŜΥ bƻƴπwŜǎƛŘŜƴǘƛŀƭ Ϸнпм Ϸмтт Ϸрфо Ϸмлл 

¢ƻǘŀƭ ϷоΣулу ϷмΣснр ϷпΣусс ϷоΣснн 

¢h¢![  ϷтΣлор ϷоΣнсум ϷмлΣурф ϷтΣллм 
Notes:  
1 The lower reported costs for Miami-Dade County can be explained in part by the large portion of the Countyôs southern shoreline 
being undeveloped and not included in the adaptation costing.  

Results are not adjusted to account for financial discounting. 

 REMI Framework 

Within REMI, all private residential adaptation costs are inputted as an increase in personal 

taxes3, as it is assumed that the costs property owners will need to bear will increase their 

personal expenditures. Conceptually, as personal taxes increase, people have less real 

 

3 Personal taxes include taxes paid on income, including realized net capital gains, and on personal property. 
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disposable personal income, which can lead to a decrease in consumption, output, and value 

added.  

All private non-residential adaptation costs are inputted as an increase in production costs for all 

industries. The increase in production costs can increase the cost of living and the cost of doing 

business within the region, which can decrease local economic activity.  

The construction industry is assumed to benefit from the investment, so there is an increase in 

final demand for the construction industry equivalent to the costs of the investment. This major 

increase in construction spending can result in increased employment in the area for the 

construction industry as well as supporting industries. Finally, the portion of payment made by 

local and state government is inputted as a negative amount of government spending. A 

reduction in government spending shows that money that is dedicated to this investment cannot 

be spent on other local and state government expenditures. For state spending, only a portion 

of the spending is assumed to come from the impacted counties based on population. The 

remainder of the spending comes out of the rest of the stateôs government expenditures. All 

costs are distributed over a five-year period ï from 2020 through 2024 and 2040 through 2044; 

the spreading of costs was required within REMI given that the amount of spending was beyond 

expected annual model parameters. This modeling exercise is also more similar to a likely 

implementation of the actions ï rather than the investments all happening in one year, it is more 

likely that construction would happen over a multi-year period. 

Table 32. REMI Variables for Systemic Adaptation 

LƳǇŀŎǘ ¢ȅǇŜ 
LƴǇǳǘ ŦƻǊ 
9ŀŎƘ /ƻǳƴǘȅ 

CǊŜǉǳŜƴŎȅ 

tŜǊǎƻƴŀƭ ¢ŀȄŜǎ 
LƴŎǊŜŀǎŜ ƛƴ ǇŜǊǎƻƴŀƭ ǘŀȄ ǎǇŜƴŘƛƴƎ ŜǉǳƛǾŀƭŜƴǘ ǘƻ 
ǊŜǎƛŘŜƴǘƛŀƭ Ŏƻǎǘǎ ǘƻ Ǉŀȅ ŦƻǊ ǎȅǎǘŜƳƛŎ ǇǊƻǘŜŎǘƛƻƴΦ 

5ƛǎǘǊƛōǳǘŜŘ ƻǾŜǊ р ȅŜŀǊǎ ŦƻǊ 
нлнл ŀƴŘ нлпл ƛƴǾŜǎǘƳŜƴǘ 

tǊƻŘǳŎǘƛƻƴ /ƻǎǘ ό[ŀƎƎŜŘ 
ƳŀǊƪŜǘ ǎƘŀǊŜ ǊŜǎǇƻƴǎŜύ 

tǊƻŘǳŎǘƛƻƴ Ŏƻǎǘ ƛƴŎǊŜŀǎŜ ǘƻ ŀƭƭ ƛƴŘǳǎǘǊƛŜǎ 
ŜǉǳƛǾŀƭŜƴǘ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ƴƻƴπǊŜǎƛŘŜƴǘƛŀƭ Ŏƻǎǘǎ ǘƻ Ǉŀȅ ŦƻǊ 
ǎȅǎǘŜƳƛŎ ǇǊƻǘŜŎǘƛƻƴΦ 

5ƛǎǘǊƛōǳǘŜŘ ƻǾŜǊ р ȅŜŀǊǎ ŦƻǊ 
нлнл ŀƴŘ нлпл ƛƴǾŜǎǘƳŜƴǘ 

9ȄƻƎŜƴƻǳǎ Cƛƴŀƭ 5ŜƳŀƴŘ 

LƴŎǊŜŀǎŜ ƛƴ ŜȄƻƎŜƴƻǳǎ Ŧƛƴŀƭ ŘŜƳŀƴŘ ŦƻǊ 
ŎƻƴǎǘǊǳŎǘƛƻƴ ƛƴŘǳǎǘǊȅ ŜǉǳƛǾŀƭŜƴǘ ǘƻ Ŏƻǎǘ ƻŦ 
ǎȅǎǘŜƳƛŎ ǇǊƻǘŜŎǘƛƻƴΦ 9ȄƻƎŜƴƻǳǎ Ŧƛƴŀƭ ŘŜƳŀƴŘ 
ǿŀǎ ǳǎŜŘ ŦƻǊ ǘƘƛǎ ǎŎŜƴŀǊƛƻ ƛƴǎǘŜŀŘ ƻŦ ƻǳǘǇǳǘ ǘƻ 
ŀŎŎƻǳƴǘ ŦƻǊ ƛƴŎǊŜŀǎŜŘ ƭŜŀƪŀƎŜΦ hƴƭȅ ǘƘŜ 
ǇǊƻǇƻǊǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ŘŜƳŀƴŘ ǳǎǳŀƭƭȅ ǎǳǇǇƭƛŜŘ 
ƭƻŎŀƭƭȅ ƛǎ ŀŘŘŜŘ ǘƻ ƭƻŎŀƭ ǇǊƻŘǳŎǘƛƻƴΣ ǿƘƛƭŜ ǘƘŜ 
ǊŜƳŀƛƴŘŜǊ ƛǎ ŀǎǎǳƳŜŘ ǘƻ ōŜ ǇǊƻŘǳŎŜŘ ŜƭǎŜǿƘŜǊŜ 
ŀƴŘ ƛƳǇƻǊǘŜŘ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ǊŜƎƛƻƴΦ 

5ƛǎǘǊƛōǳǘŜŘ ƻǾŜǊ р ȅŜŀǊǎ ŦƻǊ 
нлнл ŀƴŘ нлпл ƛƴǾŜǎǘƳŜƴǘ 

[ƻŎŀƭ DƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘ 
{ǇŜƴŘƛƴƎ 

9ƴǘŜǊ ƛƴ ŀǎ ŀ ƴŜƎŀǘƛǾŜ ŀƳƻǳƴǘ ǘƘŜ Ŏƻǎǘ ŀǎǎǳƳŜŘ 
ǘƻ ōŜ ǇŀƛŘ ŦƻǊ ōȅ ǘƘŜ ƭƻŎŀƭ ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘ ŦƻǊ 
ǎȅǎǘŜƳƛŎ ǇǊƻǘŜŎǘƛƻƴΦ 

5ƛǎǘǊƛōǳǘŜŘ ƻǾŜǊ р ȅŜŀǊǎ ŦƻǊ 
нлнл ŀƴŘ нлпл ƛƴǾŜǎǘƳŜƴǘ 

{ǘŀǘŜ DƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘ 
{ǇŜƴŘƛƴƎ 

9ƴǘŜǊ ƛƴ ŀǎ ŀ ƴŜƎŀǘƛǾŜ ŀƳƻǳƴǘ ǘƘŜ Ŏƻǎǘ ŀǎǎǳƳŜŘ 
ǘƻ ōŜ ǇŀƛŘ ŦƻǊ ōȅ ǘƘŜ ǎǘŀǘŜ ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘ ŦƻǊ 
ǎȅǎǘŜƳƛŎ ǇǊƻǘŜŎǘƛƻƴΦ 

5ƛǎǘǊƛōǳǘŜŘ ƻǾŜǊ р ȅŜŀǊǎ ŦƻǊ 
нлнл ŀƴŘ нлпл ƛƴǾŜǎǘƳŜƴǘ 
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 REMI Results 

The results for the two phases of the systemic adaptation scenario are shown in Table 33 by 

region as compared to the baseline. The table shows the primary impacts on GDP and job 

years. Job years is one year of work for one person ï for example: a new construction job that 

lasts the duration of the investment phase of five years will equate to five job years. Overall, the 

systemic adaptation scenario has a general positive impact to GDP and employment for the four 

counties over the two investment phases. There is a general trend of negative overall economic 

impact to the rest of Florida as the economic activity of the investment benefits the four counties 

and draws government spending and employment away from the rest of Florida. See Appendix 

G for more detail on employment impacts by industry. 

Table 33. Economic Indicators for Systemic Adaptation Scenario Shown in Two Phases 

(2019 Dollars, $Millions) 

9ŎƻƴƻƳƛŎ LƴŘƛŎŀǘƻǊǎ 

LƴǾŜǎǘƳŜƴǘǎ ƛƴ нлнл  LƴǾŜǎǘƳŜƴǘǎ ƛƴ нлпл  

/ƻƳōƛƴŜŘ 5ƛŦŦŜǊŜƴŎŜ ŦǊƻƳ .ŀǎŜƭƛƴŜ 
/ƻƳōƛƴŜŘ 5ƛŦŦŜǊŜƴŎŜ ŦǊƻƳ 

.ŀǎŜƭƛƴŜ 

.ǊƻǿŀǊŘ /ƻǳƴǘȅ 

Wƻō ¸ŜŀǊǎ  сΣтул   рΣнул  

D5t  Ϸссл Ϸтул 

aƛŀƳƛπ5ŀŘŜ /ƻǳƴǘȅ 

Wƻō ¸ŜŀǊǎ  мрΣнлл   фΣррл  

D5t  ϷмΣслл ϷмΣоул 

aƻƴǊƻŜ /ƻǳƴǘȅ 

Wƻō ¸ŜŀǊǎ  мфΣотл   фΣнол  

D5t  ϷмΣнсл Ϸумл 

tŀƭƳ .ŜŀŎƘ /ƻǳƴǘȅ 

Wƻō ¸ŜŀǊǎ  фΣптл   фΣфмл  

D5t  Ϸтол ϷмΣмтл 

wŜǎǘ ƻŦ CƭƻǊƛŘŀ 

Wƻō ¸ŜŀǊǎ πмрΣлрл πммΣонл 

D5t πмΣопл πмΣнол 
Notes:  

Jobs rounded to nearest 10. 

GDP rounded to nearest $10 million.  

Job years is equivalent to one year of work for one person ï for example: a new construction job that lasts two years will equate to 
two job years. 

Results are not adjusted to account for financial discounting. 
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Figure 5 shows the systemic adaptation scenario impact on GDP for the four counties and the 

rest of Florida over the time period covering the two phases of the investment. The rest of 

Florida experiences lower GDP under this scenario relative to the baseline as the economic 

activity of the investment benefits the four counties and draws government spending and 

employment away from the rest of the state. 

Figure 5. Systemic Adaptation Scenario GDP Impact 2019-2050 

 

 

4.2 Building-Level Adaptation Scenario 

 Scenario Description 

In the building-level adaptation scenario, parcels with structures that are subject to storm 

damages are assumed to be protected through strategies such as elevating and floodproofing. 

This strategy will not protect from permanent inundation and also will not protect properties that 

only start to be impacted under 2070 storm conditions. Instead, the strategy protects all 

properties that are subject to the 10-year storm in 2040.  

 Scenario Costs 

Input from the Compact Partners was used to identify the burden of payment amongst: Federal 

government, State government, County/Local government, and private property owners. Table 

34 identifies the general funding breakdown by adaptation strategy within the building-level 

scenario. Similar to the systemic adaptation scenario, it was assumed that the public would pay 

for the costs associated with public parcels. Private property owners are assumed to pay for half 

of the costs associated with private parcels, with federal funding paying the gap.  

-$400
-$300
-$200
-$100

$0
$100
$200
$300
$400

G
D

P
 (

M
ill

io
n
s
 F

ix
e
d
 2

0
1
9
)

Years

Sysemic Adaptation Scenario
GDP Difference from Baseline

Palm Beach County Monroe County Miami-Dade County

Broward County Rest of Florida



Business Case for Resilience in Southeast Florida 
 

 

57 Final Draft for Release: August 2020  AECOM 

 

 

Table 34. Funding Assumptions for Building-Level Adaptation 

!ŘŀǇǘŀǘƛƻƴ 
{ǘǊŀǘŜƎȅ 

CŜŘŜǊŀƭ {ǘŀǘŜ [ƻŎŀƭκ/ƻǳƴǘȅ tǊƛǾŀǘŜ tǊƻǇŜǊǘȅ 

9ƭŜǾŀǘŜ 

рл҈ ƻŦ ŀƭƭ Ŏƻǎǘǎ ŀǎǎƻŎƛŀǘŜŘ 
ǿƛǘƘ ǇǳōƭƛŎ ǇǊƻǇŜǊǘƛŜǎ 

рл҈ ƻŦ ŀƭƭ Ŏƻǎǘǎ ŀǎǎƻŎƛŀǘŜŘ 
ǿƛǘƘ ǇǊƛǾŀǘŜ ǇǊƻǇŜǊǘƛŜǎ 

л҈ 
рл҈ ƻŦ ŀƭƭ Ŏƻǎǘǎ 
ŀǎǎƻŎƛŀǘŜŘ ǿƛǘƘ 
ǇǳōƭƛŎ ǇǊƻǇŜǊǘƛŜǎ 

рл҈ ƻŦ ŀƭƭ Ŏƻǎǘǎ 
ŀǎǎƻŎƛŀǘŜŘ ǿƛǘƘ 
ǇǊƛǾŀǘŜ ǇǊƻǇŜǊǘƛŜǎ 

CƭƻƻŘǇǊƻƻŦ 

рл҈ ƻŦ ŀƭƭ Ŏƻǎǘǎ ŀǎǎƻŎƛŀǘŜŘ 
ǿƛǘƘ ǇǳōƭƛŎ ǇǊƻǇŜǊǘƛŜǎ 
рл҈ ƻŦ ŀƭƭ Ŏƻǎǘǎ ŀǎǎƻŎƛŀǘŜŘ 
ǿƛǘƘ ǇǊƛǾŀǘŜ ǇǊƻǇŜǊǘƛŜǎ 

л҈ 
рл҈ ƻŦ ŀƭƭ Ŏƻǎǘǎ 
ŀǎǎƻŎƛŀǘŜŘ ǿƛǘƘ 
ǇǳōƭƛŎ ǇǊƻǇŜǊǘƛŜǎ 

рл҈ ƻŦ ŀƭƭ Ŏƻǎǘǎ 
ŀǎǎƻŎƛŀǘŜŘ ǿƛǘƘ 
ǇǊƛǾŀǘŜ ǇǊƻǇŜǊǘƛŜǎ 

 

Similar to the systemic adaptation scenario, parcel data was used to identify public vs private 

ownership. Further analysis was conducted to identify the portion of the private property that is 

residential and non-residential for properties that would be subject to the building-level 

adaptation investment given their different treatment within REMI. 

The building-level adaptation strategy is assumed to be a phased approach, whereby the first 

phase provides a level of protection against the modeled storms through 2040, and the second 

phase provides a level of protection against the modeled storms through 2070. Note that the 

first investment phase protects properties subject to storm impacts in 2020, while the second 

investment phase protects properties subject to storm impacts in 2040. Costs were not 

developed for properties that are first subject to coastal storm impacts in 2070 because of 

difficulty in estimating the actual year when these properties would first be subject to storm 

impacts, which is a necessary condition to be considered in the cumulative assessment of the 

costs and benefits of adaptation. Table 35 shows the results from this analysis and the 

breakdown of adaptation costs associated with each relevant party for both the first and second 

phase of the adaptation investment. 

Table 35. Costs by Funding Source for Building-Level Adaptation (2019 Dollars, $Millions) 

CǳƴŘƛƴƎ {ƻǳǊŎŜ .ǊƻǿŀǊŘ aƛŀƳƛπ5ŀŘŜ aƻƴǊƻŜ tŀƭƳ .ŜŀŎƘ 

LƳǇƭŜƳŜƴǘŀǘƛƻƴ ¸ŜŀǊ Ґ нлнлΣ [ŜǾŜƭ ƻŦ tǊƻǘŜŎǘƛƻƴ Ґ нлпл 

CŜŘŜǊŀƭ Ϸнлп Ϸнон  Ϸмрп Ϸтр 

{ǘŀǘŜ Ϸл  Ϸл  Ϸл  Ϸл  

/ƻǳƴǘȅκ[ƻŎŀƭ Ϸф Ϸп Ϸо Ϸл  

tǊƛǾŀǘŜΥ wŜǎƛŘŜƴǘƛŀƭ Ϸмуф  Ϸнлт  Ϸмпо Ϸто 

tǊƛǾŀǘŜΥ bƻƴπwŜǎƛŘŜƴǘƛŀƭ Ϸс Ϸнл Ϸт Ϸм 

¢ƻǘŀƭ Ϸплт Ϸпсо Ϸолт Ϸмпф  

LƳǇƭŜƳŜƴǘŀǘƛƻƴ ¸ŜŀǊ Ґ нлплΣ [ŜǾŜƭ ƻŦ tǊƻǘŜŎǘƛƻƴ Ґ нлтл 

CŜŘŜǊŀƭ ϷмΣрфо  ϷмΣфос  Ϸппт Ϸрул  

{ǘŀǘŜ Ϸл  Ϸл  Ϸл  Ϸл  

/ƻǳƴǘȅκ[ƻŎŀƭ Ϸну Ϸф  Ϸс Ϸм 

tǊƛǾŀǘŜΥ wŜǎƛŘŜƴǘƛŀƭ ϷмΣпфсΣ ϷмΣунп  Ϸпмф Ϸррн  

tǊƛǾŀǘŜΥ bƻƴπwŜǎƛŘŜƴǘƛŀƭ Ϸсф  Ϸмлн  Ϸнн Ϸнт  

¢ƻǘŀƭ ϷоΣмус ϷоΣутм  Ϸуфп ϷмΣмсл  
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CǳƴŘƛƴƎ {ƻǳǊŎŜ .ǊƻǿŀǊŘ aƛŀƳƛπ5ŀŘŜ aƻƴǊƻŜ tŀƭƳ .ŜŀŎƘ 

¢h¢![ /h{¢{ ϷоΣрфо ϷпΣооп  ϷмΣнлм ϷмΣолф  

 REMI Framework 

Within REMI, all private residential adaptation costs are inputted as an increase in personal 

taxes4, as it is assumed that the costs property owners will need to bear will increase their 

personal expenditures. Conceptually, as personal taxes increase, people have less real 

disposable personal income, which can lead to a decrease in consumption, output, and value 

added.  

All private non-residential adaptation costs are inputted as an increase in production costs to the 

industries for parcels that were categorized as investing in elevation or floodproofing of 

structures. The increase in production costs can increase the cost of living and the cost of doing 

business within the region, which can decrease local economic activity. Additionally, these 

industries are expected to experience losses associated with the period that they need to close 

during construction ï it was estimated that these losses would be equivalent to two monthsô 

worth of sales losses, though it is assumed that some of the losses will be able to be 

recaptured. Recapture factors account for the ability for employees to be able to conduct 

business off-site or for businesses to increase output rates upon reopening, such as through 

extended hours, to make up for losses during closure. Furthermore, while output losses can 

cause disruption for local businesses, the variable was entered as Firm within the REMI model 

to acknowledge the potential benefits to other businesses nearby that could absorb some of the 

output loss. 

The construction industry is assumed to benefit from the investment, so there is an increase in 

output for the construction industry equivalent to the costs of the investment. This major 

increase in construction spending can result in increased employment in the area for the 

construction industry as well as supporting industries. Finally, the portion of payment made by 

the local government is inputted as a negative amount of government spending. A reduction in 

government spending shows that money that is dedicated to this investment cannot be spent on 

other local government expenditures. All costs are distributed over a five-year period ï from 

2020 through 2024 and 2040 through 2044; the spreading of costs was required within REMI 

given that the amount of spending was beyond expected annual model parameters. This 

modeling exercise is also more similar to a likely implementation of the actions ï rather than the 

investments all happening in one year, it is more likely that construction would happen over a 

multi-year period. 

 

 

4 Personal taxes include taxes paid on income, including realized net capital gains, and on personal property. 
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Table 36. REMI Variables for Building-level Adaptation 

LƳǇŀŎǘ ¢ȅǇŜ LƴǇǳǘ ŦƻǊ 9ŀŎƘ /ƻǳƴǘȅ CǊŜǉǳŜƴŎȅ 

tŜǊǎƻƴŀƭ ¢ŀȄŜǎ 
LƴŎǊŜŀǎŜ ƛƴ ǇŜǊǎƻƴŀƭ ǘŀȄ ǎǇŜƴŘƛƴƎ ŜǉǳƛǾŀƭŜƴǘ ǘƻ 
ǊŜǎƛŘŜƴǘƛŀƭ Ŏƻǎǘǎ ƻŦ ŜƭŜǾŀǘƛƻƴ ŀƴŘ ŦƭƻƻŘǇǊƻƻŦƛƴƎΦ 

5ƛǎǘǊƛōǳǘŜŘ ƻǾŜǊ р ȅŜŀǊǎ ŦƻǊ 
нлнл ŀƴŘ нлпл ƛƴǾŜǎǘƳŜƴǘ 

tǊƻŘǳŎǘƛƻƴ /ƻǎǘ ό[ŀƎƎŜŘ 
ƳŀǊƪŜǘ ǎƘŀǊŜ ǊŜǎǇƻƴǎŜύ 

tǊƻŘǳŎǘƛƻƴ Ŏƻǎǘ ƛƴŎǊŜŀǎŜ ǘƻ ŀƭƭ ƛƴŘǳǎǘǊƛŜǎ 
ŜǉǳƛǾŀƭŜƴǘ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ƴƻƴπǊŜǎƛŘŜƴǘƛŀƭ Ŏƻǎǘǎ ǘƻ Ǉŀȅ ŦƻǊ 
ŜƭŜǾŀǘƛƻƴ ŀƴŘ ŦƭƻƻŘǇǊƻƻŦƛƴƎΦ 

5ƛǎǘǊƛōǳǘŜŘ ƻǾŜǊ р ȅŜŀǊǎ ŦƻǊ 
нлнл ŀƴŘ нлпл ƛƴǾŜǎǘƳŜƴǘ 

hǳǘǇǳǘ όCƛǊƳύ 

hǳǘǇǳǘ ŘŜŎǊŜŀǎŜ ŦƻǊ ōǳǎƛƴŜǎǎŜǎ ǘƘŀǘ ǿƛƭƭ ƴŜŜŘ ǘƻ 
ŎƭƻǎŜ ŦƻǊ ŜƭŜǾŀǘƛƻƴ ŀƴŘ ŦƭƻƻŘǇǊƻƻŦƛƴƎΦ CƛǊƳ ǎŀƭŜǎ 
ǿŜǊŜ ǳǎŜŘ ǘƻ ŀŎƪƴƻǿƭŜŘƎŜ ǘƘŀǘ ǎŀƭŜǎ ŀǊŜ 
ŎƻƳǇŜǘƛǘƛǾŜ ǿƛǘƘ ƻǘƘŜǊ ŦƛǊƳǎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŀǊŜŀΣ ǿƘƛŎƘ 
Ƴŀȅ ŀōǎƻǊō ǎƻƳŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ƭƻǎǎΦ 

5ƛǎǘǊƛōǳǘŜŘ ƻǾŜǊ р ȅŜŀǊǎ ŦƻǊ 
нлнл ŀƴŘ нлпл ƛƴǾŜǎǘƳŜƴǘ 

hǳǘǇǳǘ όLƴŘǳǎǘǊȅπ
9ȄƻƎŜƴƻǳǎ tǊƻŘǳŎǘƛƻƴύ 

hǳǘǇǳǘ ƛƴŎǊŜŀǎŜ ŦƻǊ ŎƻƴǎǘǊǳŎǘƛƻƴ ƛƴŘǳǎǘǊȅ 
ŜǉǳƛǾŀƭŜƴǘ ǘƻ Ŏƻǎǘ ƻŦ ŜƭŜǾŀǘƛƻƴ ŀƴŘ ŦƭƻƻŘǇǊƻƻŦƛƴƎΦ 

5ƛǎǘǊƛōǳǘŜŘ ƻǾŜǊ р ȅŜŀǊǎ ŦƻǊ 
нлнл ŀƴŘ нлпл ƛƴǾŜǎǘƳŜƴǘ 

[ƻŎŀƭ DƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘ 
{ǇŜƴŘƛƴƎ 

9ƴǘŜǊ ƛƴ ŀǎ ŀ ƴŜƎŀǘƛǾŜ ŀƳƻǳƴǘ ǘƘŜ Ŏƻǎǘ ŀǎǎǳƳŜŘ 
ǘƻ ōŜ ǇŀƛŘ ŦƻǊ ōȅ ǘƘŜ ƭƻŎŀƭ ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘ ŦƻǊ 
ŜƭŜǾŀǘƛƻƴ ŀƴŘ ŦƭƻƻŘǇǊƻƻŦƛƴƎΦ 

5ƛǎǘǊƛōǳǘŜŘ ƻǾŜǊ р ȅŜŀǊǎ ŦƻǊ 
нлнл ŀƴŘ нлпл ƛƴǾŜǎǘƳŜƴǘ 

 REMI Results 

The results for the two phases of the building-level adaptation scenario are shown in Table 37 

by region as compared to the baseline. The table shows the primary impacts on GDP and job 

years. Job years is one year of work for one person ï for example: a new construction job that 

lasts the duration of the investment phase of five years will equate to five job years. Overall, the 

building-level adaptation scenario has a general positive impact to GDP and employment over 

the two investment phases. See Appendix G for more detail on employment impacts by industry. 

Table 37. Economic Indicators for Building-Level Adaptation Scenario Shown in Two 

Phases (2019 Dollars, $Millions)  

 9ŎƻƴƻƳƛŎ LƴŘƛŎŀǘƻǊǎ 

LƴǾŜǎǘƳŜƴǘǎ ƛƴ нлнл  LƴǾŜǎǘƳŜƴǘǎ ƛƴ нлпл  

/ƻƳōƛƴŜŘ 5ƛŦŦŜǊŜƴŎŜ ŦǊƻƳ .ŀǎŜƭƛƴŜ 
/ƻƳōƛƴŜŘ 5ƛŦŦŜǊŜƴŎŜ ŦǊƻƳ 

.ŀǎŜƭƛƴŜ 

.ǊƻǿŀǊŘ /ƻǳƴǘȅ 

Wƻō ¸ŜŀǊǎ  нΣрол   мрΣлмл  

D5t  Ϸнпл ϷмΣфтл 

aƛŀƳƛπ5ŀŘŜ /ƻǳƴǘȅ 

Wƻō ¸ŜŀǊǎ  оΣмфл   муΣптл  

D5t  Ϸорл ϷнΣстл 

aƻƴǊƻŜ /ƻǳƴǘȅ 

Wƻō ¸ŜŀǊǎ  нΣрсл   рΣслл  

D5t  Ϸмул Ϸрол 

tŀƭƳ .ŜŀŎƘ /ƻǳƴǘȅ 

Wƻō ¸ŜŀǊǎ  мΣнтл   тΣлнл  

D5t  Ϸмнл Ϸуул 

wŜǎǘ ƻŦ CƭƻǊƛŘŀ 

Wƻō ¸ŜŀǊǎ  олл   мΣмол  

D5t  Ϸол Ϸмпл 
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Notes:  

Jobs rounded to nearest 10. 

GDP rounded to nearest $10 million.  

Job years is equivalent to one year of work for one person ï for example: a new construction job that lasts two years will equate to 
two job years. 

Results are not adjusted to account for financial discounting. 

 

Figure 6 shows the building-level adaptation scenario impact on GDP for the four counties and 

the rest of Florida over the time period covering the two phases of the investment. 

Figure 6. Building-Level Adaptation Scenario GDP Impact 2019-2050 

 

  

-$200

$0

$200

$400

$600

$800

G
D

P
 (

M
ill

io
n
s
 F

ix
e
d
 2

0
1
9
)

Years

Building-level Adaptation Scenario 
GDP Difference from Baseline

Palm Beach County Monroe County Miami-Dade County

Broward County Rest of Florida



Business Case for Resilience in Southeast Florida 
 

 

61 Final Draft for Release: August 2020  AECOM 

 

 

5. Additional Adaptation Benefit Considerations 

5.1 Property Value and Related Considerations 

Investing in adaptation provides direct benefits in the form of avoided losses to property, as well 

as the potential for indirect benefits such as reductions in insurance premiums, stabilization 

and/or enhancement of property values and associated tax revenues. It is common knowledge 

that coastal property is priced at a premium compared to similar property not located by the 

coast. However, living near the coast comes with the risk of being subject to the impacts of 

coastal hazards. Hazard risks have been shown to be capitalized in the value of property; in 

particular, properties subject to hazard risks are often sold at a discount compared to similar 

properties not subject to these risks, all else considered equal. For example, a property with a 

government-backed mortgage in a FEMA special flood hazard area is generally required to 

purchase insurance. Consider a rational consumer that is faced with the decision of purchasing 

one of two identical properties. One property is located in a flood hazard area that requires the 

owner buy insurance, while the other property is not in a flood hazard area and, as such, the 

owner is not required to buy insurance. The rational consumer would be expected to place a 

lower value on the former property, accounting for the added cost of ownership associated with 

ongoing insurance premiums.  

There is a growing body of literature that addresses the relationship between flood risk and 

property values. Property value impacts associated with these environmental, climate-

exacerbated risks are hard to predict at the local level without detailed study. Yet, published 

academic and gray literature on this topic can provide a basis for considering how coastal 

hazard risks can affect property values and the balance sheets of local governments that 

depend on property tax revenues to fund their operations and provide governmental services.  

Studies (e.g., Bernstein et al. 2018, Keenan et al. 2018, McAlpine and Porter 2018) that attempt 

to answer the question of how coastal hazard risks impact property values generally share a 

similar analytical approach. Specifically, these studies employ hedonic pricing techniques where 

regression analysis is used to understand how different characteristics of a property (e.g., size, 

condition) and the surrounding environment (e.g., schools, parks) affect the price of a property. 

Hedonic models have been used extensively in environmental and natural resource economics 

to explain how consumers value different bundles of property and non-property attributes. As it 

relates to this study, the question to be answered is if consumers do or do not demonstrate a 

willingness to pay to avoid flood risk.  

Hedonic studies attempting to estimate how flood risk impacts property values have shown 

mixed results. This is in part because of the stochastic nature of flood events that are difficult for 

the public to understand, different underlying social, economic and environmental conditions in 

the geographies being evaluated, varying levels of flood risk awareness and disclosure, and 

insurance offerings such as those provided by FEMAôs National Flood Insurance Program 

(NFIP) that are not actuarially sound or accurately reflective of expected risks. Studies also 

reveal various effects that account for the time dependency and frequency of hazard events. For 
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example, some studies show declines in property values immediately following a flood event, 

only for prices to rebound in short order, while other studies reveal that repeated events, 

especially of significant effect, can result in longer-term price discounts.  

Previous studies show that the price discounts for property located in a floodplain can range 

from 3 to 12 percent, as reviewed by Bin and Polasky (2004). In addition to their review of past 

studies, Bin and Polasky estimated changes in home values pre- and post-Hurricane Floyd. 

Findings from their analysis showed that the market value of property located within the 

floodplain was on average 6 percent less than the market value of comparable properties not 

located within the floodplain. Further, their analysis showed that the estimated discount for 

properties within the floodplain more than doubled post Hurricane Floyd. This indicates that 

consumers capitalized the economic risks posed by flooding after the landfall of Hurricane Floyd 

more so than they did prior to the event occurring. Additionally, the study revealed that the price 

reductions for post-Floyd sales were greater than capitalized insurance premiums while the 

discount for property values were less than capitalized insurance premiums prior to the landing 

of Hurricane Floyd. The authors theorize that when property owners are aware of potential flood 

risks and are fully insured, the expected reduction of property value within a floodplain would be 

equal to or greater than the capitalized value of flood insurance premiums. The study attributes 

price discounts that are greater than capitalized insurance costs to non-insurable and/or non-

monetary effects associated with flooding (e.g., displacement or temporary relocation, loss of 

personal items with sentimental value).  

Additional studies by Bin and colleagues (2006, 2008) showed a 5 to 10 percent discount for 

properties in a floodplain, with a greater discount for properties located in areas subject to more 

frequent flooding (e.g., 100-year floodplain vs. 500-year floodplain). Both studies demonstrated 

that the price differentials for property are generally equivalent to the capitalized value of flood 

insurance premiums, with the exception of properties that are located close to the shore. 

Properties in closer proximity to the coast, which in theory face greater flooding risks, were 

shown to be less sensitive to price reductions compared to property located further inland. The 

authors explain this muted effect by the positive amenities associated with living close to the 

shore, which are reflected in the premium paid to purchase a waterfront property. These studies 

and their nuanced results show the challenges to disentangling the relationship between flood 

risk and coastal amenities on properties values, and the potential limits of applying a one-size 

fits all approach to estimating the discounts to property values at different locations within a 

flood zone.  

Sea level rise, unlike coastal storms, is occurring at a rate that is more predictable to quantify. In 

the past few years, a number of studies have evaluated the effects of sea level rise to property 

values. For example, Bernstein et al. (2018) examined how markets price long-term risks from 

sea level rise. The authors show that coastal properties in the continental U.S. that face 

exposure to sea level rise sell at a nearly 7 percent discount compared to similar properties. 

Additionally, this price discount is strongly driven by properties that will not be exposed to sea 

level rise for over 50 years, showing that investors are internalizing risks far out into the future. 

The authors note that this price discount is most acute in markets with sophisticated investors 
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and is correlated to perceptions of future sea level rise risks. McAlpine and Porter (2018) 

estimated the accrued loss in property values in Miami-Dade County from recurrent tidal 

inundation and future sea level rise forecasts. The authors find that properties that are projected 

to be inundated with flooding from a king tide in the next 15 years are decreasing in value by 

approximately $3.08 per square foot annually, and that properties that are not at risk to tidal 

inundation, but are adjacent to roads that will be inundated are decreasing in value by 

approximately $3.71 per square foot annually. These results are consistent with the general 

findings from Keenan et al. (2018) that show property in Miami-Dade County at higher 

elevations in flood risk areas appreciating at a higher rate than property at lower elevations. 

Keenan and his co-authors identified patterns of population redistribution and investment into 

areas that face less risk to flooding due to their higher elevation. The authors note that this is a 

signal of climate gentrification, where the value of property is influenced by its ability to 

accommodate human settlement and supporting infrastructure.    

The results from both the Bernstein, McAlpine and Porter and Kennan et al. must be considered 

carefully. The findings do not represent a decline in property prices in absolute terms, rather 

they account for lost appreciation. Simply put, the prices of tidally exposed properties 

appreciated at a lower rate than comparable property not exposed to tidal flooding. This does 

not rule out that property values could decline in absolute terms in the future. However, the 

potential for this to occur is difficult to predict at this time and will depend on myriad of factors 

including market sentiments, activity in the mortgage and insurance sectors and measures 

taken to adapt (MGI 2020).  

Increasing risks from sea level rise and tidal flooding has the potential to undermine the strength 

of Floridaôs real estate market. The devaluation of real estate prices could have cascading 

effects, including foregone property taxes, the cost and/or access to insurance coverage and 

mortgage financing and loss of wealth and/or income for property and business owners. This in 

turn could affect municipal bond ratings and the ability of local governments to fund and finance 

investment in adaptive and resilience community infrastructure and services (MGI 2020). The 

cascading effects from real estate devaluation could fundamentally alter the desirability of living 

and working in coastal communities, which in turn could result in the redistribution of 

populations and public and private investment all of which can have significant impacts to local, 

regional and state economies.  

Much that has been written about the consequences to Floridaôs coastal real estate market and 

additional knock-on effects from growing coastal hazard risk is illustrative of potential future 

outcomes. Currently, Floridaôs real estate market is quite robust, and current and future coastal 

hazards have not been shown to result in an absolute decline in real estate prices. A real 

decline in asset prices is a possibility in the future, but this outcome is dependent on a number 

of factors, such as the level of consumer recognition of the risks posed by coastal hazards, 

adjustments in insurance premiums to more accurately price risk, and efforts taken by the public 

and private sector to plan for and adapt to changing coastal conditions.  

A number of speculative assumptions and uncertainties would be included in any attempt to 

quantify the timing and degree of absolute declines in asset values as well as the cascading 
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effects resulting from price devaluation. To this end, analysis was undertaken to estimate the 

tangible financial impacts for properties subject to future daily high tides from sea level rise. 

Once a property is subject to daily high tides, this study assumes that it is no longer a 

functionally safe asset and would need to be abandoned. In effect, this would result in a 

reduction in capital stock on local government tax rolls, and as such a quantifiable loss in 

property tax revenues.  

Cumulative property tax losses were estimated for each county by estimating the approximate 

year in which properties will be subject to daily high tides in the future. The year in which 

properties become subject to exposure from daily high tides was estimated by accounting for 

the modeled daily high tide inundation depths in 2040 or 2070 and the expected rate of sea 

level rise between these years. For example, a parcel exposed to 6 inches of inundation for the 

2040 daily high tide modeled conditions would be expected to be subject to daily high tide 

inundation in a prior year. Based on the sea level rise rates incorporated into the analysis, 6 

inches of sea level rise is expected to occur from 2028 to 2040. In this example, the property is 

assumed to no longer be a viable asset in 2028. This equilibrium-based approach of adjusting 

stillwater elevations according to accrued rates of sea level rise provides an approximation of 

when property tax losses would begin to accrue and serves as a basis for estimating cumulative 

year-over-year property tax losses over the period of analysis (i.e., 2020 to 2070).  

The findings, shown in Table 38 can help to inform an understanding of the return on investment 

of public funds intended to mitigate long-term property tax losses. These results do not discount 

the possibility for an absolute decline in property values in the future, and the cascading 

consequences of this outcome. Yet to date there are too many unknowns concerning when 

consumers and the insurance industry will capitalize these risks in their decision-making and 

rate structures to speculate about these impacts.  

Table 38. Cumulative Property Tax Impacts from Permanent Sea Level Rise (MHHW) (2019 

Dollars, $Millions) 

/ƻǳƴǘȅ 
tǊƻǇŜǊǘȅ ¢ŀȄ LƳǇŀŎǘǎ ōȅ 5ŜŎŀŘŜ 

нлнл π нлол нлол π нлпл  нлпл π нлрл нлрл π нлсл нлсл π нлтл нлнл π нлтл 

.ǊƻǿŀǊŘ  Ϸмн  Ϸнл  Ϸоп  Ϸмоу  Ϸснл  Ϸунр  

aƛŀƳƛπ5ŀŘŜ Ϸммп  Ϸнмр  Ϸнпф  Ϸпсс  ϷмΣопр  ϷнΣоуу  

aƻƴǊƻŜ Ϸф  Ϸнн  Ϸпм  Ϸмпн  Ϸпсл  Ϸстп  

tŀƭƳ .ŜŀŎƘ  Ϸф  Ϸмм  Ϸнп  Ϸут  Ϸпму  Ϸрпу  

¢ƻǘŀƭ  Ϸмпп  Ϸнсу  Ϸопу  Ϸуоо  ϷнΣупо  ϷпΣпор  
Notes:  

Impacts only account for parcels where 25 percent or more of the parcel footprint is exposed to the modeled coastal conditions.  

Results are not adjusted to account for financial discounting. 

5.2 Tourism and Beaches 

Floridaôs ocean economy, which accounts for ocean tourism, ocean transportation, marine 

industries, ocean recreation and living resources, directly contributed to over $37 billion in GDP 
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in 2018 (FOA 2020). This value doubles to nearly $74 billion in GDP when accounting for 

indirect contributions from the suppliers that support ocean-related industries and induced 

contributions that account for the spending by employees directly and indirectly participating in 

the ocean economy. Ocean tourism, a measure of monies spent on lodging and eating, 

accounted for over 65 percent of direct GDP contributions (~$24.7 billion) and over 70 percent 

of total jobs (~395,000) in 2018 (FOA 2020).  

The foundational role that ocean tourism plays in Floridaôs coastal regions is closely linked to 

the presence of world class beaches. The recreational and leisure opportunities provided by the 

stateôs beaches has been documented as being the most significant draw for out-of-state 

tourists (EDR 2015). This is of relevance as out-of-state tourists inject new money that 

overwhelmingly stays with the local economy where it is spent, and much of this spending is 

subject to taxes that local and state government rely upon to fund their operations and service 

provisions. However, as of 2015, a majority of the stateôs beaches were experiencing erosion. 

While erosion is a naturally occurring phenomenon for beaches, storms of increasing frequency 

and/or magnitude and sea level rise can further accelerate beach erosion in the state. 

Historically, the state has invested in beach nourishment and other forms of beach management 

practices to maintain the size and quality of beaches. In particular, the Department of 

Environmental Protectionôs Beach Management Funding Assistance Program was created to 

partner with local, state and federal entities to support the protection, preservation and 

restoration of beaches (EDR 2015).  

To determine the economic benefits provided by state monies directed to local beach 

management and restoration activities, a return on investment analysis was undertaken by the 

State Office of Economic and Demographic Research (EDR 2015). The assessment was 

focused on tangible financial gains or losses associated with state investments rather than 

broader social and environmental outcomes. In particular, the return on investment analysis 

accounted for tax revenues resulting from out-of-state visitor spending attributable to the stateôs 

beach management and restoration programmatic activities (contributions from local and federal 

spending were not included). The analysis, which evaluated state beach-related spending for 

the 2010/2011 ï 2012/2013 fiscal years, showed a positive return on investment of 5.4. This 

implies that for every $1.00 invested by the state, they secured $5.40 in revenues.      

The findings of EDRôs return on investment analysis are important to consider in the context of 

the systemic adaptation strategies modeled in this study. In particular, beach nourishment and 

dune restoration were included as part of this adaptation strategy bucket. It was not feasible to 

quantify the return on investment for these beach management related investments due to a 

paucity of data on beach visitation across the region. However, there is little debate that these 

investments will provide co-benefits in the form of mitigating some of the damages from the 

modeled coastal conditions while also maintaining the quality of beaches that are key draw for 

visitors that make significant contributions to local and state economies.  
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5.3 Case Studies 

Select case studies of flooding and/or adaptation are described below to demonstrate examples 

of projects that have been undertaken in the Southeast Florida region to adapt to sea level rise 

and/or coastal flooding. Case studies were prepared by Brizaga.   

Monroe County Roadway Pilot Project 

In 2017, Monroe County conducted a pilot study and engineering technical analysis that 

considered sea level rise and its related effects on two communities: Twin Lakes in Key Largo, 

Florida and Sands in Big Pine, Florida. The primary goal of this study was aimed towards 

deriving appropriate design recommendations applicable to roadways within each community. 

The team utilized modeling scenarios, in accordance with previous flooding events, and applied 

them to determine practical options for long-term roadway improvements. Stemming from two 

historic events, the Green Keys Sustainability Adoption Plan, and the 2015 King Tide event, 

which caused problematic flooding, Monroe County was inspired to spearhead this project, to 

safeguard the future roadways of Monroe County.  

The project team considered several ideologies, ranging from best stormwater management 

practices to local climate policy, and developed technical, design, and economic data, as it 

pertained to sea level rise projections for future road elevation and drainage. Multiple sources 

were used to identify probable flooding recurrence scenarios in the year 2040. The project team 

followed suit with the Southeast Florida Regional Climate Change Compact (ñCompactò) and 

utilized the same high sea level rise scenarios from the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate 

Change (ñIPCCò) AR5 Median and United States Army Corps of Engineers (ñUSACEò) to 

determine further future risk of flooding recurrence while drawing from past events.  

Sea level rise, climate change, and sustainability were inherently immersed throughout the 

various stages of the project. Notably, the team developed key design approaches, as it 

pertained to future flooding, by testing scenarios with 6ò, 12ò, 18ò and 28ò of road elevation. 

These findings provided meaningful insight for Monroe County relative to how each design, and 

its particular degree of road elevation, may benefit from such resilient improvements, as well as 

the respective differences in cost. Final recommendations of this study estimated that for the 

Twin Lakes Community, selective areas of the roadways should be raised around 5ò of elevation 

NAVD88, and for the Sands Community, selective areas of the roadways should be raised 

around 11ò of elevation NAVD88.  

Seawalls, Waterfront Access, and the Marine Industry  

The marine industry is an essential part of the economy and lifestyle in Southeast Florida. With 

hundreds of miles of waterfront, countless access points, and rising seas challenging it all, how 

this community addresses the interface between land and sea defines the future of adaptation in 

many ways, including from a physical protection standpoint and from protecting the drivers of 

our economy - real estate and the marine industry. Across Southeast Florida, communities are 
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learning how to proactively address tidal flooding overtopping seawalls and other waterfront 

infrastructure.  

The City of Fort Lauderdale has instituted one of most progressive seawall ordinances in terms 

of paving the way for fundamental triggers for upgrades or modifications. The ordinance sets the 

old maximum seawall height as the new minimum height of 3.9ô NAVD, set the maximum 

seawall height as the Base Flood Elevation, which is around 5-7ô NAVD for much of coastal 

areas in Fort Lauderdale, and creates mechanisms for repair or replacement of the seawall. 

Specifically, seawalls must be repaired or replaced when individuals fail to maintain a seawall in 

good repair, if major changes are made to the property or seawall, if tidal waters are entering 

their property and impacting other properties or the public right of way. The ordinance considers 

the flood protection nature of seawalls with rising sea levels. Other cities in the region are using 

the Fort Lauderdale ordinance as an innovative and essential template for seawall ordinances.  

The City of Miami Beach increased the minimum seawall height. The City now requires new 

private and public seawalls to be constructed at a minimum elevation of 5.7ô NAVD, which was 

previously 3.2ô NAVD. Seawalls that are not being repaired or replaced are allowed to remain as 

is, as long as they meet a 4.0ô NAVD minimum and can structurally accommodate up to 5.7ô 

NAVD in the future.  

In Broward County, a land use amendment aimed to create consistency for tidally-influenced 

properties across the County. Notably, tidally-influenced municipalities must adopt an ordinance 

that uses the regionally consistent top elevations for seawalls, banks and berms, and other 

waterfront infrastructure within the next two years. The County also passed an ordinance that 

applies to unincorporated Broward County. The new regulation additionally applies to waterfront 

infrastructure, such as boat ramps.  

In order to address the challenges of direct water access, the City of Hollywood upgraded the 

Hollywood Marine Boat Ramp to address frequent tidal flooding in the area. The project 

received a grant from the Florida Department of Environment Protection to aid with the cost of 

the project. This is an example of the importance of waterfront infrastructure upgrades to reduce 

flooding likelihood and increase access to the water for the general public.  

Seawalls are a primary coastal defense for Southeast Florida and have become an integral part 

of our flood protection infrastructure. The decision made today will affect the resilience of the 

community for decades to come. Proactive changes now, which add minimal construction cost, 

will save the need for substantial changes with significant cost down the road.  

Fort Lauderdale A1A Improvements, Post Superstorm Sandy  

In 2012, Superstorm Sandy moved along the eastern U.S. seaboard causing devastating 

erosion that stretched for miles throughout the Fort Lauderdale beaches. The inherent 

destruction that came with Superstorm Sandy undermined roadways and coastlines alike, 

causing sand and saltwater to encroach well past the shoreline infiltrating the thoroughfare. 

Whereas natural disasters, such as hurricanes, are readily abundant in Florida, our rapidly 

changing climate is worsening the frequency and severity of these events.  
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The City of Fort Lauderdale, Broward County, and the Florida Department of Transportation 

worked together to improve the resilience of the emergency repair reconstruction project. As a 

result of the damage caused by Superstorm Sandy, this project increased adaptation efforts by 

incorporating additional resilience into existing structures, as well as building completely new 

essential infrastructure. Notably, one of the improvements to Fort Lauderdaleôs A1A, was the 

installation of a sheet pile that is 40ô deep and was designed to withstand 15ô of scour. Several 

other reconstruction improvements included raising the roads 2ô, building a 1ô higher wall, and 

installing new backwalls.  

On Sunrise Boulevard, a back wall was added to prevent sand and saltwater from reaching the 

roadways. This back wall served a multitude of purposes by also preventing marine wildlife from 

entering the roadways and subsequently reducing light pollution from nearby traffic. The 

improvements made during this project were of necessity, and not considered ñnew money.ò 

Resilience was deemed imperative as part of the overall project and reflected the dire need to 

continuously improve roadways and other public infrastructure amidst our changing climate. 

Palm Beach County Living Shorelines Program  

Palm Beach County is home to a wide array of ecosystems, both natural and man-made, all of 

which may thrive in urban environments when suitable sediment, habitat, and water quality 

conditions exist. Over the course of several years, the Palm Beach County Living Shorelines 

Program focused on reinforcing ecological resilience into these communities. Living shorelines 

have become an increasingly viable method of natural resilience and habitat restoration, while 

also being cost-effective, sustainable, and aesthetically pleasing. These shorelines act as 

natural barriers to wave energy and storm surge, in addition to creating crucial habitats for 

native wildlife.  

A mixture of tactics was used to develop living shorelines along the South Cove Natural Area 

and Currie Park within Palm Beach Countyôs Lake Worth Lagoon. The largest estuary in Palm 

Beach County, the Lake Worth Lagoon, is between two permanent man-made inlets. A mixture 

of seagrass, mangrove, spartina, and oyster habitat was created using clean sand and natural 

limestone reefs, clean sand, and paths were put in to improve the ecosystem, while providing 

recreational benefits, educational opportunities, and ecotourism. These projects helped improve 

water quality and increased habitats for fisheries and wildlife, while creating added storm 

protection for the area. 

In 2012, Palm Beach Countyôs South Cove Natural Area prioritized the creation of natural 

habitats for wildlife, as well as the development of green infrastructure that encouraged 

educational and ecotourism activities. Expanding upon the existing seawall, a mangrove planter 

was installed to soften the edges and create a more natural shoreline within this urban estuary. 

Moreover, South Cove had historically been used as a dredge hole site. The dredge hole had 

slowly filled in with organic muck, which when re-suspended can negatively impact water 

quality. This project enabled the creation of critical tidal islands, seagrass habitat, and oyster 

reefs by filling the existing dredge hole with clean sand and thus capping the muck at the bottom 

of the hole. As a result, the restoration efforts of this project sanctioned six acres of mangrove, 
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seagrass, and oyster habitat in the middle of downtown West Palm Beach complete with an 

elevated boardwalk and observation deck.  

Five years after the South Cove Natural Area restoration project, the County, alongside the City 

of West Palm Beach, worked towards rehabilitating the shoreline of Currie Park by using the 

previously applied successful methods of habitat restoration. The Currie Park project consisted 

of creating seven mangrove and spartina planters alongside a concrete seawall. Similar to the 

South Cove Natural Area, Currie Parkôs living shoreline was created with limestone rock and 

filled with clean sand to create the planters and soften the edges along the linear seawall. In 

addition, this project was centered around involving local community members through 

volunteering opportunities, such as planting and clean-up events as well as continuing 

recreational activities within the park as well. All of the resilience measures prioritized in each 

restoration project allotted for an enhanced ecosystem where countless native species may 

thrive for generations to come.  

A key, yet often overlooked, component for these types of projects is the beneficial re-use of 

existing suitable materials to create the various habitats. Clean rock and sand is often 

generated in urbanized estuaries through the management and operation of both the working 

waterfront and the adjacent navigational waterways. Handling and disposal of this material is 

usually costly and results in the loss of the material within the system. By partnering with public 

and private entities generating this material through dredging and excavation projects, living 

shorelines can often utilize this material at a significant cost savings to all parties, resulting in 

habitat improvements and coastal resilience while supporting the local marine community. 

City of North Miami Repetitive Loss Property Conversion to Stormwater Park 

The Arch Creek Basin is a low-lying area within the City of North Miami that regularly suffers 

from flooding and includes multiple FEMA-designated Repetitive Loss Properties. Several of 

these sites have remained vacant for years. The City reimagined a pilot site that transformed a 

Repetitive Loss Property into additional storage and retention for their stormwater management 

system through the creation of a stormwater park. The Good Neighbor Stormwater Park was 

previously owned by an individual whose home flooded at least within a ten-year period 

generating a claim from the National Flood Insurance Program. This enabled the City of North 

Miami to ñbuy outò the property. It was vacant for several years, but the Cityôs initiative 

transformed it into a space where community members can cherish its beauty as well as its 

functionality.  

The conversion from a Repetitive Loss Property to a requisite stormwater management system, 

allotted the City of North Miami to strengthen its resiliency efforts and significantly increased the 

pilot siteôs ability to mitigate problematic flooding. The innovative use of this land has made it 

possible for all residents of North Miami to enjoy a shared space that emphasizes both a sense 

of social and environmental resiliency.  

Repetitive Loss Properties are increasingly disruptive to many communities causing excessive 

flooding not only in the specific household, but also in neighboring properties. During a recent 
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rainstorm the City anecdotally noted that the stormwater park flooded, as it was designed, and 

the areas surrounding the site experienced reduced flooding. This is a correlated benefit to 

buying out Repetitive Loss Properties and transforming them into an integral tool of stormwater 

management. Additionally, revamping sites such as the Good Neighbor Stormwater Park also 

warrants homeowners the ability to move to a safer location and at the same time, lessens the 

burden on NFIP by reducing the amount of flood damage claims. 

The Business Case for Miami Beachôs Stormwater Resilience Program  

Miami Beach conducted a business case analysis of their stormwater resiliency program to 

assess the effectiveness of resilience investments throughout Miami Beach at the individual, 

neighborhood, and city-wide level. The study examined the benefits of targeted resilience 

investments and how they can beget substantial economic and societal advantages. This pilot 

study researched stormwater investments through data analysis and cutting-edge modeling, 

focusing primarily on the potential benefits related to lowered flood risk, increased property 

values, and reduced flooding.  

Various factors impact the structure of constructively communicating the Business Case for 

Miami Beachôs Stormwater Resiliency Program. Property values, insurance premiums, tourism 

revenues, potential property damage, traffic disruptions, and business closures are among a 

few prevalent points of interest that concern the City of Miami Beachôs economic stability. To 

further emphasize the need for resilience investments at all levels, the project teams deployed a 

mixture of models that analyzed catastrophic risk, integrated flooding, and property values. 

Applying these models to the individual homeowner level, the team found that personal 

adaptation plays a significant role in magnifying resilience, and must be acted upon, in addition 

to the Cityôs targeted investments. 

When applying those same models to the neighborhood level, the project teams found that said 

investments in more resilient infrastructure contribute to protecting property values and 

increasing social resiliency, and that the benefits of the resilience investments far outweigh their 

costs overall. At the city-wide level, it is critical that investments in stormwater resilience take 

place now, in order to minimize the monetary expense of potential damages attributed to future 

sea level rise projections.  
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6. Strategies and Recommendations for Advancing 

Economic Resilience 

Economic resilience in the context of this study accounts for the ability of communities to: (1) 

prepare for and withstand coastal hazard risks, and (2) respond and recover when these risks 

manifest. Investment in actions that can reduce coastal hazard risk and support adaptation to 

changing conditions is of critical importance. These actions can help to protect people, property, 

businesses, and infrastructure, and reduce the amount of resources and investment needed to 

respond to and recover from coastal hazard events over the long term. As discussed in this 

report, investing in adaptation now is critical given the significant vulnerabilities faced by the 

public and private sector. For instance, this study identified that nearly $145 million in property 

tax revenues could be lost in across the four counties evaluated in the coming decade alone, 

with a total of $4.4 billion in property tax revenue losses between now and 2070 (undiscounted). 

A loss in revenue at this scale could limit the ability of local and regional governments to invest 

in core infrastructure and community services that businesses and residents rely on.  

A primary goal of investing in economic resilience is to ensure that when coastal hazard events 

do occur, the shocks are manageable and not disruptive. Not all forms of coastal hazard risk 

can be fully mitigated. For instance, to prevent a majority of the impacts from a higher category 

hurricane would likely require a level of investment that could not be met by local communities, 

even with support from state and federal government. However, risk can be planned for and 

mitigated to a degree that meets the tolerance of residents and decision-makers, while 

accounting for relevant engineering and economic constraints.  

Protective investments can help to minimize the shocks from coastal hazards, yet they will not 

address underlying chronic stresses present in local and regional economies (e.g., social equity, 

poverty, unemployment, lack of industry diversification) that will affect the capacity of 

communities to respond to and recover from immediate and more distant coastal hazard risks. 

Communities should attempt to identify the underlying structural factors that will affect their 

ability to be resilient to changing conditions. This includes developing an understanding of the 

strengths and weaknesses of local and regional economies, and the opportunities for improving 

business-as-usual practices so communities do not just survive but are best positioned to thrive. 

This will require investment in strategic policies, programs, and projects that can enhance the 

quality of life in communities, including improved access to housing and jobs and the 

strengthening of institutions that can facilitate these gains.  

Key to promoting economic resilience is ensuring the continuity of business activity, which is 

heavily dependent on the function of community lifeline assets (e.g., utilities, roads). Interruption 

to business activity, be it from direct or indirect coastal hazard impacts, can slow recovery and 

affect the creditworthiness businesses and government (which rely on revenues generated from 

the business community), which can further constrain the ability of these entities to raise needed 

capital for investments in adaptation or other purposes. As such, it is critical that the business 

community continues to have a seat at the table in discussions on how and when to invest in 

economic resilience.  
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Public sector actors working to convene the business community in decisions on how to build 

economic resilience in the face of changing conditions should identify representatives from the 

firms, suppliers and service providers that underpin existing economic clusters (e.g., tourism, 

marine industries, recreation) in the region, as well as leaders in emerging industries (e.g., 

cleantech, life sciences, information technology, logistics and distribution, financial and 

professional services) (FOA 2013, 2020). These actors have helped to position the region to be 

competitive for jobs and private investment, and efforts should be taken to account for the 

needs of these critical economic agents. The public sector should also take efforts to engage 

representatives of economic anchors (e.g., hospitals, universities, large corporations, sports 

franchises, leisure and culture institutions) that have an enduring presence in a community and 

play an outsized role in the economy through their spending and investment, employment, 

generation of knowledge and incubation and support for new businesses. These industries 

represent local and regional economic strengths, and failure to address changing environmental 

and economic conditions could result in challenges in retaining businesses and the workforce 

that play a significant role in promoting economic activity and community well-being.  

These diverse private sector economic agents, alongside other community actors (e.g., non-

profits, philanthropy) that can speak to the needs of disenfranchised populations, can partner 

with public sector to identify economic and workforce development strategies and initiatives that 

can be aligned with broader adaptation planning and resilience goals. Having skilled and trained 

professionals available locally will help address these issues and protect essential community 

services. Where feasible, investments in resilience should be directed to local institutions in a 

manner that strengthens the economic and social fabric of communities that bear the brunt of 

coastal hazard impacts. Further, decision-making on investment needs should draw upon 

lessons learned from prior coastal hazards events. For instance, in the aftermath of Hurricane 

Irma, client base changes post hurricane such as decreased expendable income of customers, 

lack of financial operating capital, structural damages, and lack of workforce and available 

housing were identified as key challenges to recovery faced by the private sector. Accounting for 

these considerations can help to minimize future impacts, including outcomes to vulnerable 

workers and industries, and identify pathways for investment that can promote a thriving 

economy that is both innovative and inclusive.  

Solutions must meet the magnitude of the problem and account for the reality that coastal 

hazards are indifferent to jurisdictional boundaries. While it may be the impulse of individual 

communities to tackle adaptation on their own, the scale of the challenge is much larger than 

any one community can take on. A coordinated regional effort can provide a platform for sharing 

ideas and resources, while also helping to identify the interdependencies between communities 

and the mutual benefits that can be gained from collaborative approaches to adaptation. The 

Southeast Florida Climate Change Compact is evidence of the role that regional collaboration 

can play in advancing knowledge of climate-related risks and approaches for adapting to these 

risks. Local communities in Southeast Florida, and the residents and businesses they serve, 

directly benefit from this collaboration. These entities will play a leading role in efforts to 

advocate for the mainstreaming of climate adaptation and resilience in relevant policy, programs 

and projects.  
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A regional strategy can also reduce individual risk and cost. Reducing the cost per property 

owner is critical to maintaining housing affordability and attractiveness in the region despite 

rising infrastructure expenses. While not quantified in this report due to a variety of 

uncertainties, both the systemic and building-level adaptation strategies could help to minimize 

the devaluation of real estate in the future. This would help to mitigate a variety of related effects 

such as foregone property taxes, increased cost and/or barriers to access insurance coverage 

and mortgage financing, loss of wealth and/or income for property and business owners and 

downgrades to municipal bond ratings (MGI 2020). These cascading effects from real estate 

devaluation could fundamentally alter the desirability of living and working in coastal 

communities, which in turn could result in the redistribution of populations and public and private 

investment all of which can have significant impacts to local, regional and state economies.  

Key strategies that communities in the Southeast Florida region can take to evaluate and 

advance their capacity for economic resilience are discussed thematically below. Additional 

case study analyses follow the resilience strategy recommendations to illuminate some of the 

regional interdependencies that support the need for coordinated planning and investment.  

Key Economic Resilience Strategies and Recommendations   

Increase Climate Risk Awareness: Fundamental to resilience is increasing climate risk 

awareness. Information about climate change risks and their knock-on effects is not 

incorporated into most policies that govern public and private institutions. As a result, risky 

behavior is often incentivized and/or subsidized. At some point in the future, economic and 

financial realities will demand that climate risk is better accounted for in public and private sector 

policies and programs. To avoid significant shocks to the economies and communities in 

Southeast Florida, it will be important to introduce mechanisms that account for climate change-

related risk in an orderly manner, informed by public sector and private sector collaboration and 

negotiation.  

The public sector can continue to educate their citizens and businesses on coastal hazard risks 

through the continued funding and dissemination of climate science research and coastal 

hazard vulnerability and adaptation assessments. Because of the challenges associated with 

planning for and adapting to coastal hazard risks now and in the future, investment should be 

directed to technical assistance programs (e.g., Sea Grant5) that would pair qualified 

professionals with community planners and decision-makers to develop robust and actionable 

pathways for investing in adaptation and resilience.  

The private sector can also play a role in increasing awareness of climate-related risks. For 

example, the real-estate industry could disclose coastal hazard risk by including flooding and 

 

5 The National Sea Grant College program was established by the U.S. Congress in 1966 and works to create and maintain a 
healthy coastal environment and economy. The Sea Grant network consists of a federal/university partnership between the National 
Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration (NOAA) and 33 university-based programs in every coastal and Great Lakes state, Puerto 
Rico, and Guam. The network draws on the expertise of more than 3,000 scientists, engineers, public outreach experts, educators 
and students to help citizens better understand, conserve and utilize America's coastal resources. 
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inundation maps prior to the point of sale of property. In 2018, the Natural Resources Defense 

Council (NRDC) undertook an analysis to identify and grade efforts taken by states to disclose 

flood risk exposure. Florida was given an ñFò rating as the state has no statutory or regulatory 

requirements for sellers to disclose the flood risks of their property or past flood damages to a 

potential buyer. The analysis notes that while the Florida real estate industry has developed a 

disclosure form for sellers to use, the form is voluntary, as such the seller is not required to 

provide this information to a potential buyer. In 2019, the National Association of Realtors 

commissioned a survey to gather information on mandated disclosures related to flood hazards 

at the state level. The survey came to a similar conclusion to that found by the NRDC analysis.  

Important to note is that in the NRDC study, nearby states, including Mississippi and Louisiana 

were given an ñAò rating. As an example, in Mississippi, the Real Estate Commission developed 

a mandatory seller disclosure form that requires the seller to divulge if any portion of a 

residence has experienced water damage for any reason, has been subject to water or 

moisture-related damage from flooding (and steps taken to mitigate this risk), and if the property 

is in a FEMA designated flood hazard zone. If flood insurance is required, the current cost and 

the last premium adjustment must be indicated. Because climate-related risk disclosure of this 

kind could result in a change in consumer behavior, one could argue that there is a disincentive 

for realtors to advocate for this type of disclosure. As such, it may fall on relevant decision-

making and regulatory entities to require this form of disclosure in property transactions. 

There are other avenues for increasing climate risk awareness, and the pricing of this risk in 

consumer decision-making and broader market transactions. For instance, the insurance 

industry could also include premium forecasts that account for increasing climate risks in their 

asset portfolios to encourage informed and responsible investment. The banking and mortgage 

financing industry could explicitly state in their loan terms that if a property becomes uninsurable 

due to hazard risk, the loan can go in default, or that they have the option to purchase insurance 

on behalf of the borrower and add this cost to the recurring mortgage payment. This purchase of 

insurance would protect the collateral of the financier, but likely at high cost to the borrower, so it 

would be preferred to have these expectations detailed in the loan terms to encourage 

responsible investment decision-making.  

Invest in Key Vulnerable and Emerging Industries: Underlying industry vulnerabilities can 

stem from operating in close proximity to the coast and from the interdependencies between 

industries. The former in Southeast Florida would include industries that support tourism (e.g., 

lodging and dining, cruise ship terminals), while the latter would account for industries such as 

retail and attractions that may not be located on the coast but are patronized by coastal and 

ocean tourists, or industries that depend on broader supply chains or regional infrastructure that 

are vulnerable to coastal hazards.  

Recent events have already shown how these vulnerabilities translate to economic losses to 

specific industries. It was estimated that Hurricane Irma cost Florida 1.8 million out-of-state 

visitors with a total economic loss of $2.5 billion to the tourism industry in 2017 (Tourism 

Economics, 2018), while NOAAôs 60-day regional evaluation of impacts from Irma to the fishing 

community estimated damages to vessel owners and businesses at over $95 million and 
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revenue losses of nearly $98 million (NOAA, 2018). More recently, the Covid-19 pandemic has 

shown the magnitude of impacts that can result to tourism-related industries in Southeast 

Florida. These industries, which account for billions of dollars in economic impact annually, have 

been shuttered (temporarily) in many cases, resulting in significant impacts to businesses, 

employees and local, regional and state government.     

It is of critical importance that businesses are in a position to continue their operations in as 

close to a business-as-usual environment when coastal hazards do occur. Businesses can act 

now to develop continuity plans that account for potential physical and economic impacts as 

well as potential responses and recovery mechanisms. Developing these plans can help 

businesses to minimize impacts to economic output and maintain their share of market activity 

when hazards occur. Business continuity plans should account for a number of factors including 

onsite vulnerabilities to coastal hazards, as well as offsite vulnerabilities such as impacts to 

lifeline infrastructure that can affect the ability of employees to get to work (e.g., transportation 

networks) or conduct their work (e.g., wastewater service provision). Businesses can also 

review what their insurance policy covers to determine if they are covered for both direct as well 

as indirect hazard impacts.  

There are a number of resources that businesses can use to develop a continuity plan for 

coastal hazards, including information and tools developed by the U.S. Small Business 

Administration and the U.S. Department of Homeland Security. These resources can help 

business owners to identify key considerations for hazard-related preparedness planning, 

including, but not limited to, identifying an alternate location where work could be conducted, 

keeping inventory in a location that is not subject coastal hazard exposure, having a 

geographically diverse supply chain, and making investments in a back-up power source.  

Additionally, businesses can reach out to trade associations and other business organizations in 

their sector and/or industry to learn how others are preparing for and adapting to coastal hazard 

risks.  

Protection and diversification are two other strategies for economic resilience for vulnerable 

industries. Southeast Florida is highly dependent on the economic activity generated from 

tourism, recreation, marine industries, ocean transportation, real estate and related industries, 

all of which are subject to the direct and indirect impacts of coastal hazards. Modeling of 2070 

conditions found that the two most at-risk industries to sea level rise in the four counties were 

accommodation and food services (14 percent of annual output exposed) and retail (13 percent 

of annual output exposed). Continued efforts should be taken to identify the types of adaptation 

investments that will increase the resilience of these industries to coastal hazards. This could 

include investments to physically protect or relocate property so there is more redundancy and 

spatial distribution within industries.  

Monies should also be directed to developing and attracting new industries to ensure that 

communities are prepared for changing environmental as well as economic conditions.  

Communities that are heavily reliant on a few industries (e.g., Monroe County ï where the 

tourism sector employs about half of the workforce) should account for potential hazard 

vulnerabilities to these key industries. A common strategy for financial investors is to have a 
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diversified portfolio which in turn can reduce the variability of returns and help to minimize 

overall risk when market conditions change. This investment strategy, known as the portfolio 

effect, is transferrable to many domains, including local and regional economies which can be 

subject to both gradual and abrupt changes, both natural and man-made. Research has shown 

that economic diversity can assist in weathering the downturn following natural hazards, helping 

to speed up the return to long-term patterns of employment and income growth (e.g., Xiao and 

Drucker 2014).  

To further diversify the economies in Southeast Florida, invest in research and development by 

offering resources or incentives and continuing to partner with research institutions in the state. 

The resilience economy could create new occupations and a set of science-related industries to 

develop a host of applications for how to adapt to chronic interruptions and event-based 

hazards, such as how to prevent saltwater intrusion into aquifers. Better understanding of how 

the existing innovation ecosystem works and incubating opportunities that may still be largely 

unknown could minimize economic loss in the long-term. Universities are key partners in this 

and are already playing a critical role with research and development related to resilience, such 

as The Florida Climate Institute. 

Develop an Occupational Roadmap to Resilience: Certain workers may be more vulnerable 

to coastal hazards such as workers in vulnerable industries, workers with less adaptable 

skillsets, lower wage workers, and workers who travel far to get to work. Many of the workers 

subject to the impacts of coastal hazards work in tourism-related businesses that underpin the 

economy of coastal communities. These individuals are often lower income, make close to the 

minimum wage, and do not live in the communities where they work. The literature on natural 

hazard impacts (e.g., Kroll, et al. 2018) demonstrates that higher-income households are better 

equipped to address the shocks of a disaster compared to lower-income households, and that 

natural disasters can further exacerbate economic and racial inequality (Elliot and Pais 2006). At 

the same time, recovery efforts and adaptation investments will favor certain occupations over 

others, such as emergency responders and construction workers, a field that already has high 

demand and impending labor shortages in the region as noted in the Resilient305 Strategy. 

Across the four counties, the systemic adaptation scenario modeled in REMI for this analysis 

estimated that over 14,400 jobs would be supported in the construction industry per year over 

the period of investment.  

Communities should develop coordinated workforce and economic development initiatives to 

grow the local labor pool capable of providing the services needed to prepare for and recover 

from coastal hazard events. This includes individuals in specialized design, engineering and 

construction fields, as well as project management and administrative support roles. This would 

also include investment in education and placement services that link job training with job 

creation (NACO 2013). The importance of having a qualified, responsive and local workforce to 

address coastal hazard risks was discussed in a recent report authored by the Resilience Force 

and the New Florida Majority (2020). The report, ñA Peopleôs Framework for Disaster Response: 

Rewriting the Rules of Recovery after Climate Disastersò, recommends growing the resilience 

workforce with state and national job programs. Increasing the portion of response workers that 
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are local could potentially keep more recovery funds in impacted communities, decrease some 

of the burden on supportive infrastructure (e.g., workers that came to support post-disaster in 

Florida faced challenges finding essential needs such as housing, food and water due to the 

property damages and business closures), and also expand job skills training and potential 

future income earning potential as disasters continue to occur with increasing frequency. 

Additionally, it can provide a faster road to recovery - Post Hurricane Irma, reconstruction efforts 

in the Florida Keys suffered due to the lack of professionals qualified to address the 

construction, electric, plumbing, and roofing needs. 

An occupational roadmap to resilience could support efforts to prioritize workforce training 

investments and address current gaps in career resources. The Miami Foundation conducted a 

Workforce Asset Mapping Report (2020) to analyze Miami-Dade Countyôs labor force and 

understand the short-term and long-term pipeline of workers to identify areas of investment and 

promote access to economic prosperity. The study engaged key stakeholders in focus groups 

and interviews and identified a number of barriers including a skills gap challenge whereby the 

workforce is concentrated in low-wage sectors, such as hospitality and tourism, and that these 

workers often lack the skills necessary to succeed in many in-demand fields such as 

maintenance and customer-service. Another key finding of the report was that there was no 

evidence of a region-wide career pathway system or occupational crosswalks to show the steps 

from a job that might be low-wage and at risk to automation to an occupation in a high-growth 

industry. The findings from the market research and stakeholder discussions led to 

recommendations for a subset of nine occupations selected out of 700 for the Miami region to 

focus investment, accounting for numerous factors including an emphasis on economic 

resilience and green jobs.  

A quantitative workforce analysis that identifies occupations vulnerable to coastal hazards and 

pathways for skill development focused on the resilience economy could build upon 

methodologies that have been used to identify other occupation vulnerabilities, such as 

automation (e.g., Osborne and Frey 2013). To conduct the analysis, data could be collected on 

skills, abilities, and knowledge and evaluated to identify similarities across occupations and 

universal skills. A subset of industries could be focused on to examine the top quartile of 

industries that may fall under the broader umbrella of economic resilience and green jobs. 

Findings could be tailored to overlap with existing and projected economic conditions and 

coastal hazards and be offered as an interactive online resource as a career pathway system. 

Engage with and Provide Support to the Small Business Community: Small businesses are 

foundational to local, regional, and state economies, employing on aggregate nearly half of the 

workforce of the United States. If small businesses in Southeast Floridaôs coastal communities 

are not prepared for coastal hazards, the impacts will be felt broadly. The fact that many small 

businesses have had to permanently shut their doors after a major disaster is of particular 

concern (IBHS 2005). Small businesses generally have fewer resources to develop an 

understanding of coastal hazard risks and to make detailed plans to assist in response and 

recovery when events occur. When small businesses are subject to the impacts of coastal 

hazards, they often lack the capital reserves, access to financing, or insurance coverage 
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necessary to absorb a loss of income and the additional expenses that come with rebuilding. 

Further, small businesses that derive a majority of their income in specific times of the year 

(e.g., ocean and coastal tourism) face significant barriers to recovery if coastal hazards affect 

their operations in their peak season(s). As shown in Table 39 through Table 426, a majority of 

firms in the Southeast Florida are small businesses (i.e., less than 500 employees), illustrating 

the importance of having initiatives and resources dedicated to bolstering preparedness to 

coastal hazards.  

According to a recently published article (Portero 2020), small businesses in South Florida were 

experiencing revenue losses of greater magnitude during the Covid-19 pandemic than nearly all 

other major U.S. metropolitan areas. The article cites data from Harvard Universityôs Opportunity 

Insights Economic Tracker, which tracks consumer spending and small business revenues. As 

of the latter part of April 2020, the Miami-Fort Lauderdale metro area experienced a 62 percent 

decrease in revenue, which was a greater observed loss than all U.S. metros besides New 

Orleans, Boston, Washington D.C, Honolulu and San Francisco; nationwide, small business 

revenue fell approximately 40 percent over the same time period. The article points to the 

pandemic travel restrictions and temporary closure of leisure and hospitality businesses as key 

drivers for these revenue losses, industries that are also highly vulnerable to coastal hazards.  

Streamlined access to capital and financing is critical to ensuring continued operations and 

related financial outcomes. These resources are needed to prepare for and respond to coastal 

hazards, requiring both private and public sector institutions that can provide these services in 

an expedited manner. These funding and financing entities, when possible, should explicitly 

account for the barriers faced by smaller businesses that lack financial documentation, 

collateral, and the required resources to be considered creditworthy and bankable. While the 

primary burden to develop business continuity plans is on the private sector, the public sector 

should actively advocate for and provide technical assistance to increase the adoption of such 

plans. Providing this support is fundamentally in the interest of the public sector, which is heavily 

dependent on revenues (e.g., sales taxes, property taxes) that are supported directly or 

indirectly by businesses.  

Engaging with small businesses may be difficult given competing demands (Miami Foundation, 

2020) but improved communications, such as through digital platforms, can help to serve as 

places for information exchange, both between the public and private sector. As noted in 

FEMAôs 2017 Hurricane Season After-Action Report, which addressed lessons learned from 

Hurricanes Harvey, Irma, and Maria, ñpublic and private sector response and recovery efforts 

were too óstove pipedô to share timely information, too slow to consult, and as a result, often too 

late to synchronize stabilization efforts.ò After an event, sending out an online survey to 

understand unmet needs could help to prepare for the next event. The County of Monroe 

conducted a survey post Hurricane Irma to better understand barriers to recovery ï only 11 

 

6 Employment size data comes from the U.S. Census Bureau 2016 County Business Patterns, which was published in the middle of 
2019. The Census Bureau defines a ñfirmò as a business organization consisting of one or more domestic establishments in the 
same state and industry that were specified under common ownership or control and an ñestablishmentò as a single physical 
location at which business is conducted or services or industrial operations are performed. 
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percent of the responses came from businesses that had over 20 full or part-time employees. 

Such surveys can better help identify areas for investment in protection and future recovery 

efforts. 

Table 39. Broward County Employment Size Characteristics 

bǳƳōŜǊ ƻŦ 9ƳǇƭƻȅŜŜǎ   ҈ ƻŦ CƛǊƳǎ ҈ ƻŦ 9ǎǘŀōƭƛǎƘƳŜƴǘǎ ҈ ƻŦ 9ƳǇƭƻȅƳŜƴǘ 

ғнл уф҈ тф҈ нм҈ 

нлπфф с҈ с҈ мс҈ 

мллπпфф н҈ н҈ мо҈ 

рллҌ о҈ мо҈ рл҈ 

¢ƻǘŀƭ млл҈ млл҈ млл҈ 
Note: Census Bureau 2016 County Business Patterns, published 2019. 

Table 40. Miami-Dade County Employment Size Characteristics 

bǳƳōŜǊ ƻŦ 9ƳǇƭƻȅŜŜǎ   ҈ ƻŦ CƛǊƳǎ ҈ ƻŦ 9ǎǘŀōƭƛǎƘƳŜƴǘǎ ҈ ƻŦ 9ƳǇƭƻȅƳŜƴǘ 

ғнл фл҈ ум҈ нн҈ 

нлπфф с҈ с҈ мс҈ 

мллπпфф н҈ о҈ мр҈ 

рллҌ н҈ мм҈ пс҈ 

¢ƻǘŀƭ млл҈ млл҈ млл҈ 
Note: Census Bureau 2016 County Business Patterns, published 2019. 

Table 41. Monroe County Employment Size Characteristics 

bǳƳōŜǊ ƻŦ 9ƳǇƭƻȅŜŜǎ   ҈ ƻŦ CƛǊƳǎ ҈ ƻŦ 9ǎǘŀōƭƛǎƘƳŜƴǘǎ ҈ ƻŦ 9ƳǇƭƻȅƳŜƴǘ 

ғнл уу҈ ум҈ оо҈ 

нлπфф с҈ т҈ нс҈ 

мллπпфф н҈ о҈ мл҈ 

рллҌ р҈ мл҈ ом҈ 

¢ƻǘŀƭ млл҈ млл҈ млл҈ 
Note: Census Bureau 2016 County Business Patterns, published 2019. 

Table 42. Palm Beach County Employment Size Characteristics 

bǳƳōŜǊ ƻŦ 9ƳǇƭƻȅŜŜǎ   ҈ ƻŦ CƛǊƳǎ ҈ ƻŦ 9ǎǘŀōƭƛǎƘƳŜƴǘǎ ҈ ƻŦ 9ƳǇƭƻȅƳŜƴǘ 

ғнл уу҈ тф҈ но҈ 

нлπфф т҈ с҈ мф҈ 

мллπпфф н҈ о҈ мр҈ 

рллҌ о҈ мн҈ по҈ 

¢ƻǘŀƭ млл҈ млл҈ млл҈ 

Note: Census Bureau 2016 County Business Patterns, published 2019. 
 

   

Strategically Prioritize Projects and Monitor Efficacy: While the adaptation strategies 

modeled in this study generally show that taking action to mitigate coastal hazard risk is 

economically justified (i.e., benefits outweigh the costs), there is a high price tag associated with 

the implementation of these strategies. Given the finite financial resources available for 
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adaptation, communities and regions will be faced with difficult decisions on where investment 

should be directed, what types of adaptation projects should be pursued, when these 

investments should be made, and how much money should be borrowed to accelerate 

investments in resilience in a way that is commensurate with expected risks.  

Efforts should be taken to develop criteria for investing in adaptation that responds to local 

community needs and that provides a transparent, standardized approach to project 

prioritization. Criteria can be tailored to include specific requirements that ensure local job 

creation, ongoing community lifeline services, and responsible and sustainable development 

(e.g., building regulations and codes). Any adaptation investment should be evaluated for 

potential tradeoffs and, where feasible, adaptation strategies should be designed to produce co-

benefits (e.g., community amenities, access to open space).  

Project planning for adaptation should follow a holistic approach. Identifying the linkages and 

interdependencies across planning institutions and their programs can assist in advancing both 

independent and collective resilience outcomes, including the ability to effectively prioritize and 

deploy funds to mitigate coastal hazards, and promote coordination when coastal hazard events 

occur. This includes advancing institutional capacity and coordination between the public and 

private sector with a systems view that acknowledges that when one element of the system is 

compromised, the entire system is weakened, and resilience is compromised. To this end, plans 

for economic development, workforce development, land-use, capital improvements and hazard 

mitigation should be aligned where feasible. The Resilience Officers and related professionals 

working in the region can continue to play a key role in supporting ongoing coordination in 

climate resilient planning and investment.  

Community lifelines, such as energy, water, transportation, and communications infrastructure, 

as well as emergency shelter and health and medical facilities are core to maintaining a 

functional economy and society. As identified in the exposure assessment (see Table 5 though 

Table 8), there are a significant number of community lifeline assets at risk to the modeled 

coastal hazards, including 65 power plants and substations vulnerable to a 10-year storm under 

2070 conditions. Previous studies (e.g., Brattberg and Sundelius 2011, Chang et al. 2002, 

Okuyama 2007, Deshmukh et al. 2011) show that when these assets are compromised, there 

can be far-reaching direct and indirect consequences to society. To this end, funding should be 

dedicated to further assess the vulnerabilities of these assets to coastal hazards, and the way in 

which these assets support economic activity. Because of the varied investment needs and 

finite financial resources available, it will be important to have a coordinated body of 

representatives from lifeline agencies, non-governmental organizations and the business 

community to develop consensus on what infrastructure investments should take priority, and to 

further advocate for new funding to shore up the vulnerabilities faced by these assets and 

facilities.  

To ensure that future adaptation projects provide their intended return on investment, the 

effectiveness of implemented adaptation strategies should be evaluated where feasible. To 

begin to quantify effectiveness, it will be critical to understand business-as-usual conditions. To 

this end, communities could establish a database of businesses and other community lifelines 
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(e.g., wastewater treatment plants, key transportation corridors) and use this inventory as a 

benchmark for measuring the effectiveness of adaptation and recovery actions. This database 

could also include information on which businesses and assets are expected to be most 

vulnerable to coastal hazards, which can assist communities in targeting the deployment of 

resources in support of adaptation and disaster response (EDA 2014).  

Ongoing data should then be collected in the event of coastal hazards. Efforts can be taken to 

quantify the avoided impacts resulting from past investments in adaptation and compare them to 

the expected mitigation benefits that these adaptation investments were intended to provide. 

Communities can also track the efficacy of resources intended to meet the needs of 

disadvantaged populations. To support real time data collection, the public sector/communities 

will need to establish communication systems that can facilitate the exchange of information 

before, during and after a hazard event as well as technologies such GIS, LIDAR, drones, and 

crowd sourced platforms that can enable a cost-effective and real-time assessment of impacts.  

Findings and lessons learned from ongoing monitoring and evaluation can help communities 

tailor their future adaptation strategies to provide an equitable and positive return on investment. 

Communities have a variety of resources that they can draw from to develop a measuring and 

monitoring framework, such as the frameworks developed by the United Nations Development 

Program (UNDP 2009, 2009) or the C40 Cities Climate Leadership Group (2019). 

Develop Actionable Funding and Financing Plans to Pay for Resilience: The risks posed by 

a changing climate are too great for any one sector to take on alone, and the benefits provided 

by making investments in climate resilience are shared across sectors. As such, considerations 

on how to fund and finance adaptation and resilience should be made with an eye towards all of 

the entities that would benefit from or would be most suitable to paying for such investments, 

including public and private sector actors. For any funding strategy, it is critical to consider the 

capacity for specific individuals and populations to bear the burden of anticipated costs.  

Funding and financing adaptation can be particularly challenging due to the existing, and at 

times, competing, financial demands private sector and public sector entities face. Additional 

challenges relate to laws and regulations that place barriers to raising new sources of revenue 

or constraints on how existing revenue sources can be deployed. To address these challenges, 

a panel of regional experts across economic development, public and private finance, land use 

planning, among others, could be convened to evaluate and recommend the most promising 

funding and financing tools for advancing investment in adaptation and resilience.  

A mix of funding and financing tools will be required to pay for adaptation and resilience. Many 

of these tools are already widely used in Florida to pay for infrastructure, including general 

obligation bonds, revenue bonds, tourist development taxes, grants, and special assessments. 

Additional tools may be considered based on the type of project. There are strengths, 

weaknesses, and limitations to different funding and financing tools related to a wide variety of 

factors such as what they can be used for (e.g., transportation, capital vs operations and 

maintenance) and whether or not they are subject to referendum approval. Some key questions 
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to help identify appropriate funding and financing tools are shown in Table 43, along with 

specific tools that may be suitable as a piece of a funding and financing plan.7,8 

Many funding tools can be regressive and burden certain populations over others, if not 

implemented strategically. Commonly applied social equity principles related to raising funds 

include: the benefits principle, in which charges are imposed relative to the services that are 

received, and the ability-to-pay principle, in which income is accounted for in determining 

appropriate charges. Relating to how money is spent, common principles include market equity, 

opportunity equity, and outcome equity. Market equity relates to whether the spending of the 

funds is proportional to who is paying for the project. Opportunity equity means spending is 

distributed evenly, such as equally between jurisdictions. Outcome equity means spending is 

based on the outcome for each payer, for example the same protection from sea level rise for 

each jurisdiction (Taylor 2004). When developing a funding and financing plan, consider these 

equity principles and work with community stakeholders to understand other equity implications.  

Table 43. Considerations for Suitability of Funding and Financing Tools for Adaptation 

and Resilience Projects in Florida 

vǳŜǎǘƛƻƴ tƻǘŜƴǘƛŀƭ {ǳƛǘŀōƭŜ CǳƴŘƛƴƎ ŀƴŘ CƛƴŀƴŎƛƴƎ ¢ƻƻƭǎ 

5ƻŜǎ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ŎƻƴŦŜǊ ǎǇŜŎƛŦƛŎ ǉǳŀƴǘƛŦƛŀōƭŜ 
ōŜƴŜŦƛǘǎ ǘƻ ŎŜǊǘŀƛƴ ǇǊƻǇŜǊǘƛŜǎΚ  
!ƭǘŜǊƴŀǘƛǾŜƭȅΣ ŘƻŜǎ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ǇǊƻǾƛŘŜ ŀ 
ǇǳōƭƛŎ ǇǳǊǇƻǎŜ ŀƴŘ ōǊƻŀŘ ƎŜƴŜǊŀƭ ōŜƴŜŦƛǘΚ  

CƻǊ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘǎ ǘƘŀǘ ŘƛǊŜŎǘƭȅ ōŜƴŜŦƛǘ ǎǇŜŎƛŦƛŎ ǇǊƻǇŜǊǘƛŜǎΣ ŀ ǎǇŜŎƛŀƭ 
ŀǎǎŜǎǎƳŜƴǘ Ƴŀȅ ōŜ ǿŜƭƭ ǎǳƛǘŜŘ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ CƻǊ ƭŀǊƎŜ ƎŜƴŜǊŀƭ 
ǇǳōƭƛŎ ōŜƴŜŦƛǘ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘǎΣ ŀ ƎŜƴŜǊŀƭ ƻōƭƛƎŀǘƛƻƴ ōƻƴŘ ƻǊ ŀŘ ǾŀƭƻǊŜƳ ǘŀȄ 
Ƴŀȅ ōŜ ǿŜƭƭ ǎǳƛǘŜŘΦ 

5ƻŜǎ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘ ƛƴŦǊŀǎǘǊǳŎǘǳǊŜ ŦƻǊ 
ƴŜǿ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘΚ 

LŦ ȅŜǎΣ ƛƳǇŀŎǘ ŦŜŜǎ Ƴŀȅ ōŜ ǿŜƭƭ ǎǳƛǘŜŘ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ 

²ƛƭƭ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ǊŜǎǳƭǘ ƛƴ ǉǳŀƴǘƛŦƛŀōƭŜ 
ōŜƴŜŦƛǘǎ ǘƘŀǘ ƛƴŎǊŜŀǎŜ ǇǊƻǇŜǊǘȅ ǾŀƭǳŜΚ 

LŦ ȅŜǎΣ ǘŀȄ ƛƴŎǊŜƳŜƴǘ ŦƛƴŀƴŎƛƴƎ Ƴŀȅ ōŜ ǿŜƭƭ ǎǳƛǘŜŘ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ 

5ƻŜǎ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘ ǎǘƻǊƳǿŀǘŜǊ ŀƴŘ 
ŘǊŀƛƴŀƎŜ ǎȅǎǘŜƳǎΚ 

LŦ ȅŜǎΣ ǎǇŜŎƛŀƭ ŀǎǎŜǎǎƳŜƴǘǎ ŀƴŘ ǎǘƻǊƳǿŀǘŜǊ ŀƴŘ ŘǊŀƛƴŀƎŜ ŦŜŜǎ Ƴŀȅ 
ōŜ ǿŜƭƭ ǎǳƛǘŜŘ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ 

5ƻŜǎ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘ ǘƻ ōŜŀŎƘ 
ƴƻǳǊƛǎƘƳŜƴǘ ƻǊ ŜǊƻǎƛƻƴ ŎƻƴǘǊƻƭΚ 

LŦ ȅŜǎΣ ƭƻŎŀƭ ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘǎ ŎƻǳƭŘ ǳǎŜ ŀŘ ǾŀƭƻǊŜƳ ǘŀȄŜǎ ŀƴŘ aǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭ 
{ŜǊǾƛŎŜǎ ¢ŀȄƛƴƎ ¦ƴƛǘǎ όa{¢¦ǎύΦ [ƻŎŀƭ ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘǎ Ŏŀƴ ŀƭǎƻ ƭŜǾȅ 
ǘƻǳǊƛǎǘ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ǘŀȄŜǎ ǿƘƛŎƘ Ŏŀƴ ōŜ ǳǎŜŘ ǘƻ ŦƛƴŀƴŎŜ ōŜŀŎƘ 
ƛƳǇǊƻǾŜƳŜƴǘΣ ƴƻǳǊƛǎƘƳŜƴǘΣ ǊŜǎǘƻǊŀǘƛƻƴΣ ŀƴŘ ŜǊƻǎƛƻƴ ŎƻƴǘǊƻƭΦ  

5ƻŜǎ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ƎŜƴŜǊŀǘŜ ǎƛƎƴƛŦƛŎŀƴǘ Ŏƻǎǘ 
ǎŀǾƛƴƎǎ ƻǊ ŀǾƻƛŘŜŘ ŘŀƳŀƎŜǎΚ 

LŦ ȅŜǎΣ ŀ ǇŀȅπŦƻǊπǎǳŎŎŜǎǎ ŦƛƴŀƴŎƛƴƎ ǘƻƻƭ Ƴŀȅ ōŜ ǿŜƭƭ ǎǳƛǘŜŘ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ 
ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ 

5ƻŜǎ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ƎŜƴŜǊŀǘŜ ǊŜǾŜƴǳŜΚ 
LŦ ȅŜǎΣ ŀ ǇǳōƭƛŎπǇǊƛǾŀǘŜ ǇŀǊǘƴŜǊǎƘƛǇ Ƴŀȅ ōŜ ǿŜƭƭ ǎǳƛǘŜŘ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ 
ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ 

5ƻŜǎ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘ ǊƻŀŘ ŎƻƴǎǘǊǳŎǘƛƻƴ 
ŀƴŘ ƳŀƛƴǘŜƴŀƴŎŜΚ 

LŦ ȅŜǎΣ ǎǇŜŎƛŀƭ ŀǎǎŜǎǎƳŜƴǘǎ ŀƴŘ /ƘŀǊǘŜǊ /ƻǳƴǘȅ ŀƴŘ wŜƎƛƻƴŀƭ 
¢ǊŀƴǎǇƻǊǘŀǘƛƻƴ {ȅǎǘŜƳ {ǳǊǘŀȄŜǎΣ ŀƴŘ ŦǳŜƭ ǘŀȄŜǎ Ƴŀȅ ōŜ ǳǎŜŘΦ 

 

7 Information in this table was identified from a range of reports, in particular Floridaôs ñLocal Government Financial Information 
Handbookò (2019), Florida Sea Grant ñSea Level Rise Adaptation Financing at the Local Levelò (2015), Florida Environmental and 
Land Use Law Section ñSea Level Rise Adaptation Funding Sourcesò (2017), and Harvard Kennedy School of Government 
ñFinancing Climate Resilience: Funding and Financing Models for Building Green and Resilient Infrastructure in Floridaò (2019). 

8 Additional research on what funding and financing tools are being leveraged to support on-the-ground coastal adaptation and 
resilience in Southeast Florida, including lessons learned, could further support community and regional investment decision-
making; this type of effort would require jurisdictional interviews which were beyond the scope of this analysis. 
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vǳŜǎǘƛƻƴ tƻǘŜƴǘƛŀƭ {ǳƛǘŀōƭŜ CǳƴŘƛƴƎ ŀƴŘ CƛƴŀƴŎƛƴƎ ¢ƻƻƭǎ 

5ƻŜǎ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ǇƭŀƴΣ ǊŜǎǘƻǊŜΣ ƻǊ ƳŀƴŀƎŜ 
ǳǊōŀƴ ŦƻǊŜǎǘ ǊŜǎƻǳǊŎŜǎΣ ƎǊŜŜƴǿŀȅǎΣ ŦƻǊŜǎǘ 
ǇǊŜǎŜǊǾŜǎΣ ǿŜǘƭŀƴŘǎΣ ƻǊ ƻǘƘŜǊ ŀǉǳŀǘƛŎ 
ȊƻƴŜǎΚ 

LŦ ȅŜǎΣ ŀ ƎǊŜŜƴ ǳǘƛƭƛǘȅ ŦŜŜ Ƴŀȅ ōŜ ǎǳƛǘŀōƭŜ ŦƻǊ ŎƻǳƴǘƛŜǎ ǿƛǘƘ ŀ 
ǇƻǇǳƭŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ рллΣллл ƻǊ ƳƻǊŜ ŀƴŘ ƳǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭƛǘƛŜǎ ǿƛǘƘ ŀ ǇƻǇǳƭŀǘƛƻƴ 
ƻŦ нллΣллл ƻǊ ƳƻǊŜΦ 

5ƻŜǎ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ƛƴŎƭǳŘŜ ƭŀƴŘ ŀŎǉǳƛǎƛǘƛƻƴ ŦƻǊ 
ǇǊƻǘŜŎǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ƴŀǘǳǊŀƭ ǊŜǎƻǳǊŎŜǎΚ 

CƻǊ ƎŜƴŜǊŀƭ ƛƴŦǊŀǎǘǊǳŎǘǳǊŜ ŎŀǇƛǘŀƭ ŦǳƴŘƛƴƎ ŀƴŘ ŦƛƴŀƴŎƛƴƎΣ ƭƻŎŀƭ 
ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘǎ Ƴŀȅ ƭƻƻƪ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ [ƻŎŀƭ DƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘ LƴŦǊŀǎǘǊǳŎǘǳǊŜ 
{ǳǊǘŀȄ ǿƘƛŎƘ ŀƭƭƻǿǎ ŀ Ŏƻǳƴǘȅ ǘƻ ƭŜǾȅ ŀ лΦр ƻǊ мΦл ǇŜǊŎŜƴǘ ǘŀȄ ƛŦ 
ƳŀƧƻǊƛǘȅ ŜƭŜŎǘƻǊŀǘŜ ŀǇǇǊƻǾŀƭ ƛƴ ŀ ǊŜŦŜǊŜƴŘǳƳ ǘƻ ŦƛƴŀƴŎŜΣ ǇƭŀƴΣ ŀƴŘ 
ŎƻƴǎǘǊǳŎǘ ƛƴŦǊŀǎǘǊǳŎǘǳǊŜ ŀƴŘ ǘƻ ŀŎǉǳƛǊŜ ƭŀƴŘ ŦƻǊ ǇǊƻǘŜŎǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ 
ƴŀǘǳǊŀƭ ǊŜǎƻǳǊŎŜǎΦ 

5ƻŜǎ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ŀƛƳ ǘƻ ǇǊŜǎŜǊǾŜκŎƻƴǎŜǊǾŜ 
ƭŀƴŘ ƛƴ ŀ ǎǇŜŎƛŦƛŎ ŀǊŜŀΚ 

LŦ ȅŜǎΣ ¢ǊŀƴǎŦŜǊŀōƭŜ 5ŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ wƛƎƘǘǎ ό¢5wύ Ƴŀȅ ōŜ ǿŜƭƭ ǎǳƛǘŜŘΦ 
¢5wǎ ŀƭƭƻǿ ƭŀƴŘƻǿƴŜǊǎ ǘƻ ǎŜƭƭ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ǊƛƎƘǘǎ ƛƴ ŜŎƻƭƻƎƛŎŀƭƭȅ 
ǾŀƭǳŀōƭŜ ŀǊŜŀǎ ƻǊ ǎŜƴǎƛǘƛǾŜ ƭŀƴŘǎ ǘƻ ŀǊŜŀǎ ǿƘŜǊŜ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ƛǎ 
ƳƻǊŜ ŜƴŎƻǳǊŀƎŜŘΦ 
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Case Studies  

Employment Density by Industry  

For illustrative purposes, an analysis was undertaken to identify the 3 zip codes in each 

Southeast Florida county that have the greatest number of employees working at businesses 

that are expected to be directly impacted by the modeled 2040 10-year storm conditions. Note 

that these values represent the total number of reported employees at impacted locations. 

However, not all workers will be impacted in a manner that will prevent them from conducting 

their work onsite, and some workers will be able to conduct work offsite. For instance, in a multi-

story building, employees on the ground floor would experience direct impacts from storm 

flooding making work onsite unlikely until sufficient repairs are undertaken. Employees working 

on higher floors, however, may only face indirect impacts and could return to work on site in 

short order (e.g., need to take stairs until repairs are made to elevators).  

As shown in Table 45 through Table 48 below, the concentration of industries subject to coastal 

storm impacts is not homogenous within or across counties, but some common themes do 

emerge. In particular, there are a high number of impacted employees in industries that directly 

support coastal and ocean tourism (e.g., accommodation and food services; arts, entertainment 

and recreation; and retail trade). High impacts to these industries would be expected, as noted 

in the discussion of key characteristics and attractions located in the identified zip codes in each 

Southeast Florida County. Additionally, as shown in Table 44, anywhere from 10 percent to 40 

percent of employees working in the zip codes evaluated commute 25 miles or more (one-way) 

to get to work (U.S Census Bureau, Longitudinal Employer-Household Dynamics [LEHD] 

database). It follows that many impacted workers live in other municipalities or even counties, 

and that barriers to working and getting paid could have cascading impacts to economies 

throughout the Southeast Florida region.  

Table 44. Distance Traveled by Employees Working at Locations Subject to 2040 10-Year 

Coastal Storm Conditions for Zip Codes with Greatest Number of Impacted Employees 

/ƻǳƴǘȅ ½ƛǇ /ƻŘŜ [Ŝǎǎ ǘƘŀƴ мл aƛƭŜǎ мл ǘƻ нп aƛƭŜǎ нр ǘƻ рл aƛƭŜǎ Ҕ рл aƛƭŜǎ 

.ǊƻǿŀǊŘ 
ооолм рл҈ оо҈ у҈ ф҈ 

ооллп пс҈ он҈ у҈ мп҈ 

ооомс рл҈ оп҈ т҈ мл҈ 

aƛŀƳƛπ5ŀŘŜ 
 

оомоф рн҈ оо҈ с҈ ф҈ 

оомпл рп҈ от҈ п҈ р҈ 

оомом по҈ пл҈ т҈ мл҈ 

aƻƴǊƻŜ 
 

оолпл сн҈ т҈ с҈ нр҈ 

оолпн рф҈ му҈ о҈ нм҈ 

оолрл рм҈ ф҈ мн҈ ну҈ 

tŀƭƳ .ŜŀŎƘ оопул рп҈ но҈ у҈ мр҈ 

ооплм по҈ ну҈ мо҈ мт҈ 
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/ƻǳƴǘȅ ½ƛǇ /ƻŘŜ [Ŝǎǎ ǘƘŀƴ мл aƛƭŜǎ мл ǘƻ нп aƛƭŜǎ нр ǘƻ рл aƛƭŜǎ Ҕ рл aƛƭŜǎ 

оопон пс҈ ол҈ мм҈ мп҈ 

 

In Broward County, zip code 33301 contains a significant portion of downtown Fort Lauderdale, 

as well as the waterfront neighborhoods of Seven Isles, Idlewyld, Hendricks and Venice Isles, 

among others. This zip code also contains important public buildings, such as the Broward 

County Courthouse and Broward County Main Library. Zip code 33004 encompasses the City of 

Dania Beach, part of the Fort-Lauderdale-Hollywood International Airport, and the Dr. Von D. 

Mizell-Eula Johnson State Park. Zip code 33316 contains Port Everglades, an important port for 

both shipping containers and the cruise industry. In addition, the Broward County Convention 

Center, several beachfront hotels, and waterfront residential neighborhoods of Harbor Beach, 

Lauderdale Harbors, and Rio Vista are within this zip code.  

Table 45. Number of People Employed at Businesses Subject to Impacts from 2040 10-

year Coastal Storm Conditions for Zip Codes with Greatest Number of Impacted 

Employees, Broward County 

NAICS Industry   

# of Employees at 
Impacted 

Businesses: 
33301 Zip Code 

NAICS Industry   

# of Employees at 
Impacted 

Businesses: 33004 
Zip Code 

NAICS Industry   

# of Employees at 
Impacted 

Businesses: 33316 
Zip Code 

Professional and technical 
services 

1,480 
Arts, entertainment, and 
recreation 

415 
Health care and social 
assistance 

180 

Administrative and waste 
services 

140 Educational services 125 
Professional and 
technical services 

160 

Accommodation and food 
services 

85 Retail trade 120 
Other services, except 
public administration 

115 

Other services, except 
public administration 

65 
Administrative and 
waste services 

100 
Arts, entertainment, 
and recreation 

85 

Arts, entertainment, and 
recreation 

60 
Professional and 
technical services 

60 
Accommodation and 
food services 

80 

All other industries 195 All other industries 160 All other industries 105 

Total Employees 2,020 Total Employees 980 Total Employees 720 

Notes:  

Employees rounded to nearest 5. 

 
In Miami-Dade County, zip code 33139 is home to the world-famous South Beach and Miami 

Beach, which attract visitors from across the globe. This area boasts beaches, a vibrant 

nightlife, and an Art Deco historic district. The neighboring zip code to the north, 33140, is home 

to Bayshore, Mid-Beach, Nautilus, and La Gorce. Two golf courses, numerous beachfront 

hotels, and the Mt. Sinai Medical Center are located within this zip code. Zip code 33131 

contains Downtown Miami, that is host to a variety of industries and is a draw for tourists. 
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Table 46. Number of People Employed at Businesses Subject to Impacts from 2040 10-

year Coastal Storm Conditions for Zip Codes with Greatest Number of Impacted 

Employees, Miami-Dade County 

NAICS Industry   

# of Employees at 
Impacted 

Businesses: 
33139 Zip Code 

NAICS Industry   

# of Employees at 
Impacted 

Businesses: 33140 
Zip Code 

NAICS Industry   

# of Employees at 
Impacted 

Businesses: 33131 
Zip Code 

Accommodation and food 
services 

1,115 Public administration 225 
Accommodation and 
food services 

580 

Retail trade 1,095 
Accommodation and 
food services 

220 
Real estate and rental 
and leasing 

225 

Real estate and rental and 
leasing 

420 
Arts, entertainment, and 
recreation 

185 
Other services, except 
public administration 

35 

Other services, except 
public administration 

350 
Health care and social 
assistance 

95 
Professional and 
technical services 

35 

Professional and technical 
services 

240 
Real estate and rental 
and leasing 

80 Retail trade 30 

All other industries 1,145 All other industries 265 All other industries 85 

Total Employees 4,360 Total Employees 1,075 Total Employees 985 

Notes:  

Employees rounded to nearest 5. 

 

In Monroe County, zip code 33040 contains Key West, the Naval Air Station, historical tourist 

attractions, and a U.S. Coast Guard station. Zip code 33042 contains Sugarloaf Key, Upper 

Sugarloaf Key, Big Torch Key, and Middle Torch Key to name a few. Many hotels and the 

Summerland Key Cove Airport operate within this zip code. Zip code 33050 is home to the 

towns of Marathon and Key Colony Beach, among others. This area boasts recreational options 

such as Sombrero Beach, golf courses, animal sanctuaries and aquariums, and The Florida 

Keys/Marathon International Airport.  

Table 47. Number of People Employed at Businesses Subject to Impacts from 2040 10-

year Coastal Storm Conditions for Zip Codes with Greatest Number of Impacted 

Employees, Monroe County 

NAICS Industry   

# of Employees at 
Impacted 

Businesses: 
33040 Zip Code 

NAICS Industry   

# of Employees at 
Impacted 

Businesses: 33042 
Zip Code 

NAICS Industry   

# of Employees at 
Impacted 

Businesses: 33050 
Zip Code 

Public administration 1,325 
Accommodation and 
food services 

35 Retail trade 15 

Educational services 100 Construction 10 Information 10 

Other services, except 
public administration 

30 Educational services 5 Construction 5 

Arts, entertainment, and 
recreation 

25 Retail trade 5 
Accommodation and 
food services 

5 

Construction 20 
Real estate and rental 
and leasing 

5 
Professional and 
technical services 

5 

All other industries 35 All other industries 5 All other industries 5 

Total Employees 1,535 Total Employees 65 Total Employees 50 

Notes:  

Employees rounded to nearest 5. 
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In Palm Beach County, zip code 33480 contains the City of Palm Beach, and is home to many 

beachfront hotels and clubs, golf courses, and residences. Zip code 33432 also boasts 

expansive beaches and contains parts of Boca Raton and Deerfield Beach. In addition to beach 

clubs and golf clubs, this zip code is home to shopping centers such as Mizner Park mall and 

cultural attractions such as the Boca Raton Museum of Art and the Mizner Park Cultural Center. 

Zip code 33401 contains the downtown area of the city of West Palm Beach, the most populous 

city in Palm Beach County.  

Table 48. Number of People Employed at Businesses Subject to Impacts from 2040 10-

year Coastal Storm Conditions for Zip Codes with Greatest Number of Impacted 

Employees, Palm Beach County 

NAICS Industry   

# of Employees 
at Impacted 
Businesses: 

33480 Zip Code 

NAICS Industry   

# of Employees 
at Impacted 
Businesses: 
33401 Zip Code 

NAICS Industry   

# of Employees 
at Impacted 
Businesses: 

33432 Zip Code 

Accommodation and food 
services 

2,260 
Professional and 
technical services 

ннр 
Real estate and rental and 
leasing 

135 

Professional and technical 
services 

445 
Health care and 
social assistance 

ммл 
Accommodation and food 
services 

60 

Finance and insurance 380 Wholesale trade фр 
Professional and technical 
services 

50 

Retail trade 320 Public administration ул 
Health care and social 
assistance 

40 

Health care and social 
assistance 

290 
Accommodation and 
food services 

рр Finance and insurance 20 

All other industries 625 All other industries 185 All other industries 100 

Total Employees  4,320 Total Employees 750 Total Employees 400 

Notes:  

Employees rounded to nearest 5. 
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Roadway Impacts 

To illustrate the vulnerabilities of core lifeline infrastructure of regional importance, an 

assessment was undertaken to identify heavily used major roadways that are subject to 

modeled coastal hazards in this study. Specifically, the modeled 10-year storm conditions for 

2020, 2040 and 2070 were evaluated to determine impacts on vehicle access, connectivity, and 

commuting. One case study was chosen for each of the Southeast Florida counties. Data on 

traffic flows was retrieved from the Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT) Roadway 

Characteristics datasets and data on commuting was sourced from the U.S. Census Bureauôs 

LEHD database. 

An important caveat of this analysis is that the exposure of roadways does not account for the 

expected depth of flooding. In some cases, depth of flooding could potentially be shallow 

enough to allow for vehicle access. However, shallow flooding would still cause substantial 

slowdowns and congestion, especially for highly trafficked roadways. For the purpose of this 

analysis, it was assumed that selected roadways subject to flooding are completely cut off.  

Additionally, exposure was only assessed for major roads. Major roads are defined as those that 

are included within FDOTôs statewide Roadway Characteristics datasets. In general, this 

dataset includes all highways, major corridors, and major/minor arterials, but does not include 

local neighborhood roads or roads within suburban blocks. To determine if an area was cut off 

by flooding, a visual inspection of satellite imagery was used to confirm that there were no 

alternate routes using local roads. However, in figures displaying exposed roadways, only major 

roads are shown.  
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Palm Beach Coastal Communities 
Palm Beach County 

While Palm Beach Countyôs topography is such 

that compared to the other three counties, less 

inland area is vulnerable to the modelled coastal 

hazard conditions, the communities situated on 

barrier islands along the coast are very vulnerable 

to coastal hazards. Impacts to road network 

connectivity are especially acute because along 

the barrier islands, there are frequent choke points 

where only a single road runs north to south. If that 

road is flooded, even for just a short stretch, this 

could cut off vehicle access for large areas. 

For example, under 2040 10-year storm 

conditions, access to more than 3 miles of barrier 

islands, running from Ocean Ridge in the south to 

portions of Palm Beach in the north, could be cut 

off. Figure 7 shows this area, along with the timing 

of vulnerability to major roads, with access points 

indicated. Table 49 summarizes each of the 

access routes, when they are projected to be 

impacted, and the average daily traffic as counted 

by FDOT in 2018. In addition to direct impacts on 

access (including access for emergency vehicles), 

3,100 people commute into this area and 1,800 

people leave this area for work, meaning that 

access to almost 5,000 jobs could be cut off under 

2040 10-year storm conditions. 

Table 49: Summary of Access Routes to Palm Beach Coastal Communities 

Access Route (south to north) 
Average Annual Daily Traffic 
(2018) 

Horizon Year Impacted by 10-year 
Storm Conditions 

Ocean Blvd / SR A1A 6,400 2040 

East Ocean Ave 11,300 2020 

Lake Ave / SR 802 12,100 2040 

Ocean Blvd / SR A1A 9,700 2040 

 

 

  

Figure 7. Major Roads Impacted by 10-year 

Storm Conditions and Key Access Routes Palm 

Beach Barrier Islands 
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Downtown Fort Lauderdale 
Broward County 

Downtown Fort Lauderdale is a major economic center for both Broward County and the 

Southeast Florida region. Most of this dense central business district is vulnerable to flooding 

under 2040 10-year storm conditions with a few major roads already vulnerable to flooding 

under 2020 conditions. Table 50 and Table 51 summarize under which condition each street is 

projected to be impacted, and the average daily traffic as counted by FDOT in 2018. 

Table 50: Summary of East/West Streets in Downtown Fort Lauderdale 

East/West Streets (from north to 
south)  

Average Annual Daily Traffic 
(2018) 

Horizon Year Impacted by 10-year 
Storm Conditions 

NE 4th St 3,500 2040 

NE 3rd St 2,400 2040 

NE 1st St No data 2040 

E Broward Blvd / SR 842 37,000 2040 

SE 2nd St 10,800 2020 

E Las Olas Blvd 14,300 2020 

 
Table 51: Summary of North/South Streets in Downtown Fort Lauderdale 

North/South Streets (from west to 
east)  

Average Annual Daily Traffic 
(2018) 

Horizon Year Impacted by 10-year 
Storm Conditions 

N Andrews Ave 16,800 2040 

NE 3rd Ave 25,500 2040 

Federal Hwy / US-1 47,500 2040 

 
Even though the area to which access would be cut off under 2040 10-year storm conditions is 

only 0.5 square miles, 27,600 people commute into this area to work (LEHD 2017). Figure 8 

shows major roads impacted by horizon year, area subject to flooding by horizon year, as well 

as the area could be cut off under 2040 10-year storm conditions. Note that the impacted area 

includes the Riverwalk Linear Park and Downtown Riverwalk District. 
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Figure 8: Major Roads Impacted by 10-year Storm Conditions in Downtown Fort 

Lauderdale 
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Miami Beach 
Miami-Dade County 

Miami Beach is both a residential and 

employment center that is particularly vulnerable 

to coastal flooding. Vehicular access to the area 

is limited to six routes. Three of these are 

vulnerable to flooding under 2020 10-year storm 

conditions, on/off ramps to I-195 could become 

partially blocked, and the other two routes are 

vulnerable under 2040 10-year storm conditions. 

Some of the impacted roads are also evacuation 

routes. In the event of storms coinciding with 

high tides, evacuating times could be affected. 

Based on current traffic patterns, if commuters 

are forced to take one of the northern routes, this 

could add up 1 hour to a rush hour commute 

between downtown Miami and downtown Miami 

Beach. Note that this estimate does not account 

for the added congestion associated with other 

commuters re-routing as well. In the area cut off 

under 2040 10-year storm conditions, which 

includes Surfside and Bal Harbor in addition to 

Miami Beach, 50,400 people commute in from 

outside, and 29,000 people commute from the 

area to work elsewhere (LEHD 2017). This 

means that under 2040 10-year storm 

conditions, access to almost 80,000 jobs could 

be blocked by flood waters.  

Table 52 summarizes the six access routes, under which condition they are projected to be 

impacted, and the average daily traffic as counted by FDOT in 2018. In some cases, while the 

bridges crossing Biscayne Bay are not impacted, all routes to access a bridge are impacted. 

Table 52: Summary of access routes to the Miami Beach area 

Access Route (south to north) Average Annual Daily Traffic 
(2018) 

Horizon Year Impacted by 10-year 
Storm Conditions 

SR A1A / MacArthur Causeway 66,000 2020 

Venetian Way / Dade Blvd 12,400 2020 

I-195 115,000 2040* 

SR 934 / NE 79th St 10,500 2020  

SR 922 / NE 123rd St 31,500 2040 

SR A1A / Collins Ave  46,500 2040 

Notes:  
*Some onramps/offramps impacted by 2020 

Figure 9: Major Roads Impacted by 10-year storm 

Conditions and Key Access Routes to Miami Beach 
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Lower Matecumbe Key 
Monroe County 

The majority of the Florida Keys are connected to the mainland, and to each other by the US-1. 

Preventing flooding on this road is of critical importance, both to the local economy and for 

evacuation planning. Most of the highway is well above sea level, but under 2070 10-year storm 

conditions there are several stretches that could be subject to flooding. One particularly long 

stretch is in Lower Matecumbe Key, where more than 2.5 miles of US-1 are vulnerable to 

flooding. As Lower Matecumbe Key is a narrow strip of land, there are no alternative routes and 

during flood events, access to the rest of the southwestern Keys, including Key West, would be 

completely cut off. 

This stretch of the US-1 has a traffic volume of 15,100 vehicles per day on average (FDOT 

2018). In the region southwest of Lower Matecumbe Key, 6,800 people commute in from 

outside, and 10,400 people commute from the area to work elsewhere (LEHD 2017), meaning 

that under 2070 10-year storm conditions, access to more than 17,000 jobs could be blocked. In 

addition, access for the 19,200 people who live and work within the area would likely also be 

impacted by additional flooding points along the US-1. 

Figure 10: Major roads impacted by the 10-year storm by horizon year on Lower 

Matecumbe Key 
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Appendix A ï Selection of Sea Level Rise and Water Level 

Conditions  

The selection of existing and future water level conditions and related mapping products is 

foundational to the assessment of exposed assets and property, which serves as a basis for the 

assessment of economic and fiscal consequences of potential coastal hazard impacts. An 

evaluation of water levels corresponding to existing high frequency coastal conditions, including 

the average daily high tide, annual tide, and the 10-year storm tide was undertaken, accounting 

for sea level rise projections adopted by the Southeast Florida Climate Change Compact 

(2019).  

Daily and Storm Tide Levels ï Existing Conditions 

To account for spatial variability of water levels along the Southeast Florida coastline, average 

tide levels were obtained for the locations of three National Oceanic and Atmospheric 

Administration (NOAA) tide stations and assigned to the Compact Counties based on their 

proximity to each station (see Table 53). 

Table 53. Representative Tide Stations for the Compact Counties 

Compact County Assigned NOAA Tide Station 

Palm Beach  Lake Worth Pier (#8722670)  

Broward Virginia Key (#87723214) 

Miami-Dade Virginia Key (#87723214) 

Monroe Key West (#8724580) 

 

Tidal datums available through NOAAôs website are calculated based on a 19-year tidal cycle, 

known as the National Tidal Datum Epoch (NTDE). The most recently published epoch is 1983-

2001 and is centered on the year 1992. To account for sea level rise that has occurred since 

1992, the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) Sea Level Tracker tool was used to obtain 

the most recent tidal datums centered on the year 2010 for the Virginia Key and Key West tide 

stations. Post-1980 observed sea level trends for the Key West (0.14 inches/year) and Virginia 

Key (0.23 inches/year) locations (obtained from the USACE Sea Level Tracker Tool) were then 

used to adjust the 2010 water levels to the year 2020.  

Sea level trends for the Lake Worth Pier were not available on the USACE Sea Level Tracker 

tool, resulting in the use of tide levels from the NOAA tide station website. Sea level rise that 

has occurred at Lake Worth Pier from 1992 to 2020 was accounted for by applying the 

historically observed rate of sea level rise (0.14 inches/year).  

In addition to tidal datums, storm tide conditions were obtained from each of the three NOAA 

tide stations. Storm tides include the effects of the astronomical tide and storm surge (due to 

atmospheric pressure, oceanographic, and meteorological effects). The existing storm tide 

levels were estimated by NOAA using a statistical analysis of measured annual maximum water 
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level data. Observed sea level rise occurring from 1992 to 2020 was applied to the storm tides 

at each station to represent present day conditions.  

To account for high-frequency tide conditions that may impact infrastructure and other assets in 

the region, the following conditions were evaluated: the mean higher high water (MHHW), 1-

year tide level, and the 10-year tide level. MHHW represents average daily high tide conditions 

and reflects areas that may be exposed to permanent tidal inundation conditions. The 1-year 

tide level represents tide conditions that are expected to occur 1-2 times each year. The 10-year 

tide level represents a small coastal storm or infrequently occurring raising of coastal water 

levels due to regional oceanographic conditions (such as has occurred over the past few years 

in Southeast Florida) that may result in temporary flooding of low-lying areas. Table 54 presents 

the relative tide conditions at each station. Water levels are presented relative to the North 

American Vertical Datum of 1988 (NAVD88), the national standard for referencing sea level 

elevations. 

Table 54. Existing Daily and Storm Tide Levels in Southeast Florida (2020) 

Physical Scenario 

Tide Levels Relative to NAVD88 

Lake Worth Pier 
(#8722670) 

Virginia Key 
(#8723214) 

Key West 
(#8724580) 

MHHW 
(average daily high tide) 

0.88 ft (10.5 in) 0.60 ft (7.2 in) 0.35 ft (4.2 in) 

1-year Tide Level 
(annual tide event) 

1.68 ft (20.2 in) 1.41 ft (16.9 in) 0.95 ft (11.4 in) 

10-year Tide Level 
(coastal storm event) 

3.06 ft (36.8 in) 2.79 ft (33.5 in) 1.80 ft (21.6 in) 

Notes:  
Definitions are available at https://tidesandcurrents.noaa.gov/datum_options.html  
NAVD88 is the current national standard to reference sea level elevations. 
Tide conditions have been adjusted to be relative to 2020 

 

Daily and Storm Tide Levels ï Future Conditions 

In December 2019, the Southeast Florida Regional Climate Compact updated recommended 

regional sea level rise projections to reflect findings of the NOAAôs sea level rise scenarios 

(Sweet et al. 2017). The updates reflect significant advances in understanding of changes in the 

cryosphere and regional factors contributing to sea level rise, includes an extreme scenario for 

sea level rise caused by rapid ice sheet loss from the West Antarctica ice sheet, and are 

associated with risk-based (probabilistic) planning capabilities. 

For the Project, NOAA Intermediate High projections were selected for the planning time 

horizons of 2020 (existing conditions), 2040, and 2070 to align with Compact recommendations 

for near-term infrastructure planning (see Figure 11).  

https://tidesandcurrents.noaa.gov/datum_options.html
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Figure 11. Updated Southeast Florida Regional Climate Change Compact Recommended 

Sea Level Rise Projections 

 

Each planning horizon (2020, 2040, and 2070) was evaluated under the three water level 

conditions: 1) average daily high tide, 2) annual tide, and 3) coastal storm tide. Sea level rise for 

each planning horizon was added to the existing conditions water levels to estimate future water 

level conditions (see Table 55, Table 56 and Table 57). 

Table 55. Future Tide Conditions for Lake Worth Pier Tide Station (Palm Beach County 

and Broward County) 

¸ŜŀǊ 

¢ƛŘŜ [ŜǾŜƭ wŜƭŀǘƛǾŜ ǘƻ b!±5уу 

MHHW 
ό!ǾŜǊŀƎŜ 5ŀƛƭȅ IƛƎƘ ¢ƛŘŜύ 

1-year Tide Level 
ό!ƴƴǳŀƭ ¢ƛŘŜ 9ǾŜƴǘύ 

10-year Tide Level 
ό/ƻŀǎǘŀƭ {ǘƻǊƳ 9ǾŜƴǘύ 

нлнл  лΦуу Ŧǘ όмлΦр ƛƴύ мΦсу Ŧǘ όнлΦн ƛƴύ оΦлс Ŧǘ όосΦу ƛƴύ 

нлпл  мΦтл Ŧǘ όнлΦо ƛƴύ нΦрл Ŧǘ όолΦм ƛƴύ оΦуу Ŧǘ όпсΦс ƛƴύ 

нлтл  оΦсо Ŧǘ όпоΦр ƛƴύ пΦпо Ŧǘ όроΦн ƛƴύ рΦум Ŧǘ όсфΦу ƛƴύ 

 
Table 56. Future Tide Conditions for Virginia Key Tide Station (Miami-Dade County) 

¸ŜŀǊ 

¢ƛŘŜ [ŜǾŜƭ wŜƭŀǘƛǾŜ ǘƻ b!±5уу 

MHHW 
ό!ǾŜǊŀƎŜ 5ŀƛƭȅ IƛƎƘ ¢ƛŘŜύ 

1-year Tide Level 
ό!ƴƴǳŀƭ ¢ƛŘŜ 9ǾŜƴǘύ 

10-year Tide Level 
ό/ƻŀǎǘŀƭ {ǘƻǊƳ 9ǾŜƴǘύ 

нлнл  лΦсл Ŧǘ όтΦн ƛƴύ мΦпм Ŧǘ όмсΦф ƛƴύ нΦтф Ŧǘ όооΦр ƛƴύ 

нлпл  мΦпн Ŧǘ όмтΦл ƛƴύ нΦно Ŧǘ όнсΦу ƛƴύ оΦсм Ŧǘ όпоΦо ƛƴύ 

нлтл  оΦор Ŧǘ όплΦн ƛƴύ пΦмс Ŧǘ όпфΦф ƛƴύ рΦрп Ŧǘ όссΦр ƛƴύ 
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Table 57. Future Tide Conditions for Key West Tide Station (Monroe County) 

¸ŜŀǊ 

¢ƛŘŜ [ŜǾŜƭ wŜƭŀǘƛǾŜ ǘƻ b!±5уу 

MHHW 
ό!ǾŜǊŀƎŜ 5ŀƛƭȅ IƛƎƘ ¢ƛŘŜύ 

1-year Tide Level 
ό!ƴƴǳŀƭ ¢ƛŘŜ 9ǾŜƴǘύ 

10-year Tide Level 
ό/ƻŀǎǘŀƭ {ǘƻǊƳ 9ǾŜƴǘύ 

нлнл  лΦор Ŧǘ όпΦн ƛƴύ лΦфр Ŧǘ όммΦп ƛƴύ мΦул Ŧǘ όнмΦс ƛƴύ 

нлпл  мΦмт Ŧǘ όмпΦм ƛƴύ мΦтт Ŧǘ όнмΦн ƛƴύ нΦсн Ŧǘ όомΦп ƛƴύ 

нлтл  оΦмл Ŧǘ όотΦн ƛƴύ оΦтл Ŧǘ όппΦп ƛƴύ пΦрр Ŧǘ όрпΦс ƛƴύ 

 

Sea Level Rise Scenarios and Mapping Layers 

Tidal inundation and storm flooding maps are a valuable tool for evaluating the potential 

exposure of infrastructure and other assets to current and future water level conditions. The 

maps are a useful means to evaluate the timing and extent of inundation and/or flooding that 

may be experienced based on projections of sea level rise. Tidal inundation and storm flooding 

maps can also assist decision-makers in identifying critical exposure thresholds where an entire 

area may be impacted.  

The effort to map the coastal hazard exposure of assets and property in Southeast Florida relied 

on readily-available sea level rise mapping layers prepared as a part of the University of 

Floridaôs Sea Level Scenario Sketch Planning Tool. The Sea Level Scenario Sketch Planning 

Tool mapping provides the geographical extent of water surface elevations corresponding to 

future sea level projections. The data sources and methodology used to create the mapping 

layers are presented in the Sea Level Scenario Sketch Planning Tool technical memorandum 

(UFL 2013). 

Mapping layers corresponding to the closest selected sea level rise projections for 2020, 2040, 

and 2070 were retrieved from the Sea Level Scenario Sketch Planning Tool database and used 

to create the tidal inundation and coastal storm flooding maps for the exposure assessment. 

Table 58, Table 59 and Table 60 list the Sea Level Scenario Sketch Planning Tool mapping layer 

year and identification code that was used for each scenario and planning horizon. Reported 

values of the closest available water levels have been adjusted to be relative to NAVD88 for 

consistency.   

Table 58. Closest Available Sea Level Rise Inundation Mapping Layer (Palm Beach 

County and Broward County) 

¸ŜŀǊ 

¢ƛŘŜ [ŜǾŜƭ wŜƭŀǘƛǾŜ ǘƻ b!±5уу 

MHHW 
όŀǾŜǊŀƎŜ Řŀƛƭȅ ƘƛƎƘ ǘƛŘŜύ 

1-year Tide Level 
όŀƴƴǳŀƭ ǘƛŘŜ ŜǾŜƴǘύ 

10-year Tide Level 
όŎƻŀǎǘŀƭ ǎǘƻǊƳ ŜǾŜƴǘύ 

нлнл  лΦфр Ŧǘ όммΦп ƛƴύ мΦср Ŧǘ όмфΦуƛƴύ нΦфр Ŧǘ όорΦп ƛƴύ 

нлпл  мΦтр Ŧǘ όнмΦл ƛƴύ нΦрр Ŧǘ όолΦс ƛƴύ пΦмр Ŧǘ όпфΦу ƛƴύ 

нлтл  оΦрр Ŧǘ όпнΦс ƛƴύ пΦор Ŧǘ όрнΦн ƛƴύ рΦур Ŧǘ όтлΦн ƛƴύ 
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Table 59. Closest Available Sea Level Rise Inundation Mapping Layer (Miami-Dade 

County) 

¸ŜŀǊ 

¢ƛŘŜ [ŜǾŜƭ wŜƭŀǘƛǾŜ ǘƻ b!±5уу 

MHHW 
όŀǾŜǊŀƎŜ Řŀƛƭȅ ƘƛƎƘ ǘƛŘŜύ 

1-year Tide Level 
όŀƴƴǳŀƭ ǘƛŘŜ ŜǾŜƴǘύ 

10-year Tide Level 
όŎƻŀǎǘŀƭ ǎǘƻǊƳ ŜǾŜƴǘύ 

нлнл  лΦсм Ŧǘ όтΦо ƛƴύ мΦпм Ŧǘ όмсΦф ƛƴύ нΦсм Ŧǘ όомΦо ƛƴύ 

нлпл  мΦпм Ŧǘ όмсΦф ƛƴύ нΦнм Ŧǘ όнсΦр ƛƴύ оΦум Ŧǘ όпрΦт ƛƴύ 

нлтл  оΦнм Ŧǘ όоуΦр ƛƴύ пΦпл Ŧǘ όпуΦм ƛƴύ рΦрм Ŧǘ όссΦм ƛƴύ 

 

Table 60. Closest Available Sea Level Rise Inundation Mapping Layer (Monroe County) 

¸ŜŀǊ 

¢ƛŘŜ [ŜǾŜƭ wŜƭŀǘƛǾŜ ǘƻ b!±5уу 

MHHW 
όŀǾŜǊŀƎŜ Řŀƛƭȅ ƘƛƎƘ ǘƛŘŜύ 

1-year Tide Level 
όŀƴƴǳŀƭ ǘƛŘŜ ŜǾŜƴǘύ 

10-year Tide Level 
όŎƻŀǎǘŀƭ ǎǘƻǊƳ ŜǾŜƴǘύ 

нлнл  лΦпр Ŧǘ όрΦо ƛƴύ лΦфр Ŧǘ όммΦп ƛƴύ мΦур Ŧǘ όннΦн ƛƴύ 

нлпл  мΦмр Ŧǘ όмоΦу ƛƴύ мΦур Ŧǘ όннΦн ƛƴύ нΦпр Ŧǘ όнфΦп ƛƴύ 

нлтл  оΦлр Ŧǘ όосΦс ƛƴύ оΦср Ŧǘ όпсΦу ƛƴύ пΦпр Ŧǘ όроΦп ƛƴύ 
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Appendix B ï Exposure Analysis Mapping  

The assessment of exposure to coastal storms and sea level rise and involved conducting a 

spatial analysis in GIS to estimate the timing and extent of temporary flooding and permanent 

inundation of the regionôs critical assets as well as flood/inundation depths for all parcels in the 

four counties. Sea level rise layers were overlaid on the locations of assets to estimate 

exposure to future water level conditions. 

Obtaining Sea Level Rise Inundation and Coastal Flood Data 

GIS mapping layers corresponding to the closest selected sea level rise projections for 2020, 

2040, and 2070 were obtained from the University of Florida GeoPlan Centerôs Sea Level 

Scenario Sketch Planning Tool database. This resource utilizes multiple data inputs to model 

inundation surfaces that will be used as a screening tool to identify assets that may be exposed 

to future sea level conditions. The map inputs include sea level rise projections, tide station 

datum information (e.g., mean sea level, mean higher high water, etc.) from NOAA tide stations 

in Florida, and digital elevation data, including LiDAR-derived datasets. Using this information, 

the GeoPlan Center created county-wide water surface digital elevation models (DEMs) relative 

to tidal datums recorded at each tide station to represent local conditions. The map layers 

include depth and extent of future flooding and inundation. These data are filtered for hydrologic 

connectivity to remove inland low-lying areas not connected to a major waterway and clipped all 

layers at shoreline and canal geometries to remove areas that are already open water. 

These readily-available sea level rise inundation mapping layers were selected to correspond 

with water level elevations of future average daily high tide and high-frequency storm events for 

each of the Compact Counties, as described in Appendix A. The mapping layers represent an 

extension of the water surface at the shoreline over inland topography and are used to evaluate 

potential vulnerability to sea level rise and high-frequency coastal conditions. In this 

assessment, overtopping only considers the stillwater levels associated with astronomical tides 

and storm surge and does not account for ñwave overtopping,ò which may occur along 

segments of the shoreline prior to stillwater overtopping.   

The maps used in this analysis do not account for wave height, rainfall, or other potential 

variations in conditions that could affect the depth of inundation at any given location. The 

methodology is GIS-based and does not consider the associated physics of overland flow, 

dissipation, levee/seawall overtopping, storm duration, effects of groundwater or potential 

shoreline or levee erosion associated with extreme water levels and waves. To account for 

these processes, a more sophisticated modeling effort would be required. However, given the 

uncertainties associated with sea level rise, future land use changes, development, and 

geomorphic changes that will occur over the next half century, a more sophisticated modeling 

effort may not necessarily provide more accurate results. 

Calculating Flood Depths by Parcel 

Parcel maps were obtained for all four counties from the Florida Department of Revenue. 

Attribute information, including land use and just value, were then joined to each parcel by 
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parcel ID. These data are submitted annually to the Department of Revenue by the assessor 

offices of each county and represent the most accurate parcel information available.  

The average depth of flooding was calculated for each parcel under each combined sea level 

rise and flooding scenario to serve as inputs for the economic modeling. The average flood 

depth of each parcel for each storm and tidal inundation scenario for each of the three time 

horizons (i.e., 2020, 2040, and 2070) was calculated using a GIS zonal statistics tool. This 

algorithm calculated the mean of the values of all flooded pixels within the area of each parcel 

from each of the flood depth datasets and assigned those values to the parcel by parcel ID. 

The average depth of flooding was preferred over maximum depth of flooding because it is less 

likely to result in overestimated damages; there were many cases where high maximum depth 

values were caused by parcels extending near open water or parcels that included ponds or 

other low topography where flooding would not realistically result in measurable impacts. This 

analysis resulted in tabular outputs that indicate the water depth at each parcel under each 

flooding and inundation scenario. These outputs were incorporated into the economic modeling.  

Note that for the economic modeling, for each parcel flood depth values for a given scenario, 

flood and inundation depth values were only assigned if more than 25 percent of the footprint of 

a parcel was exposed. As flood and inundation depths were calculated by parcel rather than by 

building, using this approach reduced incidents of flood and inundation depths being applied to 

structure damage calculations when in reality only non-structural portions of a parcel were 

flooded.   

Exposure Analysis by Asset Type 

This analysis identified critical assets that are exposed to inundation or flooding under each of 

the modeled coastal hazard conditions. The asset types assessed in this study closely mirror 

those included in the Southeast Florida Compact Vulnerability Study (2012).  

As flood depths had already been calculated for every parcel across the Southeast Florida 

counties in the previous step, exposure of individual asset types was assessed by identifying 

the parcels containing or contained by that asset type. Parcels with flood depth values greater 

than 0 for a given coastal condition scenario were considered impacted, while those with no 

flood depth values were not. Parcels for each asset type were selected using a variety of 

methods based on the format of the available asset data, which was often different between 

counties for the same asset type as described below.  

Polygon Data: Data for large assets (e.g., ports, airports) were generally available as polygons, 

which were used to select the underlying parcels. Multiple parcels that made up a single asset 

(e.g., one port) were grouped together. 

Point Data: GIS data for most asset types were available as points. Flood depths were not 

calculated for the points directly, because this method could result in assets being excluded if 

the pointôs location does not intersect with the modeled floodplains; conceptually inundation or 

flooding could intersect with the asset but not overlap with the georeferenced point feature. 
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Instead, the points were used to select the underlying parcels so that inundation and flood 

results would be based on the entire asset, not just the point. 

Manual Selection: In some cases where data for large assets was not provided by the 

Southeast Florida counties (either because the data was provided as points or because no data 

was available), satellite imagery and/or maps and plans available online were used to identify, 

manually select, and group the correct parcels. This manual selection was only performed for 

asset types were there was a small total number of assets that could be easily located via 

desktop research (e.g., ports, airports), but not for asset types where it was not feasible for the 

project team to identify the asset locations, either because the locations are not shared publicly 

(e.g., emergency shelters in some counties), or because there were too many assets to 

manually locate (e.g., pump stations in some counties). 

Selection Via Land Use Codes: For some asset types such as schools, GIS data was not 

uniformly available across all Southeast Florida counties. In such cases it was determined more 

accurate to identify schools by parcel via land use codes in the County Assessor data. Similarly, 

while some GIS datasets for protected natural lands were available, it was determined that the 

most accurate way to identify all open spaces was via land use codes. 

Exposure Analysis for Linear Assets (road and rail) 

For linear assets (i.e., road and rail), polygon inundation and flooding data was used to perform 

an overlay analysis that identified the linear assets exposed under each coastal condition 

scenario.  

Assigning Location Attributes: Before the overlay, it was necessary to assign location 

information to the assets so that the output tables could be summarized by county, city, or zip 

code. County, city and zip code boundaries were downloaded from the corresponding Southeast 

Florida counties publicly available GIS data portals. For each county, the county boundary, city 

limits and zip codes were converted to the same projection system and then merged into a 

single layer. In the case of Monroe County, the boundary was modified so that stretches 

between the Keys were still included. These composite boundary layers were then merged with 

the road and rail datasets so that the attribute information included county, city, and zip code 

fields. 

Roads: GIS data of major roads was acquired from the Florida Department of Transportation. 

While these data represent a subset of the complete street network, it was determined that 

these data were preferable compared to complete street data for the Southeast Florida counties 

because: 1) the attribute information included a road hierarchy that was uniform across all four 

counties; and 2) traffic volume data from FDOT could be joined to each segment. As the FDOT 

major streets layers containing functional class information and traffic volume information had 

identical geometries, these data could be merged into a single dataset via a spatial join. 

After the input major roads dataset was processed, it was clipped to the inundation or flooding 

area for each model of the model conditions. The lengths of the inundated portions under each 

modeling scenario were calculated. 
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Rail: GIS rail lines were acquired from the US Department of Transportation. This dataset was 

compared to satellite imagery to verify accuracy. No rail lines were identified in Monroe County. 

The dataset included the Miami Metrorail, a majority of which is elevated above the ground. To 

ensure that no elevated track was incorrectly identified as impacted by flooding, the project 

team conducted a visual inspection of the entire rail dataset and filtered out sections of track 

that were elevated. Track elevated on raised earth was not filtered, as this elevation is reflected 

in the digital elevation models that informed the inundation layers. 

After the rail dataset was processed, it was clipped to the inundation or flooding area for each 

modeling scenario. The lengths of the inundated or flooded portions under each modeling 

scenario were calculated. 

The USDOT rail dataset does include several types of rail that were determined to not be 

consequential for the analysis, such as abandoned rail lines, rail lines converted into trails, and 

switchyard track. These sections of track were filtered out using post-GIS processing.  

Table 61. GIS Data Sources 

!ǎǎŜǘ ¢ȅǇŜ .ǊƻǿŀǊŘ /ƻǳƴǘȅ tŀƭƳ .ŜŀŎƘ /ƻǳƴǘȅ aƛŀƳƛπ5ŀŘŜ /ƻǳƴǘȅ aƻƴǊƻŜ /ƻǳƴǘȅ 

tŀǊŎŜƭǎ 
όǎƘŀǇŜŦƛƭŜǎ ŀƴŘ 
ŀǎǎŜǎǎƻǊ Řŀǘŀ 
ǘŀōƭŜǎύ 

CƭƻǊƛŘŀ 5ŜǇŀǊǘƳŜƴǘ 
ƻŦ wŜǾŜƴǳŜ 

CƭƻǊƛŘŀ 5ŜǇŀǊǘƳŜƴǘ 
ƻŦ wŜǾŜƴǳŜ 

CƭƻǊƛŘŀ 5ŜǇŀǊǘƳŜƴǘ 
ƻŦ wŜǾŜƴǳŜ 

CƭƻǊƛŘŀ 5ŜǇŀǊǘƳŜƴǘ 
ƻŦ wŜǾŜƴǳŜ 

!ƛǊǇƻǊǘǎ .ǊƻǿŀǊŘ /ƻǳƴǘȅ 
όŘŀǘŀ ŦǊƻƳ нлмн 
ǎǘǳŘȅύ 

tŀǊŎŜƭǎ ǎŜƭŜŎǘŜŘ 
Ƴŀƴǳŀƭƭȅ ōȅ !9/ha 
όŘŀǘŀ ǇǊƻǾƛŘŜŘ ōȅ 
Ŏƻǳƴǘȅ ǿŀǎ ƛƴ Ǉƻƛƴǘǎύ 

aƛŀƳƛπ5ŀŘŜ /ƻǳƴǘȅ tŀǊŎŜƭǎ ǎŜƭŜŎǘŜŘ 
Ƴŀƴǳŀƭƭȅ ōȅ !9/ha 

tƻǊǘǎ .ǊƻǿŀǊŘ /ƻǳƴǘȅ 
όŘŀǘŀ ŦǊƻƳ нлмн 
ǎǘǳŘȅύ 

tŀǊŎŜƭǎ ǎŜƭŜŎǘŜŘ 
Ƴŀƴǳŀƭƭȅ ōȅ !9/ha 
όŘŀǘŀ ǇǊƻǾƛŘŜŘ ōȅ 
Ŏƻǳƴǘȅ ǿŀǎ 
ƛƴŎƻƳǇƭŜǘŜύ 

aƛŀƳƛπ5ŀŘŜ /ƻǳƴǘȅ tŀǊŎŜƭǎ ǎŜƭŜŎǘŜŘ 
Ƴŀƴǳŀƭƭȅ ōȅ !9/ha 

wŀƛƭǊƻŀŘǎ ¦{ 5h¢ ¦{ 5h¢ ¦{ 5h¢ ¦{ 5h¢ 

aŀƧƻǊ 
wƻŀŘǿŀȅǎ 

C[ 5h¢ C[ 5h¢ C[ 5h¢ C[ 5h¢ 

¢ǊŜŀǘƳŜƴǘ 
tƭŀƴǘǎ όǿŀǘŜǊΣ 
ǿŀǎǘŜǿŀǘŜǊύ 

.ǊƻǿŀǊŘ /ƻǳƴǘȅ 
όŘŀǘŀ ŦǊƻƳ нлмн 
ǎǘǳŘȅύ 

tŀƭƳ .ŜŀŎƘ /ƻǳƴǘȅ aƛŀƳƛπ5ŀŘŜ /ƻǳƴǘȅ aƻƴǊƻŜ /ƻǳƴǘȅ όŘƛŘ 
ƴƻǘ ƛƴŎƭǳŘŜ ²²¢tǎύ 

tǳƳǇ {ǘŀǘƛƻƴǎ 
όǿŀǘŜǊΣ 
ǿŀǎǘŜǿŀǘŜǊΣ 
ǎǘƻǊƳǿŀǘŜǊύ 

ƴƻǘ ǇǊƻǾƛŘŜŘ tŀƭƳ .ŜŀŎƘ /ƻǳƴǘȅ 
όŘƛŘ ƴƻǘ ƛƴŎƭǳŘŜ 
ǎǘƻǊƳǿŀǘŜǊ ǇǳƳǇ 
ǎǘŀǘƛƻƴǎύ 

aƛŀƳƛπ5ŀŘŜ /ƻǳƴǘȅ aƻƴǊƻŜ /ƻǳƴǘȅ 
όǇƻǘŀōƭŜ ǿŀǘŜǊ ǇǳƳǇ 
ǎǘŀǘƛƻƴǎ ƻƴƭȅύ 

tƻǿŜǊ tƭŀƴǘ .ǊƻǿŀǊŘ /ƻǳƴǘȅ 
όŘŀǘŀ ŦǊƻƳ нлмн 
ǎǘǳŘȅύ 

tŀƭƳ .ŜŀŎƘ /ƻǳƴǘȅ aƛŀƳƛπ5ŀŘŜ /ƻǳƴǘȅ aƻƴǊƻŜ /ƻǳƴǘȅ 
όǎǳōǎŜǘ ƻŦ ŎǊƛǘƛŎŀƭ 
ŦŀŎƛƭƛǘƛŜǎ ŘŀǘŀǎŜǘύ 

{ǳōǎǘŀǘƛƻƴǎ .ǊƻǿŀǊŘ /ƻǳƴǘȅ 
όŘŀǘŀ ŦǊƻƳ нлмн 
ǎǘǳŘȅύ 

tŀƭƳ .ŜŀŎƘ /ƻǳƴǘȅ aƛŀƳƛπ5ŀŘŜ /ƻǳƴǘȅ aƻƴǊƻŜ /ƻǳƴǘȅ 
όǎǳōǎŜǘ ƻŦ ŎǊƛǘƛŎŀƭ 
ŦŀŎƛƭƛǘƛŜǎ ŘŀǘŀǎŜǘύ 
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!ǎǎŜǘ ¢ȅǇŜ .ǊƻǿŀǊŘ /ƻǳƴǘȅ tŀƭƳ .ŜŀŎƘ /ƻǳƴǘȅ aƛŀƳƛπ5ŀŘŜ /ƻǳƴǘȅ aƻƴǊƻŜ /ƻǳƴǘȅ 

IƻǎǇƛǘŀƭǎ .ǊƻǿŀǊŘ /ƻǳƴǘȅ tŀƭƳ .ŜŀŎƘ /ƻǳƴǘȅ aƛŀƳƛπ5ŀŘŜ /ƻǳƴǘȅ aƻƴǊƻŜ /ƻǳƴǘȅ 
όǎǳōǎŜǘ ƻŦ ŎǊƛǘƛŎŀƭ 
ŦŀŎƛƭƛǘƛŜǎ ŘŀǘŀǎŜǘύ 

9ƳŜǊƎŜƴŎȅ 
{ƘŜƭǘŜǊǎ 

.ǊƻǿŀǊŘ /ƻǳƴǘȅ tŀƭƳ .ŜŀŎƘ /ƻǳƴǘȅ bƻǘ ǇǊƻǾƛŘŜŘϝϝ aƻƴǊƻŜ /ƻǳƴǘȅ 
όǎǳōǎŜǘ ƻŦ ŎǊƛǘƛŎŀƭ 
ŦŀŎƛƭƛǘƛŜǎ ŘŀǘŀǎŜǘύ 

{ŎƘƻƻƭǎ CƭƻǊƛŘŀ 5ŜǇŀǊǘƳŜƴǘ 
ƻŦ wŜǾŜƴǳŜ όǇŀǊŎŜƭπ
ƭŜǾŜƭ ƭŀƴŘ ǳǎŜ ŎƻŘŜǎύ 

CƭƻǊƛŘŀ 5ŜǇŀǊǘƳŜƴǘ 
ƻŦ wŜǾŜƴǳŜ όǇŀǊŎŜƭπ
ƭŜǾŜƭ ƭŀƴŘ ǳǎŜ ŎƻŘŜǎύ 

CƭƻǊƛŘŀ 5ŜǇŀǊǘƳŜƴǘ 
ƻŦ wŜǾŜƴǳŜ όǇŀǊŎŜƭπ
ƭŜǾŜƭ ƭŀƴŘ ǳǎŜ ŎƻŘŜǎύ 

CƭƻǊƛŘŀ 5ŜǇŀǊǘƳŜƴǘ 
ƻŦ wŜǾŜƴǳŜ όǇŀǊŎŜƭπ
ƭŜǾŜƭ ƭŀƴŘ ǳǎŜ ŎƻŘŜǎύ 

aŀǊƛƴŀǎ .ǊƻǿŀǊŘ /ƻǳƴǘȅ 
όŘŀǘŀ ŦǊƻƳ нлмн 
ǎǘǳŘȅύ ϝ 

tŀƭƳ .ŜŀŎƘ /ƻǳƴǘȅ aƛŀƳƛπ5ŀŘŜ /ƻǳƴǘȅ aƻƴǊƻŜ /ƻǳƴǘȅ 

bŀǘǳǊŀƭ κ hǇŜƴ 
{ǇŀŎŜ !ǊŜŀǎ 
όǇŀǊƪǎΣ 
ōŜŀŎƘŜǎΣ 
ǿŜǘƭŀƴŘǎύ 

CƭƻǊƛŘŀ 5ŜǇŀǊǘƳŜƴǘ 
ƻŦ wŜǾŜƴǳŜ όǇŀǊŎŜƭπ
ƭŜǾŜƭ ƭŀƴŘ ǳǎŜ ŎƻŘŜǎύ 

CƭƻǊƛŘŀ 5ŜǇŀǊǘƳŜƴǘ 
ƻŦ wŜǾŜƴǳŜ όǇŀǊŎŜƭπ
ƭŜǾŜƭ ƭŀƴŘ ǳǎŜ ŎƻŘŜǎύ 

CƭƻǊƛŘŀ 5ŜǇŀǊǘƳŜƴǘ 
ƻŦ wŜǾŜƴǳŜ όǇŀǊŎŜƭπ
ƭŜǾŜƭ ƭŀƴŘ ǳǎŜ ŎƻŘŜǎύ 

CƭƻǊƛŘŀ 5ŜǇŀǊǘƳŜƴǘ 
ƻŦ wŜǾŜƴǳŜ όǇŀǊŎŜƭπ
ƭŜǾŜƭ ƭŀƴŘ ǳǎŜ ŎƻŘŜǎύ 

Notes: 

*While point data for marinas was provided by Broward County, the dataset was determined to be unusable for this analysis because the 
point locations of each marina were located on streets in front of the marinas, not within the Marinas themselves. Therefore, these point 
locations could neither be used to identify marina parcels nor be assessed for exposure directly.  
** Emergency shelter locations were not provided by Miami-Dade County due to security concerns. 
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Figure 12. Broward County Exposure to Average Daily High Tide (MHHW)  
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Figure 13. Broward County Exposure to 1-Year Tide Event (King Tide)  
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Figure 14. Broward County Exposure to 10-Year Tide Event  
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Figure 15. Miami-Dade County Exposure to Average Daily High Tide (MHHW)  
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Figure 16. Miami-Dade County Exposure to 1-Year Tide Event (King Tide) 
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Figure 17. Miami-Dade County Exposure to 10-Year Tide Event 
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Figure 18. Monroe County Exposure to Average Daily High Tide (MHHW) 
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Figure 19. Monroe County Exposure to 1-Year Tide Event (King Tide) 
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Figure 20. Monroe County Exposure to 10-Year Tide Event  
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Figure 21. Palm Beach County Exposure to Average Daily High Tide (MHHW) 

 
































































































