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AGENDA
MEETING OF THE
HAMPTON ROADS CHESAPEAKE BAY COMMITTEE
REGIONAL STORMWATER MANAGEMENT COMMITTEE
July 12,2012
10:00 A.M.

1. Summary of the June 7, 2012 Meeting of the Hampton Roads Chesapeake Bay and
Regional Stormwater Management Committees.

The attendance sheet and summary of the June 7, 2012 Meeting of the Hampton Roads
Chesapeake Bay and Regional Stormwater Management Committees are attached.

Attachments: 1A -June 7,2012 Summary
1B - June 7, 2012 Sign-in Sheet

ACTION: Accept the Meeting Summary.
2. SealLevel Rise

The HRPDC staff will lead a discussion on the HRPDC FY 2010-2011 Climate Change
Final Report. The HRPDC staff will also update the Committee on several related
projects in the region. Appendices will be made available through the HRPDC website.

Attachments: 2A  FY2010-2011 HRPDC Climate Change Main Report

2B FY2010-2011 HRPDC Climate Change Report Appendix A -
Outreach and Coordination

2C FY2010-2011 HRPDC Climate Change Report Appendix B -
Sample Presentations

2D FY2010-2011 HRPDC Climate Change Report Appendix C -
Climate Change Adaptation Work By Other Coastal Zone PDCs

2E  FY2010-2011 HRPDC Climate Change Report Appendix D - Sea
Level Rise Map Book

ACTION: Recommend the HRPDC approve the report for publication and distribution.
3. LIDAR Update

Recently, the State, through VITA (Virginia Technology Authority) and VGIN (Virginia
Geographic Information Network), identified an opportunity to work with the U.S.
Geological Survey and the National Geospatial Intelligence Agency (NGA) to acquire
high resolution LIDAR coverage for a substantial portion of the region at a significantly
lower cost. The HRPDC staff will brief the Committee on this initiative.



ACTION: None required.
4. Coastal Zone Grant Project: Land and Water Quality Protection in Hampton Roads

The HRPDC has recently started a new initiative entitled “Land and Water Quality
Protection in Hampton Roads,” which will focus on developing implementable policies
and procedures to help localities meet the requirements of new stormwater regulations
and the Chesapeake Bay TMDL. The HRPDC staff will give two presentations that will:

1) Identify the requirements of the revised stormwater regulations and the
Chesapeake Bay TMDL.

2) Discuss existing checklists that have been developed to evaluate local
government codes and ordinances for water quality protection.

ACTION: None required.
5. Stormwater Regulations and Local Programs Update

The Virginia DCR will be holding a Stormwater Management Regulation Regional
Outreach Meeting at the HRPDC on July 12, 2012 at 12:30 p.m. The meeting agenda is
attached. Local government staff involved in stormwater, planning, development and
permits, codes and compliance, and finance are encouraged to attend.

Attachment: 5A_DCR_SWRollout_Agenda_7_12_12
ACTION: None required.
6. Status Reports

Hampton Roads Planning District Commission
Hampton Roads Sanitation District

Soil and Water Conservation Districts
Department of Conservation and Recreation
Department of Environmental Quality

U.S. Geological Survey

Department of Transportation

U.S. Navy

Local Programs

Stimulus Project Report

SrmommouOwRe

ACTION: None required.

7. Other Matters



ATTACHMENT 1A
THE DRAFT SUMMARY OF THE MEETING OF THE
HAMPTON ROADS CHESAPEAKE BAY COMMITTEE, THE
REGIONAL STORMWATER MANAGEMENT COMMITTEE AND THE
CHESAPEAKE BAY IMPLEMENTATION SUBCOMMITTEE
June 7, 2012

1. Summary of the May 3, 2012 Meeting of the Hampton Roads Chesapeake Bay and
Regional Stormwater Management Committees and Chesapeake Bay
Implementation Subcommittee

The Summary of the May 3, 2012 Meeting of the Hampton Roads Chesapeake Bay and
Regional Stormwater Management Committees and Chesapeake Bay Implementation
Subcommittee was approved as distributed.

2. Reality Check

Ms. Sara Kidd, HRPDC, gave a presentation to the Committee on Reality Check, a
regional visioning exercise organized by the Urban Land Institute and held at the TED
Conference Center on May 17, 2012. HRPDC and HRTPO were both partners in the
event. The event brought together over 300 stakeholders, including elected officials,
local government staff, institutional representatives, and private citizens to discuss how
and where Hampton Roads should grow as a region. Using growth projections
developed by HRPDC and HRTPO, small groups of stakeholders allocated that growth
throughout the region using guiding principles developed for each table. Each table
used LEGOs to represent growth in housing and jobs on a map covering most of the
region. Top guiding principles included:

1) Develop multi-modal, connected transportation systems

2) Foster diversity in business and housing and maintain local character
3) Promote mixed use development with diversity of housing types

4) Preserve natural areas, open space, agriculture, and historic resources
5) Redevelop and infill areas with existing infrastructure

6) Maintain compatibility and collaboration with military

7) Regional approach to environmental stewardship and transportation

Barriers and challenges included:

1) Lack of multi-jurisdictional collaboration
2) Potential loss of military presence

3) Cultural inertia, suburban mentality

4) Environmental regulations and changes
5) Lightrail

6) Resistance to raising new revenue

7) Retention and attraction of talent



Some of the scenarios developed by the tables included “compact infill”, “horizontal
expansion”, and “polycentric centers”. ODU’s Center for Real Estate and Economic
Development will analyze the results of the event and prepare a report.

Ms. Fran Geissler, James City County, asked if the list of attendees had been made
publicly available. Ms. Kidd stated that it may be included in the final report, due in the
fall.

Mr. Clay Bernick, Virginia Beach, stated that one of the topics at his table was the
impact(s) of the military realignment to focus more on Asia and the Pacific than Europe
and how that might affect military facilities in Hampton Roads.

. Stormwater Regulations and Local Programs Update

Ms. Barbara Brumbaugh, Chesapeake, and Ms. June Whitehurst, Norfolk, updated the
Committee on the discussions of the state’s local government advisory committee
(LGAC). The NOIRA for the Stormwater General Permit has been released, and
comments will be taken until June 20. Nominees are still being accepted for the
advisory committee. Grandfathering rules have been finalized. A Pre-Draft Model
Ordinance has been released for initial comments, which will be taken through June 30.
Local comments will be incorporated before the ordinance is submitted to the Attorney
General’s office for review. An E-Permitting survey has been distributed; local
governments are requested to fill it out. DCR is also developing a program snapshot
survey to gauge where local program are currently in their updates.

The stormwater checklist was discussed at the LGAC meeting. One component of the
checklist will be the identification of each locality’s certified plan reviewers. The Center
for Watershed Protection is developing a certification process. All reviewers will have
to take the new test as their existing erosion and sediment control and/or stormwater
certifications expire. Professional engineers will still be exempt. Localities will need to
have certified reviewers in place by July 1, 2014. Mr. Noah Hill, DCR, stated that there
will be some grandfathering of existing certifications.

The Committee discussed the current draft of the model ordinance. There were some
concerns that it reads more like a state regulation than a local ordinance. Also, there is
no comprehensive list as yet of what components should be in a local ordinance. All
related ordinances (erosion and sediment control, stormwater, etc.) will have to
modified, and localities need a checklist for what changes are required.

Another concern is the lag between when the new regulations go into effect on July 1,
2012 and when new programs are required to be in place on July 1, 2014. No guidance
has been given from the state on how to address permits during the gap.

Mr. Hill stated that DCR will have Chesapeake Bay liaisons assisting with reviews and
ordinances.



The next LGAC meeting will be held June 14, 2012.

Mr. Tim Hare, CH2ZMHill, stated that DCR is struggling with the new regulations in part
because they are now statewide regulations, and that many localities outside Tidewater
are starting from scratch.

Public meetings will be held to go over the stormwater regulatory changes. HRPDC will
be hosting one of these meetings on July 12, 2012.

Ms. Whitehurst stated that the July public meeting should focus on Hampton Roads-
specific needs and issues.

Mr. John Carlock, HRPDC, stated that these meetings are being held for each PDC, and
that the state has been asked to provide specific information.

Mr. Hill asked for Committee members to let him know what localities need and want in
terms of information and assistance.

. Sea Level Rise

Mr. Benjamin McFarlane, HRPDC, gave a presentation to the Committee on the FY2010-
2011 HRPDC Climate Change Final Report. The report documents the methodologies
and results of a study of the region’s exposure to sea level rise, as well as various public
outreach and partnership efforts undertaken on related projects during the grant
period. The goals of the study were to develop a GIS tool to model the region’s exposure
to sea level rise and demonstrate its use. The report also describes a tool developed by
the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) to incorporate future projections of sea level
rise into the planning and design of infrastructure projects. The analysis results are
summarized as maps and tables for each locality and the region as a whole.

Several comments on the report were received from localities (Hampton, Poquoson,

Virginia Beach) and other organizations (ODU, VIMS):

- The uncertainty of the elevation data should be explicitly stated in the report

- The findings and resulting maps should be described as general

- The text should better differentiate between the scenarios used in the USACE tool
and the sea level rise estimates used in the analysis

- The analysis should use better elevation data

- The USACE tool may not be appropriate for regional SLR scenarios

- The analysis did not incorporate shoreline protection

- The results maps should be at the same scale

- The analysis may overstate localities’ exposure

- The 100-year analysis period is inappropriate for planning

The Committee had several comments:
- The difference between mean sea level (MSL) and spring high tide (SHT) should be
made more explicit.



- Given the uncertainty in the data, perhaps the findings should be described as
“preliminary” and updated as better data becomes available.
- More time should be given for localities to review the report.

Mr. McFarlane presented three different map book alternatives to the Committee for
their comments. These map books display the region’s exposure using a set of maps at
the same scale and not confined to individual localities. The Committee suggested using
the map book that is based on USGS quadrangle maps.

Based on the comments received from the Committee, the Committee decided to table a
recommendation on the report until the July Joint Environmental Committee meeting,
to allow for more time for localities to review the report. Mr. McFarlane and Mr. Carlock
offered to meet with any localities that wish to talk about the report and its findings.

For more information, please contact Mr. McFarlane (bmcfarlane@hrpdcva.gov).

Coastal Zone Management (CZM) Program

Mr. McFarlane reported to the Committee that several proposals had been received for
CZM PDC competitive grants, and that a subcommittee of HRPDC staff and Committee
members would meet to go over the proposals and make a recommendation to the
Commission. Mr. Bernick volunteered to be on the subcommittee.

Summary of “Opportunities and Constraints for Nutrient Reductions on Private
Property” Study

The Committee recommended that the Commission approve the report, “Reducing
Nutrients on Private Property: Evaluation of Programs, Practices, and Incentives.”

2012 Hampton Roads Sustainable Living Expo

Mr. Tim Cole and Ms. Melisa Ingram, Virginia Beach City Public Schools, announced that
the 2012 Hampton Roads Sustainable Living Expo will be held at the Virginia Beach
Convention Center from September 28-29. The Expo will focus on steps localities,
businesses, and residents can take to promote sustainability. More information is
available on the Expo’s website: www.hrsustainablelivingexpo.com.

Status Reports

Due to meeting time constraints there were no status reports.

Other Matters

The next meeting of the Joint Environmental Committee is scheduled for July 12, 2012

at the HRPDC office in Chesapeake, Virginia. Materials will be sent in advance for
review.


mailto:bmcfarlane@hrpdcva.gov
http://www.hrsustainablelivingexpo.com/
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CLIMATE CHANGE IN HAMPTON ROADS
PHASE I11: SEA LEVEL RISE IN HAMPTON ROADS, VIRGINIA

This report was funded, in part, by the Virginia Coastal Zone Management Program
at the Virginia Department of Environmental Quality through
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The views expressed herein are those of the authors and do not necessarily reflect the views
of the U.S Department of Commerce, NOAA or any of its subagencies.
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Preparation of this report was included in the HRPDC Unified
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June 16, 2010, and in the HRPDC Unified
Planning Work Program for FY 2011-2012, approved by the
Commission at its Executive Committee Meeting of
June 16, 2011.
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ABSTRACT

This report provides a summary of the third and final year of the Hampton Roads Planning District
Commission’s Climate Change Adaptation project. The report contains six major sections. The first
section discusses historic and projected sea level rise in Hampton Roads. The second section
describes the various datasets used in this analysis. The third section describes the methodology
used for the analysis. The fourth section provides a brief summary of the results. The fifth section
summarizes the project, provides some recommendations, and offers some next steps. The report
also includes documentation of the project’s public outreach and coordination efforts and a map
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Since 2008, the Hampton Roads Planning District Commission (HRPDC) has been engaged in a
three-year focal area grant project, partially funded by the Virginia Coastal Zone Management
Program (VCZMP), on Climate Change Adaptation. This report summarizes the work for the third
and final year of that project. The first year focused on researching the types of impacts that the
Hampton Roads region could potentially experience from climate change and on engaging and
educating local government staffs about those impacts. The focus during the second year was on
analyzing the impacts of storm surge flooding on various sectors, such as the built environment and
economy, and on engaging the public. This final year has focused on analyzing the potential future
impacts of sea level rise on the region’s population, built environment, infrastructure, economy, and
natural environment. This was done through the use of geographic information systems (GIS)
analysis, which had two primary goals: first, to develop a GIS tool to model the impacts of sea level

rise, and second, to demonstrate the use of this tool for Hampton Roads.

The geographic analysis presented in this report attempts to identify which areas in Hampton
Roads are potentially vulnerable to sea level rise and to estimate the region’s exposure and
vulnerability to sea level rise, using datasets that represent the region’s elevation and topography,
population, housing, private property, businesses, and natural resources. The analysis is based on a
one-meter local sea level rise scenario. This scenario was chosen based on the quality of the
available elevation data; one meter of global sea level rise is also considered to be possible by the
end of the 21st century according to current research. Since Hampton Roads is experiencing sea
level rise at a rate greater than the current global average, a one-meter scenario of local sea level
rise by 2100 is both plausible and defensible for this analysis. Although planning for that far into
the future is not common for many localities, the planning decisions made today may have
consequences significantly longer than the typical twenty, thirty, or forty-year planning horizon.
Since a regionally consistent LIDAR dataset was not available, the analysis uses an elevation dataset
developed by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency that measure elevation of dry land relative
to spring high tide. This makes the dataset useful for measuring potential impacts to the built
environment. However, the quality of the elevation data is not as high as LIDAR; for this reason the
analysis is based on a scenario of one meter of sea level rise. It includes low, medium, and high

estimates that explicitly take into account the uncertainty in the elevation data. This may in some
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cases overestimate the actual exposure of individual localities and the region. However, since the
elevation data is referenced to spring high tide, it is almost certain that the exposure estimates will
be higher than an analysis using data referenced to mean sea level. As such, any comparisons
between analyses should be done with care. It is also important to note that the maps produced in
the analysis do not show areas that would only be permanently inundated, but also areas that

would be occasionally or regularly subjected to tidal flooding.

The results indicate that Hampton Roads has many assets that are vulnerable to future sea level
rise. Several localities, including Chesapeake, Gloucester County, Hampton, Norfolk, Poquoson,
Portsmouth, Virginia Beach, and York County, appear to be particularly vulnerable. However, for
several reasons, the results should be treated as general estimates resulting from potential sea level
rise. The maps and calculations result from projections based on the analysis assumptions and
should not be viewed as predictions of future conditions. Principally among these is that the
analysis was based solely on elevation and did not attempt to incorporate either flood protection or
shoreline stabilization infrastructure. As such, the results should be interpreted as baseline
estimates of potential impacts should no adaptation occur. Given that Hampton Roads has
experienced a significant long-term sea level rise trend in the recent past, it is likely that some sea
level rise will occur locally in the future. Since some development has already occurred and
continues to occur in vulnerable areas, localities should begin planning now for sea level rise.
Possible measures that localities can take include modifying comprehensive and other long-range
plans and incorporating future sea level conditions into the planning, design, and construction of
projects in vulnerable areas. Which adaptation strategies are most appropriate will depend on both
the resources available to localities and the amount and character of existing developments. Sea
level rise also poses challenges for the implementation of regulatory programs and laws, such as
the Chesapeake Bay Preservation Act and its associated regulations, wetlands protection, floodplain
management, and hazard mitigation efforts. These programs provide potential opportunities for

localities to adapt to sea level rise within the existing regulatory framework.
Based on the work conducted during this three-year grant project, including analysis, research, and

discussions with locality staffs and other stakeholders, HRPDC staff has developed the following

findings and recommendations.
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Table 1: Findings and Recommendations

FINDINGS

Hampton Roads does not yet have the necessary
regionally consistent elevation data to accurately
assess sea level rise impacts.

Sea level rise will be a major issue for several
Hampton Roads localities.

There is not yet official state or federal regulatory
guidance for addressing sea level rise.

The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers has developed
guidance for incorporating sea level rise into
infrastructure projects.

Subsidence and its impacts on local sea level rise
rates are not well-documented.

Effective adaptation strategies will vary based on
context, feasibility, and popular support.

Acknowledgements:

RECOMMENDATIONS

HRPDC should continue to work to acquire the
necessary data.

Localities should begin planning for sea level rise
through their comprehensive plans and other plans
and policies, including working with other
stakeholders in the region, such as educational
institutions and major government landowners and
agencies.

Hampton Roads should work with state and federal
elected officials and staff to develop and fund
guidance and assistance to affected communities.

Localities and other should consider using this
guidance for project planning and design.

The region should continue to study the causes
and rates of subsidence in Hampton Roads and
their impacts on relative sea level rise.

The region should continue studying potential
strategies for adapting to sea level rise and other
climate change impacts.

As part of the review process for this report, comments were solicited from Hampton Roads local

governments through the regional Stormwater Management and Chesapeake Bay Committees, as

well as several academic and non-government organizations. Comments were received from the

Cities of Hampton, Poquoson, and Virginia Beach, as well as representatives from Old Dominion

University and the Virginia Institute of Marine Science. These comments were incorporated into the

report and analysis to the best extent possible. The Hampton Roads Planning District Commission

thanks all those who took the time to review and comment on the report.
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INTRODUCTION

Since 2008, the staff of the Hampton Roads Planning District Commission has been working on a
three-year Sustainable Coastal Communities Focal Area Grant, partially funded by the Virginia
Coastal Zone Management Program (VCZMP), focused on Climate Change Adaptation. The first year
of the HRPDC'’s Climate Change Adaptation project focused on identifying the broad impacts of
climate change on the Hampton Roads region and engaging local governments in identifying
vulnerabilities and adaptation options. Through that process as well as cooperative efforts with
other researchers and stakeholders, sea level rise and storm surge flooding were identified as two
of the region’s most pressing concerns related to climate change. The second year of the grant
followed up on the first year’s findings, focusing on quantitatively analyzing the region’s current
vulnerability to storm surge flooding. During the second phase of the project HRPDC staff used
geographic information systems (GIS) to analyze the impacts of storm surge flooding on the
region’s population, businesses, roadways, and critical infrastructure. This analysis provided
quantitative support for anecdotal evidence that the Hampton Roads region is already significantly
vulnerable to flooding during storm events. More specifically, the analysis found that Chesapeake,
Hampton, Norfolk, Poquoson, Portsmouth, and Virginia Beach were particularly vulnerable to
storm flooding. This third phase focuses explicitly on vulnerability to sea level rise, in terms of
potential impacts to the region’s population, property, infrastructure, economy, and natural

resources.

While understanding and analyzing current vulnerabilities to storm surge flooding is important for
a variety of reasons, such as protecting lives and property, understanding how sea level rise could
affect the region in the future is particularly important. Localities need to make informed decisions
about the location and character of private development and infrastructure construction. Sea level
rise will affect existing development, but it may also affect development that has not yet taken place
if potential future conditions are not taken into account. Without planning for sea level rise,
localities may encourage development in areas that will be increasingly vulnerable to flooding or
inundation, which will inflict costs on both residents and local governments. Currently, many local
governments have planned for the continued development of areas that are vulnerable to sea level

rise (Titus, et al. 2009). Developing these lands will not only increase the vulnerability of the built
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environment to sea level rise; it will also negatively affect the natural environment as it attempts to

adapt to rising waters.

This report documents efforts to improve upon the GIS tool developed for the storm surge analysis
to analyze the potential impacts of sea level rise on the Hampton Roads region. Assessing the
vulnerability of existing development to future conditions is an intermediate step to future work,
which will analyze the exposure and vulnerability of future development to sea level rise.
Quantifying this vulnerability will help decision makers to adapt their localities to the challenges of
climate change. Each step in the development of this tool serves a specific purpose:
e Quantifying storm surge vulnerability and potential impacts can help with the development
of appropriate hazard mitigation plans and policies.
e Analyzing the potential impacts of sea level rise on existing development can help decision-
makers select cost-effective adaptation responses
e Analyzing projected development patterns for their susceptibility to climate change impacts
can help decision-makers decide whether or not to modify long-range development plans.
e Knowing how fast sea levels will rise can help decision-makers with the prioritization of

adaptation plans or projects.

This report consists of six substantive sections. The first part describes historic sea level rise in
Hampton Roads. It also describes a methodology that can be used to project future sea level rise..
The second part describes the datasets used in the sea level rise analysis. The third part describes
the methodology used for the analysis. The fourth part describes the results of the analysis and
includes summaries of those results in tables and maps. The fifth and final section summarizes the
work of the focal area grant project, includes some recommendations for local governments and
others that might be affected by sea level rise, and identifies some additional steps that will be
taken to further the region’s planning for climate change. The report includes three appendices. The
first two document the project’s public outreach and coordination measures. The third appendix
provides links to related efforts funded by the Virginia Coastal Zone Management Program. The
fourth appendix is a map book of the areas in the region identified as potentially vulnerable to sea

level rise.
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SECTION I: SEA LEVEL RISE - PAST, PRESENT, AND FUTURE

While long-term sea level trends are a useful starting point in addressing the future consequences
of sea level rise, climate change science indicates that sea level will rise at faster rates than were
seen in the 20t century. Understanding how much sea level rise can be expected over a given length
of time and how fast that rise will occur is a critical part of making sound planning and
infrastructure decisions in coastal areas. Projecting future sea level rise requires an understanding

of its drivers, how they might change, and what conditions could cause those drivers to change.

As described in the previous Phase I and Phase Il HRPDC reports, sea level rise at the global level
occurs as ice melts from glaciers and ice sheets and as oceans warm up. Climate change science
indicates that both atmospheric and ocean temperatures are warming, which will cause the oceans
to experience thermal expansion (U.S. Global Change Research Program 2009). Higher atmospheric
temperatures will cause more ice to melt, which will add additional water to the world’s oceans. At
the local level, global average sea level rise is affected by ocean current and temperature variations
as well as the vertical movement of land, which can be either uplift (land rising) or subsidence (land
sinking). Subsidence is of greater concern when addressing sea level rise. Subsidence can be caused
by several factors; in Hampton Roads, the main contributors to subsidence are glacial isostasy (the
rebound of land once covered by glaciers), faulting and consolidation of sediments in the
Chesapeake Bay Impact Crater, and sediment compaction caused by groundwater withdrawals
(Boon, Brubaker and Forrest 2010). While the precise influences of these separate factors is
unknown, scientists from the Virginia Institute of Marine Science have estimated that subsidence
accounts for approximately one-half to two-thirds of the sea level rise experienced in the Hampton
Roads region (Boon, Brubaker and Forrest 2010). While climate science projects global sea level
rise rates to increase as temperatures increase, at this time it is more difficult to project how and if
regional subsidence rates will change. Part of this difficulty stems from the various causes of
subsidence and their relative contributions to how much total subsidence affects Hampton Road.
For example, subsidence due to long-term geologic phenomena such as glacial isostasy would not
be expected to stop in the near future, while subsidence caused by groundwater withdrawals may
actually be halted, slowed, or reversed. Different causes of subsidence will thus require different

policy responses.
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The long-term sea level trends observed in Hampton Roads provide sufficient information to begin
planning for sea level rise. As described in the Phase II HRPDC report, long-term sea level trend
data for this region is available for five different sites, though only four have long enough records to
establish a confident rate of sea level rise, and only two of those sites remain active (McFarlane,
Climate Change in Hampton Roads Phase II: Storm Surge Vulnerability and Public Outreach 2011).
The five long-term data trends are available for the Chesapeake-Bay Bridge-Tunnel (CBBT),
Gloucester Point, Kiptopeke, Portsmouth, and Sewell’s Point (see Map 1). The CBBT water level
station has only been active since 1975 (approx. 37 years); about 40 years (or two tidal epochs) of
data are needed to establish confidence in its sea level trend (U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 2011).
Both the Gloucester Point and Portsmouth water level stations have been deactivated, though both
have been replaced by new stations nearby at USCG Training Center Yorktown and Money Point,
respectively. The Sewell’s Point station provides the longest record (approx. 85 years); the rate
observed at this station is approximately 4.44 mm/year (0.175 in/year). The available long-term
trends are shown in figures in this section; more information is available from NOAA’s Tides &

Currents Website (National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration 2011).1

These long-term sea level trends can be combined with global sea level rise projections based on
climate science to establish possible sea level rise scenarios for the Hampton Roads region. Global
average sea level rise projections currently range from less than half a meter to about two meters
by the end of the 21st century (approximately 1.5 to 6 feet). Fletcher summarized the state of the
science in 2009, identifying papers estimating various amounts of sea level rise: 0.18 to 0.59m of
sea level rise by 2099 (Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC) 2007); 0.5 to 1.4m
between 1990 and 2100 (Rahmstorf 2007); and 0.8 to 2.0m by 2100 (Pfeffer, Harper and O'Neel
2008). Based on this assessment, he states that one meter of global average sea level rise
“constitutes an appropriate planning target at this time” (Fletcher 2009). This change will not occur
linearly; estimating the amount of sea level rise to be expected within a certain timeframe requires
modeling how the rate will change in order to meet an estimated end point. To address this need, in
October 2011, the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) issued Engineer Circular 1165-2-212,
which provides guidance “for incorporating the direct and indirect physical effects of projected
future sea-level change” on USACE civil works activities and projects (U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
2011). This circular accomplishes two goals: it mandates that USACE projects incorporate sea level

rise into the planning, design, and maintenance of USACE projects, and it provides a methodology

1 www.tidesandcurrents.noaa.gov
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and identifies appropriate reference material to support this methodology. The circular uses a
scenario approach to planning for sea level rise, establishing low, medium, and high scenarios; the
historic rate is used as the low scenario. The other two scenarios descended from two scenarios
developed by the National Research Council (NRC), which have been modified to account for more
recent findings regarding the rates of sea level rise and projections of future sea level rise. The
circular states that a “credible upper-bound” of global average sea level rise by 2100 is two meters,
based on an assessment of the minimum and maximum estimates from eight separate papers or
reports published between 1987 and 2010 (U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 2011). The USACE tool
incorporates estimates of local subsidence, which allows for projections of future sea level rise at

most NOAA tide stations in the United States.

Map 1: NOAA Water Level Stations in Hampton Roads

(Data source: NOAA)
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The 1987 NRC report included an equation to calculate future sea level rise based on three sea level

rise scenarios (0.5, 1.0, and 1.5 meters by 2100) (National Research Council 1987):

E(t) =0.0012¢ + btz
E(t) is the amount of eustatic (global) sea level rise as a function of t
0.0012 is the historic rate of global average sea level rise
t is time measured in years

b is a constant (derived for each scenario)

The equation combines the historic sea level rise rate with a rising rate of future sea level rise to
calculate the sea level rise at any point after 1986. The USACE guidance updates the formula
developed by NRC based on the current estimate of global average sea level rise (1.7mm/year) to
calculate new sea level rise curves; it also changes the base date from 1986 to 1992. The new

equation is:

E(t) = 0.0017¢ + bt?

A second equation is provided that allows for comparing sea level rise between any two years

instead of the base year of 1992:

E(t2) - E(t1) = 0.0017(t2 - t1) + b(t22 - t:2)
t> is the planning horizon

t1 is the beginning of the plan or project in years after 1992

The circular also includes a flowchart and step-by-step directions on whether and how to account
for sea level rise in projects. The USACE has provided a website and Excel spreadsheet which can be
used to model future sea level rise at any NOAA water level station with the necessary length of sea
level trend data (U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 2012). These tools combine global sea level rise with
local and regional sea level trends to project sea level rise at specific locations for three scenarios: a
low scenario based on the current rate of sea level rise, and intermediate and high scenarios
developed by modifying two of the original NRC scenarios. The NRC scenarios were modified to
account for more recent research and observations. The charts produced using these tools for each

of the five water level stations in Hampton Roads are included below (see Figures 1 - 10), along
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with the historic sea level trend charts from NOAA’s Tides & Currents service. The low scenario
projects sea level rise between 0.32 and 0.45 meters between 2010 and 2100 in Hampton Roads
(see Table 1). The medium scenario projects sea level rise between 0.63 and 0.76 meters, and the
high scenario projects between 1.61 and 1.74 meters. These projections are summarized in the
following chart. Please note that the NOAA charts below show historic data (for example, the chart
for the Sewell’s Point station shows sea level trends from 1927 to 2006), while the USACE charts

show projections of future sea level rise from 1992 to 2100.

Table 2: Projected Sea Level Rise at Hampton Roads Water Level Stations, 2010 — 2100

(meters)

STATION LOW SCENARIO MEDIUM SCENARIO HIGH SCENARIO
Chesapeake Bay Bridge-Tunnel 0.45 0.76 1.74
Gloucester Point 0.37 0.68 1.65
Kiptopeke 0.32 0.63 1.61
Portsmouth 0.34 0.65 1.62
Sewell’s Point 0.39 0.70 1.67

Table 3: Projected Sea Level Rise at Hampton Roads Water Level Stations, 2010 — 2100

(feet)

STATION LOW SCENARIO MEDIUM SCENARIO HIGH SCENARIO
Chesapeake Bay Bridge-Tunnel 1.49 2.50 5.69
Gloucester Point 1.22 2.22 5.42
Kiptopeke 1.06 2.07 5.27
Portsmouth 111 2.12 5.31
Sewell’s Point 1.27 2.28 5.48
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This tool provides two primary benefits to Hampton Roads localities. First, it provides a practical
method for incorporating sea level rise into project planning by calculating the potential sea level
conditions a project may experience over its design life. Second, the tool is easily adaptable to use in
multiple scenarios. The tool can be easily updated to account for newer information as climate
science progresses and newer assessments are made concerning future sea level rise. Hampton
Roads localities and property owners can use this tool to begin planning for sea level rise in terms
of project design as well as identifying locations that may be more vulnerable to flooding in the

future.
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Figure 1: Mean Sea Level Trend, Chesapeake Bay Bridge-Tunnel Station (1975 - 2006)

The long-term mean sea level trend at the Chesapeake Bay Bridge-Tunnel tide gauge from 1975 to
2006 was 6.05 + 1.14 mm/yr. The observed rate equals a rate of 1.98 feet over 100 years (National
Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration 2011).

Figure 2: Projected Sea Level Rise, Chesapeake Bay Bridge-Tunnel Station Station
(1992 - 2100)

Projected Sea Level Rise at the Chesapeake Bay Bridge Tunnel, VA
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The USACE Sea Level Change Calculator projects long-term sea level rise at the Chesapeake Bay
Bridge-Tunnel to be between 0.54 and 1.86 meters (1.79 - 6.11 feet) between 1992 and 2100. The
solid line represents a continuation of the trend in the upper figure (U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
2012).
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Figure 3: Mean Sea Level Trend, Gloucester Point/Yorktown Station (1950- 2003)

The long-term mean sea level trend at the Gloucester Point/Yorktown tide gauge from 1950 to
2003 was 3.81 * 0.47 mm/yr. The observed rate equals a rate of 1.25 feet over 100 years (National
Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration 2011).

Figure 4: Projected Sea Level Rise, Gloucester Point Station (1992 — 2100)

Relative Sea Level Change (Meters)

Projected Sea Level Rise at Gloucester Point, VA
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The USACE Sea Level Change Calculator projects long-term sea level rise at Gloucester Point to be
between 0.44 and 1.76 meters (1.46 - 5.78 feet) between 1992 and 2100. The solid line represents

a continu

ation of the trend in the upper figure (U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 2012).
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Figure 5: Mean Sea Level Trend, Kiptopeke Station (1951 - 2006)

The long-term mean sea level trend at the Kiptopeke tide gauge from 1951 to 2006 was 3.48 + 0.42
mm/yr. The observed rate equals a rate of 1.14 feet over 100 years (National Oceanic and
Atmospheric Administration 2011).

Figure 6: Projected Sea Level Rise, Kiptopeke Station (1992 - 2100)
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The USACE Sea Level Change Calculator projects long-term sea level rise at Kiptopeke to be
between 0.39 and 1.71 meters (1.28 - 5.60 feet) between 1992 and 2100. The solid line represents
a continuation of the trend in the upper figure (U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 2012).
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Figure 7: Mean Sea Level Trend, Portsmouth Station (1935 — 1987)

The long-term mean sea level trend at the Portsmouth tide gauge from 1935 to 1987 was 3.76 *
0.45 mm/yr. The observed rate equals a rate of 1.23 feet over 100 years (National Oceanic and
Atmospheric Administration 2011).

Figure 8: Projected Sea Level Rise, Portsmouth Station (1992 — 2100)
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The USACE Sea Level Change Calculator projects long-term sea level rise at Portsmouth to be
between 0.41 and 1.72 meters (1.33 - 5.66 feet) between 1992 and 2100. The solid line represents
a continuation of the trend in the upper figure (U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 2012).
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Figure 9: Mean Sea Level Trend, Sewell's Point Station (1927 — 2006)

The long-term mean sea level trend at the Sewell’s Point tide gauge from 1927 to 2006 was 4.44 +
0.27 mm/yr. The observed rate equals a rate of 1.46 feet over 100 years (National Oceanic and
Atmospheric Administration 2011).

Figure 10: Projected Sea Level Rise, Sewell’s Point Station (1992 - 2100)
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The USACE Sea Level Change Calculator projects long-term sea level rise at Sewell’s Point to be
between 0.44 and 1.76 meters (1.46 - 5.78 feet) between 1992 and 2100. The solid line represents
a continuation of the trend in the upper figure (U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 2012).
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SECTION II: ANALYSIS DATA

The data used in this vulnerability analysis came from multiple sources and was modified and
analyzed using geographic information systems (GIS). The goal of this analysis, to estimate the
vulnerability of the Hampton Roads region to sea level rise, required identifying areas throughout
the region that are low lying, and then assessing what assets, resources, and population existed
within those zones. The goal of this vulnerability analysis was to estimate the amount of residents,
employees, businesses, roads, property, and natural resources in areas that are vulnerable to sea

level rise.

ORIGINAL DATA SOURCES

Six data categories were identified for this study: general information, built environment,
infrastructure, economy, natural environment, and elevation. For each category, HRPDC staff
identified relevant datasets and sources, obtained data, and processed that data into a form that
would be useful for both current and future projects. The elevation data provided the base for
analyzing the other datasets for exposure to sea level rise. Many of the datasets used in this sea
level rise exposure analysis are the same as or similar to those used for the Phase II storm surge
exposure analysis (McFarlane and Walberg, Climate Change in Hampton Roads: Impacts and
Stakeholder Involvement 2010). Descriptions of the various data used in this analysis are given

below.

General Information

The general information needed for this analysis provides a rough summary of the exposure of any
given area in the region to sea level rise in terms of current population and housing stock as well as
the area affected. Areas affected were determined using locality boundary files developed by
HRPDC that reflect coastlines; using these boundaries provides for consistent comparisons with
other regional studies since they are used for many different HRPDC and local projects. Estimates
for population and housing units in vulnerable areas were developed using block-level data from

the 2010 U.S. Census, using the data for total population and housing units.2 Census data is assigned

2The 2010 U.S. Census population figures for the City of Norfolk were adjusted to correct an error. This
adjustment was discussed in detail in the Phase Il report, which also included documentation of the change
from the U.S. Census Bureau.
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to geographic areas, so populations are represented as groups living within a given area and not as

individuals living at specific points (see Map 2).

Built Environment

To represent the built environment, HRPDC staff acquired property data from each Hampton Roads
locality, including parcel boundaries and assessments for improvement values, and total values.
Parcel boundaries allow for the analysis to estimate the number of properties and property owners
potentially affected by sea level rise, while improvement values represent the amount of
investments in buildings and other non-land improvements in those properties, which allows the

analysis to estimate how much immovable property is exposed (see Map 3).

Infrastructure

Whereas property data provides an indication of private investment, infrastructure data represents
public investments. Data showing the location and type of roadways in Virginia is readily available
from the Virginia Geographic Information Network (VGIN). The Road Centerline database includes
information such as location (both geographic and as segment descriptions), road names, route
numbers, and classification. The dataset is a “seamless digital road centerline file”, jointly
maintained by VGIN and localities (Virginia Geographic Information Network 2007). This analysis
required some of the same data as the previously conducted storm surge vulnerability analysis:
location, length, and classification. Classifications (interstate, primary, secondary, and local or
private) were based off the shield classification values included in the original dataset.3 This change
was made from the previous year because not all road segments were assigned a display

classification, while all segments were assigned a shield classification (see Map 4).

Economy

Two datasets were used to assess economic impacts. The first was the business dataset developed
for the previous storm surge analysis. This dataset included locations, types, and numbers of
employees, and was obtained using Esri’s Business Analyst extension for the ArcGIS software suite
(Esri 2011). Each business is included in the dataset as a specific geographic location using
longitude and latitude coordinates. Along with its location, the data includes such characteristics as

the business name, address, and classification, using both the Standard Industrial Classification

3 Classifications were based on shield classification: interstate (100), primary (200 - 299), secondary (300),
and local or private (0 or <Null>).
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(SIC) and North American Industry Classification System (NAICS). For this analysis, the important

information for each business was its location and number of employees (see Map 5).

The second dataset used to assess economic impacts came from the local property datasets. To
represent economic impacts, the total value of each parcel was used to represent the total financial
assets exposed (in many vulnerable areas, land values are higher than improvement values, since
waterfront property is highly desirable). While improvement values indicate how much has been
built at a given location, total value indicate how much that whole property is truly worth to the

owner, banks and insurance companies, and the market (see Map 3).

Natural Environment

Two datasets were acquired to represent natural resources in the Hampton Roads region. The first
was a dataset of lands protected from development, such as parks and conservation easements.
This dataset is intended to represent areas that have already been identified as important enough
to protect that they have been either already acquired for preservation or recreation or have had
development restrictions placed upon them. This dataset was initially developed as part of the
Hampton Roads Green Infrastructure Plan and included, in addition to easements and parks,
properties owned by the U.S. Department of Defense (Walberg, Kidd and McFarlane 2010). While
those lands are currently protected from private development, there was no way to differentiate
between operational and undeveloped areas. For this reason, properties owned by the Department

of Defense or any branches of the military were excluded from this analysis (see Map 6).

In addition to the protected lands dataset, HRPDC staff took advantage of other work funded by the
Virginia Coastal Zone Management Program in the form of the Coastal Virginia Ecological Value
Assessment (VEVA), which combines datasets from several state agencies, including the
Departments of Conservation and Recreation (DCR), Game and Inland Fisheries (DGIF), and
Environmental Quality (DEQ) as well as the Virginia Commonwealth University Center for
Environmental Studies (CES) and the Virginia Institute of Marine Science Center for Coastal
Resources Management (CCRM).4# Combining these datasets into a single dataset allows for a
systematic ranking of all terrestrial and aquatic areas in Virginia’s Coastal Zone for their ecological

value. One aim of this dataset was to help planners and decision makers identify areas that would

4 The individual datasets incorporated into VEVA included: Priority Wildlife Conservation Areas (DGIF),
Natural Heritage Conservation Sites (DCR), Natural Lands Network (DCR), Aquatic Resource Integrity (CES),
Aquatic Priority Conservation Areas (CCRM), and Virginia’s Healthy Waters (DEQ).
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be ideal for preserving from development; to this end, areas are ranked on a scale from General (1)
to Outstanding (5). For this particular analysis, the VEVA data represents areas of high ecological
value in the region, regardless of whether or not they are protected; areas ranked as having high,

very high, and outstanding ecological value were included (see Map 7).

Elevation

Elevation data is a key part of any study of vulnerability to flooding and sea level rise. For a regional
analysis such as Hampton Roads, an ideal elevation dataset would be regionally consistent and
available for the entire extent of the study, accurate, and spatially precise. In addition, the data must
be processed in such a way as to make comparisons between current and future (potential)
conditions possible. For example, the National Elevation Dataset> (NED) is referenced to the North
American Vertical Datum of 1988 (NAVD 88). It does not correspond to local tidal conditions, which
are measured using unique tidal datums for each tide station. For this reason, it is more useful to
measure sea level rise relative to tidal conditions, such as mean sea level or mean high water,
instead of an arbitrary zero elevation point. Most local elevation datasets in Hampton Roads are
benchmarked to mean sea level, while regional datasets are benchmarked to NAVD 88, as with the
NED. While many Hampton Roads localities possess high resolution LIDAR data, these datasets
were collected at different times, have different resolutions, and are set to different vertical
datums.6 At this time HRPDC has been unable to locate or create a seamless regional LIDAR dataset,
though staff is working with local, state, and federal government partners to do so. HRPDC expects
all localities in Hampton Roads to have LIDAR data of some sort by 2015, and will continue to work

to acquire and integrate data for all sixteen localities.

Given that consistent LIDAR data for the entire region does not exist, HRPDC staff elected to use a
dataset developed by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency that modified the National
Elevation Dataset to reflect tidal conditions (Titus and Wang, Maps of Lands Close to Sea Level
along the Middle Atlantic Coast of the United States: An Elevation Data Set to Use While Waiting for
LIDAR 2008). This dataset, appropriately titled “An Elevation Dataset to Use While Waiting for
LIDAR” (see Map 8), is benchmarked to spring high tide (high tides occurring during full and new

5 http://ned.usgs.gov/

6 HRPDC staff was able to acquire LIDAR data or LIDAR-derived data from several sources for all localities
except for Southampton County and Franklin. However, the datasets obtained for Newport News, Norfolk,
Portsmouth, and York County had significant missing areas, and not all datasets had the same horizontal and
vertical resolutions and reference systems. LIDAR data for Franklin and Southampton County is expected to
be available through FEMA or another agency in the near future.
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moons) to establish the elevation of dry land (land that is never inundated by tides). A dataset
containing tidal wetlands was also completed as part of this study and was incorporated into this
analysis. This dataset was specifically developed to analyze lands vulnerable to sea level rise. This
dataset has both advantages and disadvantages. Its advantages include consistency and availability
for the entire region, prior assessment of its accuracy, and a readily understandable vertical
reference point - if elevation is greater than zero, that land is not inundated by tides (it should be
dry all year except during storms or anomalous events). This dataset does not include tidal
wetlands as dry lands because wetlands are both subject to greater regulation than dry lands and
are not suitable for many forms of development. The disadvantages of this dataset include its
relative imprecision (30-meter pixels) and uncertainty (the root mean square error is either 76.2 or
152.4 cm, depending on the source USGS topographic data - see Map 9), which decreases its utility
when addressing increments of sea level rise less than approximately one meter. While this dataset
should not be used for delineating areas for legal purposes, it can be useful for identifying areas for
further, more detailed study as well as for general impacts over large geographic areas (though not

for projecting future shorelines).

DATA NOTES

As with any data-driven analysis, this assessment is limited by the quality and availability of the
data and processing capacity available. Datasets are often accurate only to a certain level, and can
be incomplete and imprecise (especially in terms of geographic precision). Some of the known
concerns with each of the above datasets are noted in the table below. Because of these limitations,
the results of this analysis should be taken as estimates for general planning purposes and not as
predictions of actual population, property, and resources vulnerable to sea level rise. The goal in
this analysis is to provide a general idea of which areas in Hampton Roads are vulnerable to sea
level rise, not a specific value for property or population that would be useful for a project cost-

benefit analysis or specific planning decision (such as a rezoning of a particular property).
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Table 4: Potential Concerns with Datasets Used for Sea Level Rise Vulnerability Analysis

DATASET

Locality Boundaries

Population and Housing Units (Census)

Property Boundaries

Property Assessments

Roads

Businesses

Protected Lands

VEVA

Elevation
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POTENTIAL CONCERNS

Coastlines may not account for erosion or other shoreline
changes.

Data is only collected decennially. Population and housing
unit numbers are provided for geographic areas, not
specific locations (points). Distribution of population and
housing units within blocks is not provided.

Property boundaries from adjacent localities may overlap
in some cases.

Assessments vary from year to year and may not represent
“true” values. Current assessment values will almost
certainly change before these properties are affected by
sea level rise. The most recent available data was obtained
from each locality in late 2011.

Roads are assumed to be at grade. Analysis does not
account for widths of roadways. Dataset does not include
roads added to network beginning in 2011.

Locations of businesses appear to be determined from or
near streets as opposed to actual building locations within
sites, which may affect results for businesses located near
coasts or low-lying areas. Employment numbers may not
be provided or may be inaccurate. Not all businesses are
included.

Dataset may not include all protected lands. Preserved
areas within Department of Defense properties not
included.

Dataset is not very precise (30-meter pixels). Dataset does
not include all of Southampton County or the City of
Franklin (these two localities are not included in the
Coastal Zone).

Elevation data is relatively imprecise (30-meter pixels) and
uncertain (standard deviation of at least 76.2 cm), which
limits usefulness for identifying vulnerable areas at a small
scale. In addition, the large pixel size makes it hard to
identify levees or similar flood protection infrastructure.



Map 2: Population of Census Blocks in Hampton Roads

(Data sources: U.S. Census, Bing Maps)

Page | 23



Map 3: Total Assessed Value of Property Parcels in Hampton Roads

(Data sources: various localities, Bing Maps)
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Map 4: Classification of Roads in Hampton Roads

(Data sources: Esri, Bing Maps)
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Map 5: Location and Employment of Hampton Roads Businesses

(Data sources: Esri, Bing Maps)
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Map 6: Non-Department of Defense Protected Lands in Hampton Roads

(Data sources: HRPDC, various state agencies, Bing Maps)
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Map 7: Coastal Virginia Ecological Value Assessment Resources in Hampton Roads

(Data sources: Virginia Coastal Zone Management Program, Bing Maps)
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Map 8: Elevation of Land in Hampton Roads above Spring High Tide

(Data sources: Titus and Wang, 2008, Bing Maps)
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Map 9: Accuracy of USGS Elevation Data in Hampton Roads

(Data sources: Titus and Cacela, 2008, U.S. Geological Survey, Bing Maps)
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SECTION III: ANALYSIS METHODOLOGY

The risk a locality or area faces from a hazard is a function of the probability and the consequences
of that hazard occurring. The probability of sea level rise affecting an area is directly related to
elevation and nearness to the coast; consequences of sea level rise impacts such as inundation or
temporary flooding can be estimated by calculating how many people and assets are located in
vulnerable areas and how they would be affected by sea level rise (e.g. injury or loss of life, damage
to or destruction of property, etc.). This analysis identifies areas that could be inundated by sea
level rise and calculates the amount of population, property, and other assets in those areas to

estimate the Hampton Roads region’s exposure from sea level rise using a spatial overlay analysis.

Performing map-based analysis of sea level rise vulnerability is a useful way of communicating the
scale of the issue as well as more practical information on which areas and assets could be at risk.
Maps can be combined with summaries of various assets at risk to create compelling narratives of
the need to respond to sea level rise, as well as to support specific adaptation responses (Gesch,
Gutierrez and Gill 2009). HRPDC adapted NOAA’s Coastal Inundation Mapping process using a step-
by-step approach to identifying areas that are vulnerable to various levels of sea level rise (NOAA

Coastal Services Center 2009).

- Step 1: Obtain and prepare elevation data. Various types of elevation data are available,
such as LIDAR?, IfSAR (or InSAR)8, and photogrammetry?.

- Step 2: Use the elevation data to create a water surface reflecting a change in sea level.

- Step 3: Map inundation based on the water surface using geographic information systems
(GIS)

- Step 4: Visualize the inundation using either static maps or dynamic mapping tools (NOAA

Coastal Services Center 2009).

HRPDC'’s analysis took advantage of previous work by the U.S. EPA that developed an elevation
dataset that was referenced to spring high tide (Titus and Wang, Maps of Lands Close to Sea Level

7 Light Detection and Ranging - integrated with GPS; uses the time to return for laser pulses to measure
precise elevations

8 Inteferometric Synethetic Aperture Radar - calculates elevation using two radar images

9 Photogrammetry involves the use of stereo aerial imagery to derive elevation.
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along the Middle Atlantic Coast of the United States: An Elevation Data Set to Use While Waiting for
LIDAR 2008). Spring high tide is used as the benchmark since lands above that line are currently
dry; additional sea level rise would convert these lands to wetlands and eventually open water if
they are not protected. Because the underlying elevation data had varying accuracy (due to the
origin and type of the original data), Titus and Wang modeled the uncertainty range for each region,
resulting in the creation of lower and upper bounds in addition to the stated elevation (Titus and
Cacela, Uncertainty Ranges Associated with EPA's Estimates of the Area of Land Close to Sea Level
2008). The accuracy of this elevation data is shown on Map 9; areas shaded in blue have a root
mean square error of approximately 2.5 feet, while areas shaded in red have a root mean square
error of approximately 5 feet. Since there is some error involved in determining the elevation of
spring high water, the actual error varies based on location and elevation. HRPDC staff obtained the
original EPA data and replicated the uncertainty range analysis to create low, middle, and high
estimates of the areas potentially inundated by one meter of sea level rise above spring high tide.
These estimates are not analogous to the scenarios developed using the USACE tool described in
Section 1.) This uncertainty analysis incorporates both the uncertainty in the elevation data as well
as the uncertainty in identifying the elevation of spring high tide. For the areas shaded in blue on
Map 9, the low and high estimates extend approximately 2.5 feet below and above the given
elevation; for the areas shaded in red, the low and high estimates extend roughly five feet below
and above the given elevation. Since the disparity between the estimates is quite large it is
important to note that this analysis and the resulting maps should not be used to determine
vulnerable areas for site-specific planning purposes. Instead, the maps serve two main purposes:
identifying areas that are potentially vulnerable and are thus suitable for further study with better
data, and serving as an example of implanting a GIS tool to study the impacts of sea level rise on
localities. Once the three elevation scenarios were developed, HRPDC staff used GIS to develop
individual water level layers that could be combined with other datasets to estimate the region’s
vulnerability to sea level rise. Each estimate also included existing tidal wetlands (as identified in
the same EPA dataset) as vulnerable to inundation. No shoreline protection structures were
included in the analysis, for several reasons. First, factoring in different forms of shoreline
protection would be extremely complicated and would be arbitrary. Incorporating no shoreline
protection structures provides a regionally consistent approach and a baseline estimate for a
“status quo” or a “do nothing” approach to planning for sea level rise. Second, most shoreline

protection structures are designed to mitigate erosion, not flooding. Third, the implementation of
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most shoreline protection structures depends on many factors, including individual property

owners’ willingness, cost, and regulations.

One of the major goals of HRPDC'’s climate change work has been to acquire or develop the case for
acquiring higher resolution elevation data for the entire region. While many localities have LIDAR
data, some do not, and in most cases the various locality datasets are not perfectly compatible.
Comparing existing LIDAR data with the USGS and U.S. EPA data used in this analysis illustrates the
benefits gained by acquiring and using better elevation data instead of more coarse data. HRPDC
staff utilized a method documented in NOAA’s “Mapping Inundation Uncertainty” pamphlet to
analyze an area’s likelihood of being inundated by one meter of sea level rise (NOAA Coastal
Services Center 2010). This method relies on statistical analysis to calculate the likelihood of
inundation based on the increment of sea level rise being modeled and the accuracy of the
underlying elevation data. HRPDC staff analyzed a LIDAR-derived digital elevation model (DEM)
and the EPA elevation dataset using this method, using a section of the Peninsula as a test area (see
Figure 11). Acquiring and using LIDAR data will substantially improve the quality and utility of

future sea level rise research and impact analysis in Hampton Roads.

The increment of sea level rise used for planning purposes should be constrained by two factors.
First, it should be reasonable that the given amount of sea level rise could occur over the planning
or project horizon. For example, mapping ten meters of sea level rise for Hampton Roads would not
be appropriate or useful, since that amount of sea level rise is not expected to occur for centuries, if
ever. Second, the increment selected should be appropriate to the accuracy of the elevation data;
mapping one foot of sea level rise using elevation data with a standard deviation of more than two
feet (as in this case) would not be appropriate, since one would not be able to state with certainty
the difference between any two points only a foot apart in elevation. For this analysis, one meter of
sea level rise was viewed as appropriate and useful, since it can be modeled relatively accurately
using the available elevation data, and one meter of sea level rise is well within the range of sea
level rise projected for Hampton Roads by the end of the 21st century. Additional analyses can be
performed for smaller increments of sea level rise once more accurate and higher resolution
elevation data becomes available for the entire region. Localities that already possess the necessary

data can perform individual analyses now.
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Figure 11: Comparing Elevation Data Accuracy

Mapping the likelihood of inundation using the EPA digital elevation model (DEM). Mapping the likelihood of inundation using LIDAR data. Note that some areas are over

Note that no areas are considered to have very high likelihood of being inundated, and 95% likely to be inundated by 1 meter of sea level rise (compared to only greater than

the extent of areas that have any chance of inundation at all is quite large. 70% for the DEM), and that fewer areas overall are marked as at risk. This illustrates
the greater certainty that is present when using LIDAR.
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Step 1: Identify Analysis
Scenarios

Step 2: Develop Vulnerability
Areas

Step 3: Identify Assets to
Analyze

Step 4: Overlay Assets on
Vulnerability Areas

Step 5: Extract Vulnerable
Assets

Step 6: Aggregate Vulnerable
Asset totals by scenario and
locality

Table 5: Exposure Analysis Steps

The first step in this analysis is to define the scenarios by which to
measure an area’s vulnerability, such as an increment of sea level
rise. Please see the discussion on pages 29-30 for more information.

Once the scenarios are identified, the areas affected must be
identified, either using a storm model like SLOSH or using elevation
data and water levels.

The next step is to select which assets or other indicators, such as
infrastructure or land use, need to be analyzed. For this analysis, five
asset groups were selected: general, built environment,
infrastructure, economy, and natural resources.

Once assets are identified, they are overlaid on the vulnerable areas
for each scenario using GIS.

Using GIS, those assets lying within vulnerable areas are extracted
from their original datasets, creating a new dataset containing only
those assets within each vulnerable area.

The new datasets from Step 5 are analyzed as tables and aggregated,
either within the GIS program or using a program such as Microsoft
Excel.

Once the individual data layers were processed using geographic information systems (GIS)
software, they were exported as tables. Spreadsheets were used to sort and aggregate the data in
order to categorize each dataset by locality. Totals for each dataset were made for each locality for
each sea level rise scenario. The totals were then aggregated regionally to create overall totals for
the entire Hampton Roads Planning District. In addition to the data summaries, maps were created

showing areas vulnerable to sea level rise.

General

Land area data for each locality was based on existing HRPDC boundary GIS files. Population data
was acquired from the U.S. Census in two parts, a boundary file and a separate database of
demographic data (including a unique identifier, the total population, and the total number of
housing units for each block). Once a single GIS dataset was created it was clipped using the three
elevation scenarios described above. The clipped datasets were then joined to the original dataset
to compare the total area to the vulnerable area of each block to calculate a ratio for each scenario.
These ratios were then applied to both the total population and total housing units of each census

blocks to estimate the number of people and housing units potentially affected by sea level rise
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under each scenario. The vulnerable areas of each block were summed to calculate the total area of
each locality that could be potentially inundated (either permanently or tidally). Since block-level
population and housing unit counts were the best data available, the analysis of vulnerable
population relied on an assumption of uniform distribution throughout each block. Since
population distribution varies considerably among blocks, the results should be taken as a rough

estimate only and not as a precise count.

Built Environment

Data representing the built environment consisted of parcel boundaries and assessment data
acquired from individual Hampton Roads localities.1® Two indicators were used to represent built
environment impacts: the number of parcels affected and the total improvement value of those
parcels. Two sub-scenarios for each main scenario were developed to account for instances where
parcels were only partially included in vulnerable areas. For the first sub-scenario, any parcel that
had any portion included in a vulnerability zone was included (this approach identified all parcels
that were intersected by the vulnerable areas). For the second sub-scenario, only parcels that had
their centroid (weighted middle of the polygon) within a vulnerability zone were included. These
two sub-scenarios approximate the properties that could be affected by one meter of sea level rise
above high tide (the intersection sub-scenario) and the properties that could be significantly
affected by one meter of sea level rise above spring high tide (the centroid sub-scenario). For each
sub-scenario the total number of parcels and the total improvement value was summed for each

locality and the region.

Infrastructure

VDOT's road centerline database was used as the base data for this layer. Roads were categorized
as interstate, primary, secondary, and local or private using VDOT's classification system. The
database was split using county and city boundaries, with the resulting layers merged back
together. This merged layer was then spatially joined with the locality boundary layer to give each
road segment a county/city identifier. The data layer was overlaid on top of each vulnerability zone
and clipped to create a separate layer representing the vulnerable roads in each of the three
scenarios. The length of each segment in each of the road/storm surge layers was calculated in
miles. Total length was summed by category for each locality and the region. Multiple lanes are not
accounted for in these calculations. All roads are assumed to be at grade since the elevation data is

not precise enough to separate roads from the surrounding land.

10 Assessment data was not available for Franklin.
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Economy

Two datasets were used to represent economic impacts. As with the Phase II report, business data
was obtained as a set of points representing individual business locations from Esri’s Business
Analyst suite. The required information from the dataset included business locations and number of
employees. The business layer was spatially joined to a locality boundary layer to give each
business a county/city identifier. The data layer was overlaid on top of each sea level vulnerability
zone. The total number of businesses and employees was calculated for each scenario for all sixteen

Hampton Roads localities and the region as a whole.

Parcel information was also used to represent economic impacts; in this case, the total value of each
parcel was used to represent investments in real property. As described in the Built Environment
section above, sub-scenarios were used to identify areas at all or significantly potentially affected
by sea level rise. For each sub-scenario, the total value of parcels was summed by locality and for

the region.

Natural Environment

Two datasets were used to represent the natural environment. The first was a dataset developed by
HRPDC staff that includes lands in Hampton Roads that are legally protected from being developed,
such as government properties (federal, state, and local) and lands under conservation easement.
Since the dataset did not differentiate between preserved and developed areas of military
installations, all Department of Defense properties were excluded. The remaining areas were
clipped using the vulnerability zone datasets to calculate the total amount of protected lands

vulnerable in each scenario for each locality and the region.

The second dataset was the Coastal Virginia Ecological Value Assessment (VEVA). The data was
clipped using the vulnerability zone datasets to calculate the total amount ecologically valuable
lands vulnerable in each scenario for each locality and the region. The VEVA dataset classifies all
lands based on a 1 (general) to 5 (outstanding) ranking; lands of outstanding, very high, or high

value were included in this analysis.
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SECTION IV: ANALYSIS RESULTS

The results of this sea level rise vulnerability analysis of the Hampton Roads region are presented
below using data summary tables and maps of potential inundation. Summary tables are provided
for the region as well as for each locality in the Hampton Roads Planning District: Chesapeake,
Franklin, Gloucester County, Hampton, Isle of Wight County, James City County, Newport News,
Norfolk, Poquoson, Portsmouth, Southampton County, Suffolk, Surry County, Virginia Beach,
Williamsburg, and York County (see Tables 4 - 20).

The results of this analysis should be interpreted as estimates of the region’s vulnerability to sea
level rise and not as predictions of which areas will be permanently inundated. The use of elevation
data referenced to spring high tide suggests that some of these areas are likely to be permanently
inundated, while others will become subject to tidal flooding. The utility of this elevation data lies
not only in showing which areas could be permanently flooded, but in identify all areas that would
be affected by sea level rise, which will result in tides reaching areas they currently do not. While
the maps (see Maps 11 - 27) depict areas that are potentially vulnerable to being inundated by sea
level rise, they should not be interpreted as identifying future shorelines, which will be shaped by
several forces in addition to sea level rise (e.g. storms, waves, etc.). The results provide a general
idea of which localities in the region are most vulnerable to sea level rise. Since shoreline and flood
protection infrastructure is not included in the analysis, the results may be best interpreted as

general baseline estimates of sea level rise impacts in the absence of adaptation measures.

The results support the observation that sea level rise is and will be a serious concern for all
Hampton Roads localities. Localities that are particularly vulnerable include Chesapeake,
Gloucester County, Hampton, Norfolk, Poquoson, Portsmouth, Virginia Beach, and York County.
Those localities and parts of localities to the east of what is called the Suffolk Scarp (the geological
feature that marks where the Mid-Atlantic’s Outer Coastal Plain ends and the Middle Coastal Plain
begins) are low-lying, poorly drained, and dominated by tidal streams and rivers. These features
make them more susceptible to increased flooding and inundation from sea level rise (Ator, et al.
2005). The Suffolk Scarp runs from north to south through several Mid-Atlantic states; in Hampton
Roads, the feature passes through Gloucester County, York County, Newport News, and Suffolk (see
Map 10).
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Map 10: Physiography of Hampton Roads, Virginia - The Suffolk Scarp

(Data source: U.S. Geological Survey)
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Population

This analysis shows that a significant number of residents currently live in or near areas that could
be inundated, permanently or regularly, by sea level rise by the end of the 21st century. The
estimates range from nearly sixty-thousand (59,059) under the low scenario to over one hundred
seventy-five thousand (176,124) under the high scenario. The most exposed individual localities in
terms of absolute numbers of people living in areas vulnerable to one meter of sea level rise above
spring high tide (middle scenario) are Chesapeake (15,983), Hampton (14,066), Norfolk (25,715),
and Virginia Beach (21,160). These localities also, not surprisingly, have the greatest number of
exposed housing units as well. In terms of the share of the population affected, the most exposed
localities are Gloucester County (12%), Hampton (10%), Norfolk (11%), and Poquoson (56%).
Since vulnerability is in part defined by adaptive capacity, further study of vulnerable populations,
including low-income residents and the elderly, could help localities identify neighborhoods that
are both at risk and currently have fewer resources to adapt. In terms of land area, Chesapeake,
Gloucester County, and Virginia Beach have the greatest amount of land vulnerable to inundation,
in part due to the large amount of tidal wetlands in those localities. By percentage of land area
affected, Hampton, Poquoson, Portsmouth, and Virginia Beach are most exposed to potential

inundation.

Built Environment

The region’s built environment, as represented by property improvements, could be significantly
affected by sea level rise. Across the region, over sixty thousand (61,254) parcels would be located
entirely or partially in the middle scenario’s vulnerable area, while over thirty-five thousand
(35,654) parcels had a significant portion located in the vulnerable area. In the first group, the total
improvement value of the affected parcels is over $26 billion; in the second, narrower case, the total
improvement value of the affected parcels across the region is nearly $9 billion. Localities with the
most exposure in this category include Chesapeake, Hampton, Newport News, Norfolk, and Virginia

Beach.

Infrastructure

A significant amount of transportation infrastructure in the region is potentially at risk of
inundation due to sea level rise. Across the region, approximately five hundred miles of roadways
are exposed, including nearly fourteen miles of interstate highways, nearly fifty miles of state

primary roads, over seventy miles of secondary roads, and nearly four hundred miles of local and
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private roads. Localities with the most exposed road infrastructure include Chesapeake, Gloucester
County, Hampton, Norfolk, and Virginia Beach. A more detailed analysis using high resolution
elevation data would help identify which roadways are at or above grade and provide a better
assessment of which are at risk from flooding. In addition, while this analysis aims to identify which
roads could be inundated, as sea level rises more roads would be vulnerable to temporary flooding

during storm events.

Economy

Potential economic impacts from sea level rise are indicated by the number of businesses within
areas vulnerable to inundation from sea level rise and the total number of employees working at
those businesses. Also, the total value of affected parcels in vulnerable areas has been summed to
provide some indication of the investments in real property that could be lost due to sea level rise.
The results indicate that sea level rise could have significant economic impacts on the Hampton
Roads region, potentially forcing businesses and their employees to relocate and investments in
property to be lost. Localities with the most businesses and employees located and working in
vulnerable areas include Chesapeake, Hampton, Norfolk, Portsmouth, and Virginia Beach. Localities
with the most exposure in terms of total property values include Chesapeake, Hampton, Newport

News, Norfolk, Poquoson, and Virginia Beach.

Natural Environment

Sea level rise will also significantly impact the natural environment. Many of the region’s most
valuable ecological resources are located in areas vulnerable to sea level rise. The results indicate
that approximately 120,000 acres of the most valuable areas (those designated as high, very high,
or outstanding in terms of ecological value by the Coastal Virginia Ecological Value Assessment) are
vulnerable to sea level rise of one meter above spring high tide. Localities with the most highly
rated VEVA resources exposed to sea level rise include Chesapeake, Gloucester County, James City
County, Suffolk, and Virginia Beach. Protected lands - areas that localities and other owners have
invested in to protect them from development - may also be inundated, resulting in the loss of both
the resources and the funds used to acquire or protect those resources. Nearly forty thousand acres
of protected lands are also exposed under the middle scenario. Localities with the most protected

lands exposed include Chesapeake, Poquoson, Surry County, and Virginia Beach.

Page | 41



Many of the natural resources identified as vulnerable in this analysis are already below spring high
tide. Sea level rise could potentially result in the permanent inundation of some or all of these areas.
However, sea level rise will presumably result in the migration of existing wetlands or creation of
new wetlands. While the analysis shows areas that could be potentially inundated, it is not intended
to identify areas where wetlands could migrate inland, though such an investigation would be a

logical extension of this work.

Maps and Data

Maps and data tables for the Hampton Roads region are included below. A summary data table is
provided for the region as well as for each of sixteen localities in the Hampton Roads Planning
District. A map is also included for each locality showing the three elevation scenarios: low
estimate, middle estimate, and high estimate. A map book showing all vulnerable areas of Hampton
Roads at the same scale is included in Appendix D. Please note that the areas in the low estimate
scenarios are the most exposed; they are projected to be affected even if the elevation data is
significantly underestimating actual elevations. Also note that since the analysis uses elevation
relative to spring high tide, any comparisons between the maps produced in this analysis and those
using other elevation datasets should be done with caution, as many elevation datasets, including

LIDAR, are referenced to mean sea level or another vertical datum, and not spring high tide.

In general, these results should be interpreted as general estimates. An analysis conducted with
LIDAR elevation data would allow for much greater precision in identifying areas vulnerable to
different scenarios of sea level rise. HRPDC staff intends to conduct a similar regional analysis once

LIDAR data is available for the entire planning district.

Data sources:

Inundation areas: (Titus and Wang, Maps of Lands Close to Sea Level along the Middle Atlantic
Coast of the United States: An Elevation Data Set to Use While Waiting for LIDAR 2008)

Background aerial imagery: Bing Maps (2012)

Map Disclaimer: These maps are designed to promote discussion and for use as general long-range
planning tools, with the caveats mentioned in this report. They are not designed to be used for specific
planning decisions or site planning. The depictions of areas vulnerable to sea level rise do not account

for existing shoreline protection. These maps should not be used to assess actual coastal hazards,
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determine insurance requirements, or for property assessments. These maps do not in any way replace
or relate to Flood Insurance Rates Maps issued by the Federal Emergency Management Agency
(FEMA). For Flood Insurance information, residents or interested parties should contact their local
governments or FEMA. More information on the National Flood Insurance Program or Flood

Insurance Rate Maps is available on FEMA’s website, www.fema.gov.11

Table Disclaimer: The following tables are for informational purposes only. Figures in the following
tables are estimates and are derived using the methodology described in this report. They should not
be used as predictions of damages or future conditions. The tables contain estimates for low, medium,
and high scenarios (as determined by the accuracy of the underlying elevation data) for one meter of
sea level rise above spring high tide. As discussed elsewhere in this report, one meter of sea level rise is
within current estimates of sea level rise to be expected by the end of the 21st century; it is also a
reasonable increment to measure given the quality of the elevation data. Based on the precision of the
underlying elevation data, the data have been rounded in some cases. A 30-meter pixel is equal to
approximately 9,688 square feet, which is about 0.22 acres. 30 meters equals 98.425 feet, which is
approximately 0.02 miles. To account for this, all data represented as miles or square miles has been
rounded to the nearest tenth, and all data represented as acres has been rounded to the nearest whole

acre. All other datasets were calculated as described in the methodology section of this report.

11 http: //www.fema.gov/plan/prevent/floodins/infocon.shtm
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Table 6: Exposure to One Meter of Sea Level Rise above Spring High Tide in
Hampton Roads, Virginia

GENERAL

Land Area (square miles)
Population

Housing Units

BUILT ENVIRONMENT

Number of Parcels
(intersection)

Number of Parcels
(centroid)

Improvement Value of
Parcels (intersection)

Improvement Value of
Parcels (centroid)

INFRASTRUCTURE
Roads (total miles)
Roads (Interstate)
Roads (Primary)

Roads (Secondary)
Roads (Local or Private)
ECONOMY

Businesses

Employees

Total Value of Parcels
(intersection)

Total Value of Parcels
(centroid)

NATURAL ENVIRONMENT
Protected Lands (acres)

VEVA — Outstanding
(acres)

VEVA — Very High (acres)
VEVA — High (acres)

TOTAL

2,948.2
1,666,310
677,549

605,284

605,284

$128,305,696,321

$128,305,696,321

11,767.2
249.9
1,460.4
2,216.3
7,840.7

57,579
719,835
$215,436,678,988

$215,436,678,988

224,497
166,276

319,728
374,797

LOW ESTIMATE

173.1
59,059
24,436

39,564

16,000

$20,328,915,919

$4,142,308,080

161.5
5.7
17.1
24.0
114.7

575
5,237
$38,892,731,860

$8,513,744,141

34,122
19,257

48,947
31,007

MIDDLE ESTIMATE

238.5
112,794
45,791

61,254

35,654

$26,161,421,399

$8,766,633,550

506.8
14.0
49.6
72.2

371.1

2,026
25,088
$48,067,888,230

$16,466,833,462

38,800
20,454

58,707
42,798

HIGH ESTIMATE

3114
176,124
71,548

84,780

58,651

$30,833,003,959

$13,410,140,979

877.2
17.8
77.3
98.2

683.9

3,659
50,869
$56,306,819,672

$25,104,125,807

46,251
23,566

70,994
57,285

Note: More information on the centroid and intersection methodologies can be found on page 34.
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Map 11: Areas Exposed to One Meter of Sea Level Rise above
Spring High Tide, Hampton Roads, Virginia

Disclaimer: This map is for informational purposes only. Areas depicted as vulnerables are based on estimates only
and should not be construed as being in imminent danger of inundation. The analysis depicted does not account for
flood protection or control infrastructure. This map should not be used in place of official FEMA flood insurance
rate maps. Users agree to hold harmless and blameless the Hampton Roads Planning District Commission and its
representatives and its agents for any liability associated with the use of this map.
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Table 7: Exposure to One Meter of Sea Level Rise above Spring High Tide in
Chesapeake, Virginia

TOTAL LOW ESTIMATE MIDDLE ESTIMATE  HIGH ESTIMATE
GENERAL
Land Area (square miles) 350.1 21.5 324 48.8
Population 222,209 7,893 15,983 23,917
Housing Units 83,196 2,806 5,731 8,510
BUILT ENVIRONMENT
Number of Parcels 82,602 4,330 8,260 11,631
(intersection)
Number of Parcels (centroid) 82,602 1,796 5,258 8,583
Improvement Value of $17,564,561,900 $1,479,752,100 $2,299,717,300 $2,924,589,300
Parcels (intersection)
Improvement Value of $17,564,561,900 $442,439,500 $1,083,591,300 $1,674,952,000
Parcels (centroid)
INFRASTRUCTURE
Roads (total miles) 1,326.6 17.0 65.2 122.1
Roads (Interstate) 47.9 2.3 4.7 6.1
Roads (Primary) 186.7 5.9 15.7 22.9
Roads (Secondary) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Roads (Local or Private) 1,092.0 8.9 44.8 93.1
ECONOMY
Businesses 7,485 71 380 599
Employees 90,966 581 5,713 7,680
Total Value of Parcels $30,568,320,900 $2,827,287,400 $4,241,643,400 $5,411,895,800
(intersection)
Total Value of Parcels $30,568,320,900 $956,092,900 $2,156,277,100 $3,277,653,600
(centroid)
NATURAL ENVIRONMENT
Protected Lands (acres) 112,089 8,441 10,177 11,997
VEVA — Outstanding (acres) 61,400 2,074 2,375 4,473
VEVA — Very High (acres) 63,202 8,662 12,346 17,532
VEVA — High (acres) 41,142 2,309 3,865 5,567

Note: More information on the centroid and intersection methodologies can be found on page 34.
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Map 12: Areas Exposed to One Meter of Sea Level Rise above
Spring High Tide, Chesapeake, Virginia

Disclaimer: This map is for informational purposes only. Areas depicted as vulnerables are based on estimates only
and should not be construed as being in imminent danger of inundation. The analysis depicted does not account for
flood protection or control infrastructure. This map should not be used in place of official FEMA flood insurance
rate maps. Users agree to hold harmless and blameless the Hampton Roads Planning District Commission and its
representatives and its agents for any liability associated with the use of this map.

Page | 47



Table 8: Exposure to One Meter of Sea Level Rise above Spring High Tide in

GENERAL

Land Area (square miles)
Population

Housing Units

BUILT ENVIRONMENT

Number of Parcels (intersection)

Number of Parcels (centroid)

Improvement Value of Parcels
(intersection)

Improvement Value of Parcels
(centroid)

INFRASTRUCTURE
Roads (total miles)
Roads (Interstate)
Roads (Primary)

Roads (Secondary)
Roads (Local or Private)
ECONOMY

Businesses

Employees

Total Value of Parcels
(intersection)

Total Value of Parcels (centroid)
NATURAL ENVIRONMENT
Protected Lands (acres)

VEVA — Outstanding (acres)
VEVA — Very High (acres)

VEVA — High (acres)

Franklin, Virginia

8.4
8,582
3,901

5,023
5,023

62.2
0.0
9.9
1.7

50.7

543
4,402

18
30
991
340

0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0

0
0
0

0

0.6
74
33

43
13

0.1
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0

3
25
272
106

LOW ESTIMATE MIDDLE ESTIMATE HIGH ESTIMATE

1.0
145
66

73
36

0.1
0.0
0.1
0.0
0.1

12
29
361
171

Note: More information on the centroid and intersection methodologies can be found on page 34.

* Assessment data in the appropriate format was not available for the City of Franklin at the time of

this analysis. HRPDC staff is working with Franklin city staff to develop or acquire the necessary

data.
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Map 13: Areas Exposed to One Meter of Sea Level Rise above
Spring High Tide, Franklin, Virginia

Disclaimer: This map is for informational purposes only. Areas depicted as vulnerables are based on estimates only
and should not be construed as being in imminent danger of inundation. The analysis depicted does not account for
flood protection or control infrastructure. This map should not be used in place of official FEMA flood insurance
rate maps. Users agree to hold harmless and blameless the Hampton Roads Planning District Commission and its
representatives and its agents for any liability associated with the use of this map.
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Table 9: Exposure to One Meter of Sea Level Rise above Spring High Tide in
Gloucester County, Virginia

GENERAL

Land Area (square miles)
Population

Housing Units

BUILT ENVIRONMENT

Number of Parcels
(intersection)

Number of Parcels
(centroid)

Improvement Value of
Parcels (intersection)

Improvement Value of
Parcels (centroid)

INFRASTRUCTURE
Roads (total miles)
Roads (Interstate)
Roads (Primary)

Roads (Secondary)
Roads (Local or Private)
ECONOMY

Businesses

Employees

Total Value of Parcels
(intersection)

Total Value of Parcels
(centroid)

NATURAL ENVIRONMENT

Protected Lands (acres)

VEVA — Outstanding (acres)

VEVA — Very High (acres)
VEVA — High (acres)

TOTAL

222.2
36,858
15,852

24,719

24,719

$2,967,678,200

$2,967,678,200

702.4
0.0
93.0
300.3
309.2

1,451
10,981
$4,738,497,438

$4,738,497,438

4,531
3,579
29,280
31,699

LOW ESTIMATE MIDDLE ESTIMATE HIGH ESTIMATE

21.7
2,207
1,063

4,488

1,697

$586,010,500

$167,532,000

32.4
0.0
0.1

16.1

16.2

41
240
$1,148,483,800

$310,408,800

501
1,457
5,624
4,677

33.0
4,503
2,160

6,064

3,834

$742,348,300

$419,621,900

85.0
0.0
1.6

41.4

41.9

78
448
$1,388,025,900

$742,922,500

570
1,475
6,458
6,781

39.6
5,369
2,597

6,699

4,457

$798,825,000

$488,676,600

112.7
0.0
2.5

54.8
55.4

87
533
$1,484,785,300

$873,523,300

629
1,520
6,866
7,820

Note: More information on the centroid and intersection methodologies can be found on page 34.
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Map 14: Areas Exposed to One Meter of Sea Level Rise above
Spring High Tide, Gloucester County, Virginia

Disclaimer: This map is for informational purposes only. Areas depicted as vulnerables are based on estimates only
and should not be construed as being in imminent danger of inundation. The analysis depicted does not account for
flood protection or control infrastructure. This map should not be used in place of official FEMA flood insurance
rate maps. Users agree to hold harmless and blameless the Hampton Roads Planning District Commission and its
representatives and its agents for any liability associated with the use of this map.
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Table 10: Exposure to One Meter of Sea Level Rise above Spring High Tide
in Hampton, Virginia

GENERAL

Land Area (square miles)
Population

Housing Units

BUILT ENVIRONMENT

Number of Parcels
(intersection)

Number of Parcels (centroid)

Improvement Value of Parcels
(intersection)

Improvement Value of Parcels
(centroid)

INFRASTRUCTURE
Roads (total miles)
Roads (Interstate)
Roads (Primary)

Roads (Secondary)
Roads (Local or Private)
ECONOMY

Businesses

Employees

Total Value of Parcels
(intersection)

Total Value of Parcels
(centroid)

NATURAL ENVIRONMENT
Protected Lands (acres)
VEVA — Outstanding (acres)
VEVA — Very High (acres)
VEVA — High (acres)

TOTAL

52.9
137,436
59,566

50,872

50,872
$10,977,296,700

$10,977,296,700

781.3
24.6
73.5

0.1

683.2

4,148
53,135
$15,190,766,200

$15,190,766,200

2,349

848
2,489
7,466

LOW ESTIMATE

6.8
6,300
2,911

3,666

1,869
$2,787,879,600

$552,166,900

22.0
11
14
0.0

19.5

44
224
$3,668,339,600

$805,364,500

575
751
1,278
1,679

MIDDLE ESTIMATE

12.6
14,066
6,011

6,652

4,829
$3,383,609,700

$1,046,154,700

97.0
2.5
5.2
0.0

89.3

263
1,815
$4,551,238,900

$1,605,416,200

642
760
1,565
3,091

HIGH ESTIMATE

16.2
22,888
9,796

10,168

8,436
$3,955,014,500

$1,689,250,000

155.1
2.9
8.8
0.0

143.5

467
4,605
S$5,354,577,300

$2,513,996,800

690
760
1,653
3,594

Note: More information on the centroid and intersection methodologies can be found on page 34.
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Map 15: Areas Exposed to One Meter of Sea Level Rise above
Spring High Tide, Hampton, Virginia

Disclaimer: This map is for informational purposes only. Areas depicted as vulnerables are based on estimates only
and should not be construed as being in imminent danger of inundation. The analysis depicted does not account for
flood protection or control infrastructure. This map should not be used in place of official FEMA flood insurance
rate maps. Users agree to hold harmless and blameless the Hampton Roads Planning District Commission and its
representatives and its agents for any liability associated with the use of this map.
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Table 11: Exposure to One Meter of Sea Level Rise above Spring High Tide

GENERAL

Land Area (square miles)
Population

Housing Units

BUILT ENVIRONMENT

Number of Parcels (intersection)
Number of Parcels (centroid)

Improvement Value of Parcels
(intersection)

Improvement Value of Parcels
(centroid)

INFRASTRUCTURE
Roads (total miles)
Roads (Interstate)
Roads (Primary)

Roads (Secondary)
Roads (Local or Private)
ECONOMY

Businesses

Employees

Total Value of Parcels
(intersection)

Total Value of Parcels (centroid)
NATURAL ENVIRONMENT
Protected Lands (acres)

VEVA — Outstanding (acres)
VEVA — Very High (acres)

VEVA — High (acres)

TOTAL

320.6
35,270
14,633

21,055
21,055
$3,498,990,300

$3,498,990,300

708.1
0.0
92.7
428.5
186.9

1,158
12,279
$6,184,254,100

$6,184,254,100

4,996
8,947
38,860
77,986

in Isle of Wight County, Virginia

LOW ESTIMATE MIDDLE ESTIMATE

12.3
2,872
1,192

2,316
811
$414,734,800

$140,085,300

4.6
0.0
1.7
14
15

13
69
$874,068,800

$267,508,300

1,538

516
2,942
4,165

13.4
3,046
1,263

2,503
930
$1,144,544,300

$256,090,800

5.6
0.0
2.0
1.8
1.9

16
80
$1,689,819,500

$403,803,300

1,562

521
3,309
4,460

HIGH ESTIMATE

14.4
3,223
1,339

2,704
1,008
$1,175,711,400

$361,498,200

6.8
0.0
2.1
2.3
2.4

17
180
$1,764,825,100

$526,074,300

1,577

529
3,609
4,690

Note: More information on the centroid and intersection methodologies can be found on page 34.
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Map 16: Areas Exposed to One Meter of Sea Level Rise above
Spring High Tide, Isle of Wight County, Virginia

Disclaimer: This map is for informational purposes only. Areas depicted as vulnerables are based on estimates only
and should not be construed as being in imminent danger of inundation. The analysis depicted does not account for
flood protection or control infrastructure. This map should not be used in place of official FEMA flood insurance
rate maps. Users agree to hold harmless and blameless the Hampton Roads Planning District Commission and its
representatives and its agents for any liability associated with the use of this map.
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Table 12: Exposure to One Meter of Sea Level Rise above Spring High Tide

GENERAL

Land Area (square miles)
Population

Housing Units

BUILT ENVIRONMENT

Number of Parcels
(intersection)

Number of Parcels (centroid)

Improvement Value of Parcels
(intersection)

Improvement Value of Parcels
(centroid)

INFRASTRUCTURE
Roads (total miles)
Roads (Interstate)
Roads (Primary)

Roads (Secondary)
Roads (Local or Private)
ECONOMY

Businesses

Employees

Total Value of Parcels
(intersection)

Total Value of Parcels
(centroid)

NATURAL ENVIRONMENT
Protected Lands (acres)
VEVA — Outstanding (acres)
VEVA — Very High (acres)
VEVA — High (acres)

TOTAL

150.3
67,009
29,797

32,816

32,816
$9,165,772,400

$9,165,772,400

651.6
22.0
91.0

291.7

246.9

2,346
25,139
$13,809,208,600

$13,809,208,600

8339
12,599
30,890
14,886

LOW ESTIMATE

133
1,449
680

1,483

540
$695,290,500

$168,951,900

2.6
0.0
0.4
15
0.7

8
12
$2,046,237,000

$862,867,000

1,099
2,688
4,057
1,450

in James City County, Virginia

MIDDLE ESTIMATE

14.9
1,796
835

1,671

721
$743,224,500

$215,443,200

4.5
0.0
0.5
2.7
13

12
52
$2,130,105,500

$987,671,600

1,427
2,918
4,649
1,586

HIGH ESTIMATE

15.7
2,048
952

1,835

836
$817,299,600

$237,300,500

5.7
0.0
0.6
3.7
1.5

16
57
$2,243,406,000

$1,025,480,400

1,446
2,998
4,906
1,751

Note: More information on the centroid and intersection methodologies can be found on page 34.
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Map 17: Areas Exposed to One Meter of Sea Level Rise above
Spring High Tide, James City County, Virginia

Disclaimer: This map is for informational purposes only. Areas depicted as vulnerables are based on estimates only
and should not be construed as being in imminent danger of inundation. The analysis depicted does not account for
flood protection or control infrastructure. This map should not be used in place of official FEMA flood insurance
rate maps. Users agree to hold harmless and blameless the Hampton Roads Planning District Commission and its
representatives and its agents for any liability associated with the use of this map.

Page | 57



Table 13: Exposure to One Meter of Sea Level Rise above Spring High Tide

GENERAL

Land Area (square miles)
Population

Housing Units

BUILT ENVIRONMENT

Number of Parcels
(intersection)

Number of Parcels (centroid)

Improvement Value of Parcels
(intersection)

Improvement Value of Parcels
(centroid)

INFRASTRUCTURE
Roads (total miles)
Roads (Interstate)
Roads (Primary)

Roads (Secondary)
Roads (Local or Private)
ECONOMY

Businesses

Employees

Total Value of Parcels
(intersection)

Total Value of Parcels
(centroid)

NATURAL ENVIRONMENT
Protected Lands (acres)
VEVA — Outstanding (acres)
VEVA — Very High (acres)
VEVA — High (acres)

in Newport News, Virginia

TOTAL

70.2
180,719
76,198

54,382

54,382
$13,632,235,146

$13,632,235,146

806.9
315
101.9
0.1
673.5

6,516
90,221
$22,413,311,190

$22,413,311,190

5,979
1,539
3,425
12,875

LOW ESTIMATE

6.8
3,196
1,342

1,320

404
$1,919,115,700

$826,086,600

2.6
0.2
0.4
0.0
2.0

2
14
$2,637,584,900

$1,098,182,700

141
584
1,466
1,905

MIDDLE ESTIMATE

9.5
4,321
1,896

1,780

664
$1,993,948,300

$1,355,314,200

8.3
0.3
0.9
0.0
7.1

28
510
$2,751,954,500

$1,714,920,000

155
671
1,820
2,685

HIGH ESTIMATE

10.5
5,000
2,213

2,053

928
$2,027,680,500

$1,384,853,400

12.1
0.3
1.2
0.0

10.5

38
644
$2,800,769,200

$1,758,915,700

167

706
1,928
2,944

Note: More information on the centroid and intersection methodologies can be found on page 34.
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Map 18: Areas Exposed to One Meter of Sea Level Rise above
Spring High Tide, Newport News, Virginia

Disclaimer: This map is for informational purposes only. Areas depicted as vulnerable are based on estimates only
and should not be construed as being in imminent danger of inundation. The analysis depicted does not account for
flood protection or control infrastructure. This map should not be used in place of official FEMA flood insurance
rate maps. Users agree to hold harmless and blameless the Hampton Roads Planning District Commission and its
representatives and its agents for any liability associated with the use of this map.
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Table 14: Exposure to One Meter of Sea Level Rise above Spring High Tide
in Norfolk, Virginia

GENERAL

Land Area (square miles)
Population

Housing Units

BUILT ENVIRONMENT

Number of Parcels
(intersection)

Number of Parcels (centroid)

Improvement Value of Parcels
(intersection)

Improvement Value of Parcels
(centroid)

INFRASTRUCTURE
Roads (total miles)
Roads (Interstate)
Roads (Primary)

Roads (Secondary)
Roads (Local or Private)
ECONOMY

Businesses

Employees

Total Value of Parcels
(intersection)

Total Value of Parcels
(centroid)

NATURAL ENVIRONMENT
Protected Lands (acres)
VEVA — Outstanding (acres)
VEVA — Very High (acres)
VEVA — High (acres)

TOTAL

55.9
242,803
95,018

65,979

65,979
$13,494,681,500

$13,494,681,500

1,150.2
54.9
152.5
0.0
942.9

9,118
136,292
$20,670,093,500

$20,670,093,500

868

34
1,510
4,480

LOW ESTIMATE

3.1
9,841
3,502

4,555

1,757
$1,703,705,500

$350,808,300

14.7
1.7
1.0
0.0

12.0

111
1,924
$3,189,941,400

$627,145,700

122

7
378
761

MIDDLE ESTIMATE

6.5
25,715
8,955

8,251

4,968
$3,207,444,200

$1,325,957,300

75.5
5.3
9.1
0.0

61.1

532
9,818
$5,357,247,300

$2,225,096,200

195
21
541
1,267

HIGH ESTIMATE

9.2
36,134
12,896

11,567

8,204
$3,917,995,600

$2,234,621,300

129.2
6.8
13.2
0.0
109.1

946
15,014
$6,485,310,600

$3,860,392,700

245
25
618
1,515

Note: More information on the centroid and intersection methodologies can be found on page 34.

Page | 60



Map 19: Areas Exposed to One Meter of Sea Level Rise above
Spring High Tide, Norfolk, Virginia

Disclaimer: This map is for informational purposes only. Areas depicted as vulnerables are based on estimates only
and should not be construed as being in imminent danger of inundation. The analysis depicted does not account for
flood protection or control infrastructure. This map should not be used in place of official FEMA flood insurance
rate maps. Users agree to hold harmless and blameless the Hampton Roads Planning District Commission and its
representatives and its agents for any liability associated with the use of this map.
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Table 15: Exposure to One Meter of Sea Level Rise above Spring High Tide
in Poquoson, Virginia

GENERAL

Land Area (square miles)
Population

Housing Units

BUILT ENVIRONMENT

Number of Parcels (intersection)

Number of Parcels (centroid)

Improvement Value of Parcels
(intersection)

Improvement Value of Parcels
(centroid)

INFRASTRUCTURE
Roads (total miles)
Roads (Interstate)
Roads (Primary)

Roads (Secondary)
Roads (Local or Private)
ECONOMY

Businesses

Employees

Total Value of Parcels
(intersection)

Total Value of Parcels (centroid)

NATURAL ENVIRONMENT
Protected Lands (acres)
VEVA — Outstanding (acres)
VEVA — Very High (acres)
VEVA — High (acres)

TOTAL

13.4
12,150
4,726

5,517
5,517
$934,088,500

$934,088,500

66.0
0.0
7.9
0.0

58.1

312
2,339
$1,723,031,200

$1,723,031,200

3,099
4,246

974
2,089

9.4
3,242
1,257

2,087
1,454
$310,317,500

$177,112,000

133
0.0
2.4
0.0

10.9

57
125
$677,862,300

$400,143,900

2,202
3,951
708
882

LOW ESTIMATE MIDDLE ESTIMATE

11.8
6,770
2,597

3,601
3,330
$599,508,700

$516,907,100

38.7
0.0
5.1
0.0

33.6

115
508
$1,168,759,200

$1,025,090,400

2,213
3,957

773
1,386

HIGH ESTIMATE

13.0
8,957
3,461

4,707
4,444
$778,387,700

$716,057,400

51.4
0.0
5.9
0.0

45.5

180
1,552
$1,454,712,100

$1,346,305,000

2,215
3,958

776
1,603

Note: More information on the centroid and intersection methodologies can be found on page 34.
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Map 20: Areas Exposed to One Meter of Sea Level Rise above
Spring High Tide, Poquoson, Virginia

Disclaimer: This map is for informational purposes only. Areas depicted as vulnerables are based on estimates only
and should not be construed as being in imminent danger of inundation. The analysis depicted does not account for
flood protection or control infrastructure. This map should not be used in place of official FEMA flood insurance
rate maps. Users agree to hold harmless and blameless the Hampton Roads Planning District Commission and its
representatives and its agents for any liability associated with the use of this map.
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Table 16: Exposure to One Meter of Sea Level Rise above Spring High Tide

GENERAL

Land Area (square miles)
Population

Housing Units

BUILT ENVIRONMENT

Number of Parcels
(intersection)

Number of Parcels (centroid)

Improvement Value of Parcels
(intersection)

Improvement Value of Parcels
(centroid)

INFRASTRUCTURE
Roads (total miles)
Roads (Interstate)
Roads (Primary)

Roads (Secondary)
Roads (Local or Private)
ECONOMY

Businesses

Employees

Total Value of Parcels
(intersection)

Total Value of Parcels
(centroid)

NATURAL ENVIRONMENT
Protected Lands (acres)
VEVA — Outstanding (acres)
VEVA — Very High (acres)
VEVA — High (acres)

In Portsmouth, Virginia

TOTAL

33.6
95,535
40,806

36,051

36,051
$11,644,279,608

$11,644,279,608

520.5
11.4
54.9

0.0

454.2

3,008
45,384
$16,260,870,838

$16,260,870,838

694
35
1,535
3,845

LOW ESTIMATE

5.2
2,246
941

1,714

641
$4,765,599,210

$244,582,030

4.0
0.0
0.6
0.0
3.4

19
61
$6,424,363,950

$489,868,690

60

17
343
1,333

MIDDLE ESTIMATE

7.0
4,655
2,089

3,074

1,596
$5,145,115,990

$515,879,550

17.5
0.5
14
0.0

15.5

127
2125
$6,946,685,170

$881,165,030

84

25
437
1,593

HIGH ESTIMATE

8.2
7,655
3,567

4,295

2,730
$5,458,380,750

$916,582,670

34.3
0.7
2.6
0.0

30.9

276
8,709
$7,360,474,380

$1,559,118,040

103
25
508
1,725

Note: More information on the centroid and intersection methodologies can be found on page 34.
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Map 21: Areas Exposed to One Meter of Sea Level Rise above
Spring High Tide, Portsmouth, Virginia

Disclaimer: This map is for informational purposes only. Areas depicted as vulnerables are based on estimates only
and should not be construed as being in imminent danger of inundation. The analysis depicted does not account for
flood protection or control infrastructure. This map should not be used in place of official FEMA flood insurance
rate maps. Users agree to hold harmless and blameless the Hampton Roads Planning District Commission and its
representatives and its agents for any liability associated with the use of this map.
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Table 17: Exposure to One Meter of Sea Level Rise above Spring High Tide

in Southampton County, Virginia

GENERAL

Land Area (square miles)
Population

Housing Units

BUILT ENVIRONMENT

Number of Parcels (intersection)
Number of Parcels (centroid)

Improvement Value of Parcels
(intersection)

Improvement Value of Parcels
(centroid)

INFRASTRUCTURE

Roads (total miles)

Roads (Interstate)

Roads (Primary)

Roads (Secondary)

Roads (Local or Private)
ECONOMY

Businesses

Employees

Total Value of Parcels (intersection)
Total Value of Parcels (centroid)
NATURAL ENVIRONMENT
Protected Lands (acres)

VEVA — Outstanding (acres)
VEVA — Very High (acres)

VEVA — High (acres)

TOTAL

602.4
18,570
7,473

15,849
15,849
$1,134,717,700

$1,134,717,700

843.5
0.0
128.6
647.6
67.3

474

3,577
$2,438,989,700
$2,438,989,700

3,419
78
189
45

LOW ESTIMATE

S0

S0

0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0

0
0

S0
S0
0
0
0

0

MIDDLE ESTIMATE

7.8
149
64

241
117
$9,879,300

$6,037,400

2.0
0.0
0.5
1.0
0.5

1
1
$55,470,700
$14,703,000

209
0
79
11

HIGH ESTIMATE

10.9
224
93

331
161
$13,782,900

$7,379,400

3.1
0.0
1.1
1.4
0.6

2

13
$68,210,300
$21,744,400

292
1
99
12

Note: More information on the centroid and intersection methodologies can be found on page 34.
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Map 22: Areas Exposed to One Meter of Sea Level Rise above
Spring High Tide, Southampton County, Virginia

Disclaimer: This map is for informational purposes only. Areas depicted as vulnerables are based on estimates only
and should not be construed as being in imminent danger of inundation. The analysis depicted does not account for
flood protection or control infrastructure. This map should not be used in place of official FEMA flood insurance
rate maps. Users agree to hold harmless and blameless the Hampton Roads Planning District Commission and its
representatives and its agents for any liability associated with the use of this map.
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Table 18: Exposure to One Meter of Sea Level Rise above Spring High Tide
in Suffolk, Virginia

GENERAL

Land Area (square miles)
Population

Housing Units

BUILT ENVIRONMENT

Number of Parcels
(intersection)

Number of Parcels (centroid)

Improvement Value of Parcels
(intersection)

Improvement Value of Parcels
(centroid)

INFRASTRUCTURE
Roads (total miles)
Roads (Interstate)
Roads (Primary)

Roads (Secondary)
Roads (Local or Private)
ECONOMY

Businesses

Employees

Total Value of Parcels
(intersection)

Total Value of Parcels
(centroid)

NATURAL ENVIRONMENT
Protected Lands (acres)
VEVA — Outstanding (acres)
VEVA — Very High (acres)
VEVA — High (acres)

TOTAL

411.4
84,585
33,035

39,290

39,290
$6,467,878,700

$6,467,878,700

1,030.8
6.8
176.7
0.4
846.9

2,265
25,126
$10,372,632,100

$10,372,632,100

2,458
43,039
51,511
65,899

LOW ESTIMATE

11.0
3,871
1,408

2,308

686
$772,838,400

$165,731,200

2.0
0.0
0.4
0.0
1.6

12
92
$1,426,058,400

$287,530,300

220
1,123
4,030
1,649

MIDDLE ESTIMATE

14.4
4,691
1,715

2,876

894
$910,374,800

$201,957,200

4.7
0.1
15
0.0
3.1

21
111
$1,685,691,700

$360,603,700

281
1,300
5,345
2,165

HIGH ESTIMATE

15.9
4,997
1,821

3,068

1,000
$957,980,600

$231,584,000

6.2
0.1
2.4
0.0
3.8

22
141
$1,768,778,800

$406,340,200

323
1,334
5,868
2,436

Note: More information on the centroid and intersection methodologies can be found on page 34.
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Map 23: Areas Exposed to One Meter of Sea Level Rise above
Spring High Tide, Suffolk, Virginia

Disclaimer: This map is for informational purposes only. Areas depicted as vulnerables are based on estimates only
and should not be construed as being in imminent danger of inundation. The analysis depicted does not account for
flood protection or control infrastructure. This map should not be used in place of official FEMA flood insurance
rate maps. Users agree to hold harmless and blameless the Hampton Roads Planning District Commission and its
representatives and its agents for any liability associated with the use of this map.
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Table 19: Exposure to One Meter of Sea Level Rise above Spring High Tide

GENERAL

Land Area (square miles)
Population

Housing Units

BUILT ENVIRONMENT

Number of Parcels (intersection)
Number of Parcels (centroid)

Improvement Value of Parcels
(intersection)

Improvement Value of Parcels
(centroid)

INFRASTRUCTURE
Roads (total miles)
Roads (Interstate)
Roads (Primary)

Roads (Secondary)
Roads (Local or Private)
ECONOMY

Businesses

Employees

Total Value of Parcels
(intersection)

Total Value of Parcels (centroid)
NATURAL ENVIRONMENT
Protected Lands (acres)

VEVA — Outstanding (acres)
VEVA — Very High (acres)

VEVA — High (acres)

TOTAL

281.7
7,058
3,444

6,508
6,508
$510,007,400

$510,007,400

341.8
0.0
48.5
252.6
40.7

209
1,931

$1,051,099,800

$1,051,099,800

8,409
16,371
45,391
40,962

in Surry County, Virginia

LOW ESTIMATE MIDDLE ESTIMATE HIGH ESTIMATE

4.7 5.4 6.0

98 107 124

52 59 70

382 445 526

65 94 135
$52,204,100 $57,283,300 $64,129,800
$4,379,900 $6,757,200 $9,380,000
0.5 13 2.0

0.0 0.0 0.0

0.0 0.0 0.0

0.3 1.0 15

0.2 0.3 0.5

0 0 0

0 0 0
$172,966,600 $187,203,600 $201,702,700
$12,221,300 $22,571,300 $27,867,700
1,570 1,872 1,966

157 166 180

1,164 1,287 1,460

1,434 1,609 1,743

Note: More information on the centroid and intersection methodologies can be found on page 34.
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Map 24:. Areas Exposed to One Meter of Sea Level Rise above
Spring High Tide, Surry County, Virginia

Disclaimer: This map is for informational purposes only. Areas depicted as vulnerables are based on estimates only
and should not be construed as being in imminent danger of inundation. The analysis depicted does not account for
flood protection or control infrastructure. This map should not be used in place of official FEMA flood insurance
rate maps. Users agree to hold harmless and blameless the Hampton Roads Planning District Commission and its
representatives and its agents for any liability associated with the use of this map.
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Table 20: Exposure to One Meter of Sea Level Rise above Spring High Tide

GENERAL

Land Area (square miles)
Population

Housing Units

BUILT ENVIRONMENT

Number of Parcels
(intersection)

Number of Parcels
(centroid)

Improvement Value of
Parcels (intersection)

Improvement Value of
Parcels (centroid)

INFRASTRUCTURE
Roads (total miles)
Roads (Interstate)
Roads (Primary)

Roads (Secondary)
Roads (Local or Private)
ECONOMY

Businesses

Employees

Total Value of Parcels
(intersection)

Total Value of Parcels
(centroid)

NATURAL ENVIRONMENT
Protected Lands (acres)

VEVA — Outstanding
(acres)

VEVA — Very High (acres)
VEVA — High (acres)

in Virginia Beach, Virginia

TOTAL

258.3
437,994
177,879

134,078

134,078

$27,395,409,467

$27,395,409,467

1,982.0
28.3
138.0
0.0
1,815.6

15,456
179,114
$52,643,104,122

$52,643,104,122

46,077
10,155

34,690
54,129

LOW ESTIMATE

49.9
13,412
6,288

9,641

3,599

$3,185,803,959

$793,935,950

36.0
0.2
1.7
0.0

34.2

182
1,821
$7,804,380,210

$2,144,912,551

16,367
5,691

16,386
6,735

MIDDLE ESTIMATE

58.0
21,160
10,051

14,185

5,843

$4,096,732,259

$1,343,490,100

66.9
0.2
4.4
0.0

62.3

389
3,586
$9,671,535,260

$3,358,135,232

18,015
5,999

17,638
8,910

HIGH ESTIMATE

89.1
47,962
21,185

25,251

14,337

$6,331,824,759

$2,823,490,109

188.6
0.5
11.7
0.0
176.4

900
10,854
$13,992,056,092

$6,654,848,867

23,031
6,788

22,494
17,798

Note: More information on the centroid and intersection methodologies can be found on page 34.
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Map 25: Areas Exposed to One Meter of Sea Level Rise above
Spring High Tide, Virginia Beach, Virginia

Disclaimer: This map is for informational purposes only. Areas depicted as vulnerables are based on estimates only
and should not be construed as being in imminent danger of inundation. The analysis depicted does not account for
flood protection or control infrastructure. This map should not be used in place of official FEMA flood insurance
rate maps. Users agree to hold harmless and blameless the Hampton Roads Planning District Commission and its
representatives and its agents for any liability associated with the use of this map.
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Table 21: Exposure to One Meter of Sea Level Rise above Spring High Tide

GENERAL

Land Area (square miles)
Population

Housing Units

BUILT ENVIRONMENT

Number of Parcels (intersection)
Number of Parcels (centroid)

Improvement Value of Parcels
(intersection)

Improvement Value of Parcels
(centroid)

INFRASTRUCTURE

Roads (total miles)

Roads (Interstate)

Roads (Primary)

Roads (Secondary)

Roads (Local or Private)
ECONOMY

Businesses

Employees

Total Value of Parcels (intersection)
Total Value of Parcels (centroid)
NATURAL ENVIRONMENT
Protected Lands (acres)

VEVA - Outstanding (acres)
VEVA — Very High (acres)

VEVA — High (acres)

in Williamsburg, Virginia

TOTAL

8.7
14,068
5,176

4,461
4,461
$1,604,982,000

$1,604,982,000

95.8
0.0
21.6
1.2
73.0

980

17,492
$2,490,017,500
$2,490,017,500

854

0

890
1,252

0.2
271
135

86
14
$21,193,400

$695,100

0.1
0.0
0.1
0.0
0.0

0

0
$59,209,200
$1,330,600

0
0
12
76

LOW ESTIMATE MIDDLE ESTIMATE

0.2
275
137

86
15
$21,193,400

$695,100

0.1
0.0
0.1
0.0
0.0

0

0
$59,209,200
$1,332,200

0
0
12
79

HIGH ESTIMATE

0.2
317
158

88
16
$28,845,900

$695,100

0.2
0.0
0.2
0.0
0.0

0

0
$69,289,800
$1,332,200

1
0
13
83

Note: More information on the centroid and intersection methodologies can be found on page 34.
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Map 26: Areas Exposed to One Meter of Sea Level Rise above
Spring High Tide, Williamsburg, Virginia

Disclaimer: This map is for informational purposes only. Areas depicted as vulnerables are based on estimates only
and should not be construed as being in imminent danger of inundation. The analysis depicted does not account for
flood protection or control infrastructure. This map should not be used in place of official FEMA flood insurance
rate maps. Users agree to hold harmless and blameless the Hampton Roads Planning District Commission and its
representatives and its agents for any liability associated with the use of this map.
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Table 22: Exposure to One Meter of Sea Level Rise above Spring High Tide

GENERAL

Land Area (square miles)
Population

Housing Units

BUILT ENVIRONMENT

Number of Parcels
(intersection)

Number of Parcels (centroid)

Improvement Value of Parcels
(intersection)

Improvement Value of Parcels
(centroid)

INFRASTRUCTURE
Roads (total miles)
Roads (Interstate)
Roads (Primary)

Roads (Secondary)
Roads (Local or Private)
ECONOMY

Businesses

Employees

Total Value of Parcels
(intersection)

Total Value of Parcels
(centroid)

NATURAL ENVIRONMENT
Protected Lands (acres)
VEVA — Outstanding (acres)
VEVA — Very High (acres)
VEVA — High (acres)

in York County, Virginia

TOTAL

108.1
65,464
26,849

26,082

26,082
$7,313,116,800

$7,313,116,800

697.5
22.5
83.1

292.3

299.6

2,110
21,457
$14,882,481,800

$14,882,481,800

20,317

3,376
13,902
15,702

LOW ESTIMATE

7.1
2,161
859

2,233

667
$1,761,206,200

$107,801,400

9.9
0.3
11
4.7
3.8

15
74
$6,222,276,400

$250,166,900

1,285

241
1,896
1,951

MIDDLE ESTIMATE

11.0
5,483
2,195

3,752

2,548
$2,122,659,500

$472,736,000

34.6
0.3
1.7

24.3
8.4

64
321
$6,773,958,000

$967,125,700

1,394

241
2,177
3,204

HIGH ESTIMATE

12.9
7,164
2,824

4,449

3,340
$2,278,661,600

$633,820,300

47.6
0.3
2.1

34.6

10.6

109
887
$7,019,887,200

$1,250,532,600

1,558

241
2,303
3,833

Note: More information on the centroid and intersection methodologies can be found on page 34.
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Map 27:. Areas Exposed to One Meter of Sea Level Rise above
Spring High Tide, York County, Virginia

Disclaimer: This map is for informational purposes only. Areas depicted as vulnerables are based on estimates only
and should not be construed as being in imminent danger of inundation. The analysis depicted does not account for
flood protection or control infrastructure. This map should not be used in place of official FEMA flood insurance
rate maps. Users agree to hold harmless and blameless the Hampton Roads Planning District Commission and its
representatives and its agents for any liability associated with the use of this map.
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SECTION V: RECOMMENDATIONS AND NEXT STEPS

This report has summarized the work of the third and final grant period of the Hampton Roads
Planning District Commission’s Climate Change Adaptation Focal Area Grant, funded in part by the
Virginia Coastal Zone Management Program. The goals of this grant period were to refine and
enhance the tools and analysis conducted in the first two years of the grant: to analyze the potential
impacts of sea level rise on the region, its localities, and its residents; to involve the public and
institutions in discussing and planning for climate change through education and engagement; and
to develop ways in which local governments can begin planning for climate change. This report
includes the results of an analysis of the vulnerability of the Hampton Roads region to sea level rise.
The analysis shows that the region is significantly vulnerable to sea level rise and provides
justification to localities to begin incorporating climate change and sea level rise into the planning
and decision-making processes. Based on the research, analysis, and outreach conducted over the
course of the entire focal area grant, HRPDC staff makes the following findings and

recommendations:

Table 23: Findings and Recommendations

Findings Recommendations

Hampton Roads does not yet have the necessary HRPDC should continue to work to acquire the
regionally consistent elevation data to accurately  necessary data.

assess sea level rise impacts. While several

localities have high-resolution elevation data

(LIDAR), the quality and characteristics of the data

is not necessarily sufficient for analyzing sea level

rise.
Sea level rise will be a major issue for several Localities should begin planning for sea level rise
Hampton Roads localities. Potential impacts through their comprehensive plans and other plans

include the permanent loss of significant areas as  and policies, including working with other

well as the greater or new exposure of some areas stakeholders in the region, such as educational

to regular or storm flooding. institutions and major government landowners and
agencies.
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Findings Recommendations

There is not yet official state or federal regulatory  Hampton Roads should work with state and federal
guidance for addressing sea level rise at the elected officials and staff to develop and fund
community level. While considerable research has guidance and assistance to affected communities.
been done and recommendations have been made

by both government agencies and non-

governmental organizations, it has not been turned

into official policies from the federal government

or the Commonwealth that address how localities

should address sea level rise. Effective adaptation

will likely require some sort of partnership

between local, state, and federal governments.

The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers has developed Localities and other should consider using this
guidance for incorporating sea level rise into guidance for project planning and design.
infrastructure projects. This guidance incorporates

both historical rates of relative sea level rise and

projections of global sea level rise due to climate

change.

Subsidence and its impacts on local sea level rise The region should continue to study the causes and
rates are not well-documented. rates of subsidence in Hampton Roads and their
impacts on relative sea level rise.

Effective adaptation strategies will vary based on  The region should continue studying potential

context, feasibility, and popular support. strategies for adapting to sea level rise and other
climate change impacts. This should include
studying how existing regulatory authorities can be
used to help localities adapt to sea level rise. The
region should also work with other stakeholders,
such as government agencies (especially those with
significant landholdings in the region and/or
technical expertise), academic institutions, non-
governmental organizations, and private interests
to develop the necessary support for these
strategies.

Over the course of this focal area grant project, HRPDC staff has collaborated with many partners,
including public agencies, local governments, and non-governmental organizations, to further
discussion of sea level rise and climate change impacts in the region. Continued collaboration with
these partners will be vital to developing effective and regionally appropriate sea level rise
adaptation strategies and policies for Hampton Roads localities. HRPDC will continue to work with
these organizations, including Old Dominion University, the University of Virginia, and the Virginia

Institute of Marine Science, on future grants and projects. HRPDC is currently working with groups
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from Old Dominion University and the University of Virginia on related climate change projects.

HRPDC staff will also explore opportunities to work with other partners.
Although the focal area grant project has ended, HRPDC staff will continue to plan for the region’s

responses to climate change through related Virginia Coastal Zone Management Program grants

and other opportunities as they become available.
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STORMWATER MANAGEMENT
REGULATION REGIONAL
OUTREACH MEETING

July 12, 2012
12:30- 3:30
HRPDC Regional Boardroom
Chesapeake, VA

Agenda

l. Introductions — Joan Salvati, Local Program & Guidance
Development Manager

. Stormwater Regulatory Update - Scott Crafton, Special
Projects Coordinator

lll.  Local SWM Program Elements & Tools - Joan Salvati,
Local Program & Guidance Development Manager

V. Virginia E-Permitting - Gerry Seeley, DCR Website
Development Coordinator

V. Questions and discussion
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