Forget “Wicked Problems”...
How About A “Wicked Solution”

Why the Aging of the Baby Boom
Generation Might Be the Great
Opportunity that Planning Needs
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«ny) Florida’s Aging Population is on the Rise

State Elderly Populations as the Baby Boom Ages

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, Population Division, Interim State
Population Projections, 2005.

Census Projection Projection —-Florida’s elderly is
2000 2015 2030 population is projected
United States 12.4% 14.5% 19.7% to almost double from
Florida 17.6% 19.5% 27.1% ~3.5 million permanent
— - . residents in 2010 to
California 10.6% 13.0% 17.8% ~6.5 million permanent
New York 12.9% 15.1% 20.1% residents in 2030.
Texas 9.9% 11.7% 15.6%
Pennsylvania 15.6% 16.9% 22.6%
Ohio 13.3% 15.2% 20.4%
Illinois 12.1% 13.6% 18.0%
Iowa 14.9% 16.3% 22.4%
Maine 14.4% 18.0% 26.5%
North Dakota 14.7% 17.0% 25.1%
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Around 2022, Florida is projected to have moye
residents 65+ than residents 19 and under fo
the first time in its history.

1990 2000 2010 2020 2030



“Leave It to Beaver”
Getting Left Behind

Table 1. Percent of households with and withour children, 1960, 2000,
and 2025.

1960 2000 2025

Households with children 48% 33% 28%

Households withour children 52% 67% 72%
Single-person households 13% 26% 289%
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Household Growth By Type, 2000-2025

e The vast majority (~90%) of new households created in the
next two decades will naontain children.

 |n particular, lots more “singles” households will come
Into existence.




The “Quality Growth” Agenda

e There is an ongoing movement in planning to promote certain

development outcomes, outcomes that empirical evidence suggests is
economicallyenvironmentallyandfiscally beneficial for communities.
We might term this aQuality Growth Agenda”.

Key attributes ofQuality Growth include:

--Higher Relative Residential Densities and Non-Res Intensities
--Mix of Uses, especially co-location of Residential and Comm/Office
--Mix of Housing Types in neighborhoods, preferably on smaller lots
--Support Multiple Transportation Modes, esp. Transit & Pedestrian
--Urban Reuvitalization/Redevelopment

--Reduced Ecological Footprint/Reduced Carbon Emissions



--Home searchers 55+
report higher preferences
for commercial mixed use,
pedestrian infrastructure,
and transit accessibility.

Graphic Source: Transportation for a New Era (Urban Land Institute).



--Home searchers
55+ report higher
preferences for
mixed use and
transit accessibility.

Source: Myers and Gearin Housing Policy Debate article (2001, Vol 12, Issue 4).
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&» Planning’s Great Demographic Opportunity

Quality Growth Impact of Older Residents
Attribute on QG Dimension

Preference for smaller and/or attached

Density dwelling units on smaller lots

Mix of Uses Desire acce_SS|b|I|ty to shopping, health care,
and recreational uses

Mix of Housing Greater demand for a range of housing types

Prefer/Require transit accessibility and
pedestrian oriented development

Greater preference for more urban locations
In interesting settings

Smaller Lots + Greater Mixed Use + More
Reduced Footprint  Diverse Mode Choices = Reduced VMT and
Reduced Footprint

Multiple Modes

Urban Revitalization



