RecommendedRrojection
of SeallevelFRisénintthe
Tampa BayRegion

Submitted to the Tampa Bay Regional Planning Council by the

Tampa Bay Climate Science Advisory Panel
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Zahnba A,
A Regional economy

valuedat $170 billion

A $51 billion directly
Influenced bylampaBay

» RESEARCH LOOKS AT WATERSHED EMPLOYMENT

JOB DEPENDENCY

Tampa Bay Regional Planning Council
data shows how the Bay impacts jobs.
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HEALTHY BAY

1out of every 5 jobs in the TBEP
Watershed depend on a healthy bay.

$22B

within all six counties

13%

of economy for all six counties

WATER QUALITY
PROGRESS IN TAMPA BAY

Darker blue indicates poor water quality.
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A Scientificdata shows region is already
experiencing sedevel rise
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http://tidesandcurrents.noaa.gov/stationhome.html?id=8726520

I —— Monthly MSL (ft) -~ Linear Trend (ft)



http://tidesandcurrents.noaa.gov/stationhome.html?id=8726520
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A Tampa/St. Petersburgs 1 othe 10most
vulnerable coastal metropolitan areas




Tampa Bay
Climate SciencerAdvisoryRPanel

A Formedin 2014

A GOAL

Collaborativelydevelop recommendationdor local
governmentsand regionalagenciesas they respond
to climatechangeandassociatedealevelrise(SLR
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Scientific Membership

Convener UF/IFAS Extension, Florida Sea Grant
A Federal, State, Regional Agencies
A Academic Institutions
A Local Governments

IFAS Extension

UNIVERSITY of FLORIDA

Florida
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Working Objective #1

Formulate a recommendatio?kfor a unified SLR
projection in the Tampe&ﬁ@rebion
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Process

Facilitated
Discussion

Literature Context
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Estimated Relative Seal kevel Ehange

St. Petersburg, FL (FeetlOAAStation #8726520
All values are expressedfeet relative to LMSL

NOAA NOAA NOAA NOAA
Year Low Int Low Int High High
(Feet) (Feet) (Feet) (Feet)
19923 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
2025 0.28 0.38 0.60 0.84
2035 0.37 0.53 0.90 1.31
2050 0.50 0.80 1.46 222
2065 0.63 1.10 2.5 335
2075 0.71 1.33 2.68 423
— I —
2100 0.93 697 4.26> 6.89
\ /




RSLCin feet (LMSL)

Relative Sea ILenvelChange Seenarios

St. Petersburg, FL (Feet), NOAA Station #8726520
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1) 001 EAAOEI T O I £ 3,2 OEI O]
using the St. Petersburg tide gauge.

2) Projectionsof SLR should be consistent with NCA
(NOAA) estimates and methods.

3) Adaptationplanning should employ a scenatimsed

approach that considers, at a minimum, location,
time horizon and risk tolerance.




