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Number of Residential Structures in Flood Zones

INTRODUCTION

 Urbanization has exacerbated flood risk, with
development In flood-prone areas contributing more
to future flood exposure than climate change (Wing et
al., 2022).
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* Flood risk maps generated by the Federal Emergency
Management Agency (FEMA) are often outdated and
fall to recognize some high-risk areas (Tate et al.,
2021).
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Figure 1: Workflow for Flood Zone Delineation and
Development Analysis
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o 278,080 residential structures in FEMA flood zones. . ImEm e
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Federally overlooked flood zones lack flood insurance
requirements and mitigation regulations, increasing flood
vulnerabillity.

Flood mapping Ilimitations contribute to unchecked
development, potentially disproportionately affecting
marginalized communities.

o 222,692 residential structures In  federally
overlooked flood zones.

Improved flood risk mapping and comprehensive urban
planning policies are essential to mitigate long-term
economic and social impacts.
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zones occurred from the 1950s-1970s.
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