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Audio Troubleshooting

No Sound? Check if your speakers/headphones are plugged in, not muted,
and connected properly.

Using Bluetooth? Ensure it’s turned on and paired correctly.

Test audio in Zoom: Settings > Audio > Test Speaker & Microphone.

Updated permissions: Ensure Zoom can access your microphone.

Need help? Visit zoom.us/support for more troubleshooting.
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Professional Certification Credits

Reminder: We only offer professional certification credits for participants who
attend the live webinar!

For those that attend the live event, this webinar has been approved for credits for:

- American Institute of Certified Planners (1.5 AICP CM #9331844)

 Florida Bar Attorneys (1.5 General CLEs, #2607653N)

* Florida Environmental Health Professionals (2 Contact Hours or 0.2 CEUs)
e Certified Floodplain Managers (1 CEC)

 Florida Landscape Architects (1.5 DBPR Credits #0015988)

e Florida Nursery, Growers & Landscape Association (2 CEUs

1000 Friends has not applied for credits for those who view this broadcast at a later time.
Find credits for past webinars at 1000fof.org/upcoming-webinars/credits




Follow-up Survey, Certificate of Attendance

Post-webinar, you will receive:

* A link to a brief survey to help us improve future webinars

« You will also receive a certificate of attendance for this webinar, emailed to you within a
couple of days. Please email friends@1000fof.org if you do not receive.

Information on professional certification credits for past webinars are available at
1000fof.org/upcoming-webinars/credits




Follow-up Survey, Certificate of Attendance

We’ve received feedback from some webinar attendees who have not been receiving
their certificates. To ensure you get your certificate:

« Join Zoom with the same email you used to register.

 Stay for the full webinar. Credit providers require full attendance, and following that rule is what lets
us keep offering credits at no cost to you.

« Watch for an email from friends@1000fof.org within a few business days, and check your spam folder.

Information on professional certification credits for past webinars are available at
1000fof.org/upcoming-webinars/credits
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Questions & Answers

Please submit questions for speakers using the Q&A button on
your Zoom control panel.

Keep questions succinct and, if possible, indicate who your
question should be directed to.
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miornd] - Saving Special Places

We are Florida’s leading nonprofit
advocate for sustainable communities

Work with citizens, community and
state leaders, conservation and
business groups

Educate, advocate and negotiate to
protect Florida’s high quality of life
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The Florida Wildlife Corridor

&Vé Florida

o Corminon 10 Million Acres Protected,
8 Million Acres of Opportunity

A vast network of forests, rivers, ranches,
and farms that connect the Everglades to
Florida Wildlife Corridor | LRy the Georgia and Alabama borders. I1t’s 18
@i million acres of life-sustaining land and
. Corridor Opportunity Area ; L e . . .

| water where wildlife can still roam freely
and people can hike, paddle, and thrive.




U Center for Landscape
Conservation Planning

UNIVERSITY of FLORIDA

Established in 2010 to provide an official forum within the
University of Florida's College of Design, Construction and
Planning for conducting applied research on the relationship
between conservation, green infrastructure, and land use.

Affiliated with the Department of Landscape Architecture,
forming a bridge between the disciplines of design, planning and

wildlife conservation, and providing applied learning
opportunities for students.

Results of the Center's research are used to influence public
policy through education and direct involvement in the
application of relevant science, technology, sound planning
principles, and state-of-the-art methods of conservation analysis,
planning and management.




Florida

— WILDLIFE
ORRIDOR

Foundation

The Florida Wildlife Corridor
Foundation exists to champion
the vision of a statewide network
of nearly 18 million acres of

connected lands and water
supporting wildlife and people. =
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Live Wildly seeks to balance smart growth, a robust
economy, and a connected, resilient landscape so that
everyone can Live Wildly for generations to come.




Other Partners

| The Florida Conservation Group focuses on the conservation of
Y Florida's natural and agricultural lands with the goal of advancing

THE FLORIDA CONSERVATION GROUR science-based land protection in the state of Florida.




Isabella Guttuso Browne

UF Center for Landscape
Conservation Planning

Isabella Guttuso Browne is the Urban and Recreational Green
Infrastructure Coordinator and Landscape Designer at the
University of Florida Center for Landscape Conservation Planning.

Her work focuses on applied research, planning, and design
strategies that protect and connect green infrastructure networks
across urban and rural scales. She contributes to projects in
community and conservation planning, landscape resilience, and
sustainable recreation, with an emphasis on translating science
into actionable planning and design solutions. Isabella obtained her
Master’s in Landscape Architecture from the University of Florida.



Sarah Lockhart

UF Center for Landscape
Conservation Planning

Sarah Lockhart is the Networking and Communications Analyst
at the University of Florida’s Center for Landscape
Conservation Planning and a PhD candidate in Interdisciplinary
Ecology.

Her work integrates landscape-scale conservation planning,
spatial decision support, and science communication to
advance more inclusive and effective approaches to
conservation decision-making across academic,
governmental, and nonprofit sectors.



Michael O’Brien

UF Center for Landscape
Conservation Planning

Michael O'Brien is the GIS manager at the University of Florida
Center for Landscape Conservation Planning.

Trained in landscape architecture and GIS, he has worked in the
public and private sectors and has more than fifteen years of
experience in conservation GIS.

He has contributed to projects like the Florida Ecological
Greenways Network, Rural and Family Lands Protection Program
GIS scoring, and the Florida Ecological Connectivity Planning
Viewer.



Dr. Tom Hoctor

UF Center for Landscape
Conservation Planning

Dr. Thomas Hoctor is the director of the Center for Landscape Conservation
Planning at the University of Florida.

He is an expert on GIS applications for identifying conservation priorities and

implementation actions for maintaining biodiversity and ecosystem services
including focal species habitat modeling, reserve design, wildlife corridors,
recommendations for expanding protected lands to address climate change
impacts, and conservation strategies for ensuring effective conservationin a
future with continuing conflicts with land use change and habitat loss. He has
served as principal or co-principal investigator on many regional-scale
conservation analysis and planning projects in Florida and the U.S.

He has an undergraduate degree in History and Science from Harvard
University and a Masters and Ph.D. in Conservation Biology and Landscape
Ecology from the University of Florida.
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Connectivity Across Scales:
Tools and Concepts for the Urban-to-Rural Transect

Part 1 | Science, Design, and the Transect: Protecting the FEGN, Florida Wildlife Corridor, and Other Green Networks

Isabella Guttuso Browne | UF Center for Landscape Conservation Planning
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The Rural to Urban Transect

OCEAN BEACH PRIMARY DUNE TROUGH SECONDARY DUNE BACKDUNE BAYSHORE BAY

The Natural Transect

Tachieva, G. (2026, September 23). Transect planning and connectivity [Webinar presentation]. In

Planning to protect the Florida Wildlife Corridor 3.0. 1000 Friends of Florida.
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Tachieva, G. (2026, September 23). Transect planning and connectivity [Webinar presentation]. In

Planning to protect the Florida Wildlife Corridor 3.0. 1000 Friends of Florida.
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The primary goal of the rural-to-urban transect is to organize human settlements
along a continuous gradient from wilderness to dense city centers, replacing
fragmented, single-use sprawl zoning with context-sensitive design

Common transect violations:

* uniform standards regardless of context

* failure to calibrate locally

* urban development in rural areas

* fragmentation and loss of connectivity due to sprawling development

Tachieva, G. (2026, September 23). Transect planning and connectivity [Webinar presentation]. In

Planning to protect the Florida Wildlife Corridor 3.0. 1000 Friends of Florida.
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T2: Natural

T3: Fragmented

,,,,,,
\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\

T4:Isolated

Té: Extirpated

TI:Wilderness

Flip the context to Biocentric:
T1: Wilderness (Rural Preserve)
T2: Natural (Rural Reserves)
T3: Fragmented (Sub-Urban)
T4: Isolated (General Urban)
T5: Relict (Urban Center)

T6: Extirpated (Urban Core)

Protocol for each location on the Ecological Transect
* Biodiversity characteristics

* Resource objectives

* Design considerations

 Comp Plan/Land Development Code concepts

A biocentric complement to the Rural-to-Urban Transect

Exum, J. (2026, September 23). Integrating ecological values into the urban-to-rural transect [Webinar presentation]. In

Planning to protect the Florida Wildlife Corridor 3.0: Transect planning and connectivity. 1000 Friends of Florida.
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Ecological Transect

,,,,,
373

T4:Isolated

Integrating Wildlife Habitat
The two transects share a convergent environmental purpose: g GonnectivityIntofocal

, ‘ Government Plannin
. o

Examples, Recommendations, and Resources for U.S. Towns and Counties
& a8

-

Minimize the human footprint to maximize the conservation of natural resources.

* Reduce the fragmentation of natural areas caused by sprawl
* Create better-connected communities for people

* Protect connected natural areas that benefit both wildlife and people

Prepared by:
Kylie Paul and Abigail Breuer
Center for Large Landscape Conservation

CENTER
et fOT W—
LARGE LANDSCAPE
CONSERVATION

August 2025

Exum, J. (2026, September 23). Integrating ecological values into the urban-to-rural transect [Webinar presentation]. In

Planning to protect the Florida Wildlife Corridor 3.0: Transect planning and connectivity. 1000 Friends of Florida.
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Science Underpinning of Transect: Landscape Ecology

Landscape ecology is the study of how the spatial arrangement of land
(patches, corridors, matrix, mosaics) influences ecological processes such as

species movement, water flow, and habitat quality
(Dramstad et al., 1996)

Understanding these principles can help guide planners to maintain ecological
integrity, reduce fragmentation, and ensure connectivity between habitats,
even in highly modified landscapes.

1ﬁ Lan'd's}ape M‘cmtecture

o il
and Land Use Planmng

Dramstad, W. E., Olson, J. D., & Forman, R. T. T. (1996). Landscape ecology principles in
landscape architecture and land-use planning. Island Press.
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Patch-Corridor-Matrix (PCM) Model o
Component Definitions

Patch: A natural area or block of habitat that differs from its surroundings,
made up of an interior and an edge. Key characteristics include a patch’s size
and shape, the number of patches, and where they are located in relation to
other patches and within the matrix.

Edge: The outer portion of a patch along a boundary, where outside impacts
are greatest, known as “edge effects.”

Boundary: The zone where two different land types meet, formed by the
edges of each.

Corridor: A linear connection that allows species, water, and ecological
processes to move between patches.

Matrix: The dominant land cover(s) surrounding patches and corridors,
which influences how well they function.

Source: Dramstad, W.E., Olson, J.D., & Forman, R.T.T. (1996). Landscape
Ecology Principles in Landscape Architecture and Land-Use Planning.
Washington, DC: Island Press.

Graphics and text adapted from: Dramstad, W. E., Olson, J. D., & Forman, R. T. T. (1996). Landscape

ecology principles in landscape architecture and land-use planning. Island Press.
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Size Considerations

X

X
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Large Patch Benefits

* Protect aquifers and stream networks Edge vs. Interior Habitat Disturbance & Patch Connectivity
* Supportinterior species and wide-ranging wildlife * Fragmentation increases edge habitat while reducing interior habitat * Fragmentation creates barriers that limit natural
* Provide core habitat, escape cover, and climate * Reduces populations and diversity of interior species disturbances
resilience * Interior species are often of greater conservation importance * Fire and flooding maintain ecological structure and
function
* Fragmentation disrupts these essential ecological

Small Patch Benefits

. processes
e Support smaller populations and supplemental
habitat
* Provide stepping stones through developed
landscapes

* Improve species movement and connectivity Patch: A natural area or block of habitat that differs from its surroundings, made up

Large patches provide more (and often of an interior and an edge. Key characteristics include a patch’s size and shape, the
compounding) ecological benefits, while small number of patches, and where they are located in relation to other patches and
patches can support habitat connectivity and L i

complement larger networks. within the matrix.

Graphics and text adapted from: Dramstad, W. E., Olson, J. D., & Forman, R. T. T. (1996). Landscape

ecology principles in landscape architecture and land-use planning. Island Press.
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Habitat Loss Number & Arrangement of Patches
. Losing a patch reduces available habitat . Several large patches can support greater species diversity across a
. Can decrease species populations and overall landscape
diversity . Where large patches are absent, clusters of smaller patches can function
collectively as habitat
Metapopulation Dynamics Patch Connectivity & Conservation
. Losing a patch weakens the larger habitat network . Connected patches support species movement and recolonization,
. Reduces connectivity and opportunities for reducing local extinction risk
recolonization . Connectivity depends on patch proximity and the surrounding landscape
. Increases the risk of local extinctions, especially in . Conservation priorities should consider each patch's contribution to the
isolated patches larger network and presence of rare or threatened species

Graphics and text adapted from: Dramstad, W. E., Olson, J. D., & Forman, R. T. T. (1996). Landscape

ecology principles in landscape architecture and land-use planning. Island Press.
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Edge: The outer portion of a patch where environmental conditions differ
significantly from the patch interior, creating a distinct transition zone between
adjacent habitats or land uses.

Boundary: The line or zone that separates one area from another and defines the
limits of a patch. Boundaries may be ecological, political, or administrative and
may or may not coincide with the natural ecological edge.

7 D
"j 7 ‘A P 7
, 2 3 i Interior of a reserve
Ecological 4 e ¢
Boundar - s e (protected area)
-~ o . Y P, -
v . (O = L -
-~ - < ,-? ._."V '_r' < & w7 y Il"-‘lv' . \; | k
< -, - < > «, - // g
.~ = - » b £

Political/
Administrative
Boundary

Graphics and text adapted from: Dramstad, W. E., Olson, J. D., & Forman, R. T. T. (1996). Landscape
ecology principles in landscape architecture and land-use planning. Island Press.
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Edge Acts as
a Buffer

Boundaries don’t always match edges:
Political or administrative boundaries often differ from ecological edges, so land just outside a preserve can affect what happens inside it.

Natural vs. human made edges:
Natural edges tend to be curvilinear, complex, and soft; human made edges (boundaries) are often straight, simple, and abrupt.

Buffers manage edge effects: Wider, structurally diverse, transitional edges act as buffers and filters, protecting sensitive patches from outside
pressures before they reach the patch interior. Needed buffer widths vary widely by species and setting, from tens of feet to more than a mile for
some wetland wildlife..

Edges shape movement:
Hard, abrupt edges tend to channel wildlife along the boundary, while softer, gradual transitions allow movement across it.

Graphics and text adapted from: Dramstad, W. E., Olson, J. D., & Forman, R. T. T. (1996). Landscape ecology principles in landscape architecture and land-use planning. Island Press.
Information on Buffers: Bentrup, G., & Shi, X. (2025). Multifunctional buffers: Design guidelines for buffers, corridors, and greenways (General Technical Report W0O-108). U.S. Department of Agriculture,

Forest Service, National Agroforestry Center.
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Corridor: A linear connection that allows species, water, and ecological processes to move between patches.

Corridor Networks: From Most Connected to Most Fragmented

=20 S 8 (3

Core habitat within a wide More patches and Larger, connected patches in Redundancy provides Small corridor provides basic Break in corridor prevents
corridor redundancy further the corridor allow wildlife to additional options connectivity direct connectivity, but
improve connectivity linger in corridor “stepping stones” of small

patches provide
intermediate connectivity
between a corridor and no
corridor

Loss of one of these patches
can be significant for
inhibiting wildlife movement

Graphics and text adapted from: Dramstad, W. E., Olson, J. D., & Forman, R. T. T. (1996). Landscape

ecology principles in landscape architecture and land-use planning. Island Press.
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Matrix: The dominant land cover(s) surrounding patches and corridors,
which influences how well they function.

More suitable matrix: Rural
lands, farmlands, timberlands,
and ranches. More permeable,
allowing wildlife movement,
water infiltration, and natural
processes like fire, and acting
as a buffer that reduces edge
effects on patches and
corridors.

Less suitable matrix: Human-
dominated, urban development.
Can weaken how patches and
corridors function by increasing
edge effects, especially without
adequate buffers.

Graphics and text adapted from: Bentrup, G., & Shi, X. (2025). Multifunctional buffers: Design guidelines for buffers, corridors, and greenways
(General Technical Report WO-108). U.S. Department of Agriculture, Forest Service, National Agroforestry Center.
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Connecting Landscape Ecology, the FEGN and Florida
Wildlife Corridor, and Transect Planning
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A I A B A
W"’ Statewide Green Network (FEGN) Components:

Stepping Stones (small patch)

Hub O-"Q”’ : Hub

(Large Patch) (Large Patch)

Priority 1
Critical Linkages. Essential to completing a
functionally connected, statewide network of publi¢
and private conservation lands.

Site
(small patch)

Link
(Corridor)

Link
(Corridor)

Priority 2

Supporting areas around Critical Linkages, widening O :

and strengthening the corridor. Also includes Isolated Site
~— FLWC (small patch)

additional corridors connecting to other significant

areas statewide. - Hub

(Large Patch)

. e Link
Priority 3 (Corridor)

Alternate routes to Critical Linkages, functional . :
backups if a Critical Linkage can't be protected. =, e

_ ' ] Hubs (Large Patches): Protected or unprotected Priority Ecological
Priority 4 . ' Areas of 5,000+ acres.
Riparian corridors, and other regionally significant facy J | Links (Corridors): Natural and working lands connecting hubs, many
opportunities to protect large, intact landscapes. g ' not yet protected.

o . Sites (Small Patches): Smaller natural areas that support the larger
Priority 5 & network.
All other large, intact landscapes supporting the f Stepping Stones: Small patches that provide some connectivity
statewide ecological network. R ErE GEre e S e ke
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ranch, or other agriculture)
*  Small parcels under varied ownership
Scattered development or high development pressure

Last Green Thread bottleneck region. Connecting the Green Swamp
to the headwaters of the Everglades, this narrow linkage in central
Florida is surrounded by existing and in-progress development that
creates a less suitable matrix for a well-connected corridor. Map
developed by UF CLCP for the Last Green Thread Mind the Gaps
workshop, hosted by the Florida Wildlife Corridor Foundation to

convene regional partners around solutions for critical strategic areas
in the corridor.

~ 2.1+ million acres of unprotected
bottlenecks within the 17.7 million acre
Florida Wildlife Corridor
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Connectivity doesn’t end at the boundaries of
the FEGN or the Florida Wildlife Corridor!

Statewide to Local
Green Network

Statewide Green Network I Statewide Green Network
\ Local Green Network
N Statewide Green Network M\ B Local Existing Conservation
Waterbodies Waterbodies
Road Network s ROad Network
= = = City Boundary \ = = = City Boundary

I /

Conceptual diagram of a local green network and its connections to the larger, statewide network (like the
FEGN and FLWC)

Local Green Network Components:

Stepping Stones (small patch)

. OO

(Large Patch) (Large Patch)

Site
(small patch)
Link Link
(Corridor) (Corridor)

O Isolated Site

(small patch)

Hub
(Large Patch)

Link
(Corridor)

Hubs (Large Patches): Key green spaces like county parks, urban
forests, natural areas, and working lands.

Links (Corridors): Greenways, trails, and naturalized riparian networks,
including links to the regional and statewide network.

Sites (Small Patches): Small, often isolated green spaces, like smaller
nature parks.

Stepping Stones: Backyards, pocket parks, and native plantings that
provide some connectivity through developed areas.

*Local network components may overlap with regional and statewide
networks, but more often they connect to them, capturing smaller local green
spaces and connections not represented at the statewide scale.
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Florida Conservation Land Acquisitions Dashboard
Developed by Florida Natural Areas Inventory (FNAI), funded by Live Wildly

Conservation Planning
UNIVERSITY of FLORIDA

Filter by County
Mo category selacted

Florida Conservation Land Acquisitions
since 2021

Since the passage of
the Florida Wildlife
Corridor Act in 2021,
500,000+ acres QENE
been protected within
the Florida Wildlife
Corridor, bringing the
total protected area to
approximately 10
million acres of the
nearly 18 million acre
Florida Wildlife
Corridor (57%).

Conservation Land Acquisitions (2021-
present)

. Fee Simple

Less than fee

Florida Conservation Lands

. Federal

State
Local

Private

Florida Wildlife Corridor

Counties

Freeport

Pamarv 2i.a owner
0 category selectad

Filter uy D=te
1/1/2021 - 10/27/200

Acres Acquired within the Corridor

140k
120k
100k
80k
60k
40k

20k

0 I I =3

. Fee Simple Less than fee

Total acres acquired annually since 2021 within the Florida Wildlife
Corridor by type of rights acquired.

Acres Acquired within the Corridor Funds Spent within the
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1,192,242 + acres inside the Florida
Wildlife Corridor are

3,080,170 + acres outside the
S B\ Florida Wildlife Corridor are

- ¥ projected for potential future
™ . development by 2070

2070 Projected Development outside and " __
inside the Florida Wildlife Corridor (FLWC)
Florida Wildlife Corridor

SN

4\ .Fort M¥er§ .

Priority 3 Talhe ; ) ,
: i s Data source: University of Florida Center for Landscape Conservation Planning
- Projected Development to 2070 within the FLWC ‘ : and 1000 Friends of Florida. (2021). Florida's Rising Seas: Mapping Our Future —
Sea Level 2070
Projected Development to 2070 beyond the FLWC
Photo: Lauren Yoho

Open Water Source: Wildpath

State Boundary

-=== County Boundary
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UR URBAN CORE SPECIAL
T5 ZONE T6 ZONE DISTRICT

General Characterizations Patch-Corridor-Matrix Model in Relation to the Urban-Rural Transect:

Natural & Rural (Approx. T1-T2)

Matrix: Natural and working, rural lands
Patches: Large hubs with core interior
habitat

Edges: Soft, wide, natural transitions
Corridors: Wide, connected, multiple

Suburban Fringe (Approx. T3)

Matrix: Mixed and in transition, from natural, agrarian, and rural
lands to development

Patches: Some large patches remain, but many are being divided and
reduced in size

Edges: Increasingly hard edges and growing edge effects; significant
buffers needed between development and natural areas

Corridors: Some remain intact but are threatened by fragmentation,
narrowing, and disconnection; connectivity mainly relies on
greenways, riparian strips, and stepping stones, and wildlife crossings

Urban (Approx. T4-T6)

e Matrix: Developed

* Patches & edges: Small and isolated, mostly edge,
with little to no core habitat

e Corridors: Few to none; connectivity relies on
greenways, riparian strips, and stepping stones such
as urban green spaces and individual properties,
and wildlife crossings
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Significance of Protecting the Natural and Rural End
of the Transect (The Natural & Rural Matrix)

All greenspace provides benefits, but large, intact natural lands deliver
benefits that compound.

. Protects ecotones, the transitions between natural communities
(e.g., wetland to upland)

 Allows natural processes to function, like fire moving across uplands
to wetlands, or flooding of floodplains

Conserves rare natural communities and biodiversity priorities

 Safeguards watersheds for flood management and drinking water

supply

Natural Fire Fire FNAI Fire
Community Dependent | Influenced Frequency/Interval
Hardwood Forested Uplands:
Mesic Hammock No Maybe Frequent (for prairie variant) to rare depending
on surrounding community
Up. Hardwood Forest No Maybe Fire may be important on edges
Xeric Hammock No Mayhbe [mpacts to edges, 30+ yrs
High Pine and Serub:
Sandhill Yes - Frequent, 1-3 yrs
Scrub Yes - Variable, 5-30
Up. Mixed Woodland Yes - Fire burns mto it, 10-20 yrs
Upland Pine Yes Yes Frequent, 1-3 yrs
Pine Flatwoods and Dry Prairie:
Dry Prairie Yes - Frequent, 1-2 yrs
Mesic Flatwoods Yes - Frequent, 1- 4 yrs
Pine Rockland Yes - Frequent, 3-7 yrs
Scrubby Flatwoods Yes - Occasional, 5-15 yrs
Wet Flatwoods Yes - Frequent, 3-10 yrs
Coastal Uplands:
Beach Dune No Yes Occasional — rare
Coastal Grassland No Yes Occasional
Sinkhole and Outerop Communities:
Upland Glade | Yes - | Irregular intervals
Freshwater Non-Forested Wetlands:
Basin Marsh Yes - Frequency depends on surroundings
Depression Marsh Yes - Burns with surrounding community
Floodplain Marsh Yes - Depends on water levels
Glades Marsh Yes - Tied to surrounding matrix, estimate 2-5 yrs
Marl Prairie Yes - Frequent, 1-6 yrs
Seepage Slope Yes - Frequent to occasional, 2-3 yrs
Shrub Bog No Yes Shrubs, 3-8 yrs: woody, 50-150 yrs
Slough Yes - Tied to surroundings, est. 2-5 yrs
Wet Pramrie Yes - Frequent, 2-4 yrs
Freshwater Forested Wetlands:
Baygall No Yes Fire impacts edge
Basin Swamp No Yes 5-150 yrs
Dome Swamp No Yes Light surface fire from nearby community
Hydric Hammock No Maybe Frequent (for prairie varant) to rare depending

on surrounding community

Fire plays a role in over 26 (32%) of Florida’s 81 Natural
Communities (FNAI)
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Significance of Managing Growth in the Urban-
Rural Fringe and Sprawl in Suburban Areas

The fringe is where natural areas are most actively being
fragmented, and where edges multiply.

 Development pressure shrinks and divides significant natural
areas

 More fragmentation makes it harder to keep ecosystems
physically connected and natural processes like fire
functioning, often degrading the integrity of rare ecosystems

* Edge effects push farther into remaining natural lands

* Every effort to avoid and minimize development impacts at
the fringe strengthens Florida’s green infrastructure, from
the Corridor and beyond.

zzzzz

CENTER FOR LANDSCAPE
CONSERVATION PLANNING
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Ocean

Gulf of

Mexico

Florida's Wildland-Urban Interface
“%% Florida Wildlife Corridor (FEGN priorities 1-3)
Urban Areas
W-U Intermix: 28 to 250 people per square mile *-}‘ﬁ

[ W-U Interface: > 250 people per square mile o

EEEEEEEEEE

.....

The Wildland-Urban Interface
(Wul)

"The line, area or zone where
structures and other human
development meet or
intermingle with undeveloped

wildland or vegetative fuels.”
Florida Department of Agriculture and
Consumer Services

Florida Ranks #3 in states with
greatest number of houses in
the WUI
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PRIORITY AREAS

i R Significance of Concentrating our Built Footprint in Existing
P Urban and Suburban Areas

Employment Center

Compact, livable cities reduce pressure on rural and natural lands.

L 93 Potential New Neighborhood

3/ 1/ e Pedestran Shed * Directing growth away from the rural fringe and natural areas reduces
fragmentation of natural and working lands
s New Neghborhecd GREEN NETWORK . .. .. . . . i
T i * Focuses on maintaining existing infrastructure, increased viability of
onservation Lands
B o e alternative modes of travel and walkability
Nelghborhood Green Network * Paired with urban greenspace that enhances quality of life, providing
FLOOD ZONES recreation, stormwater management, cooling, and health benefits

100 Year Floodplain

while supporting wildlife and ecosystem function
 Dense, mixed use development produces more revenue per acre than
its infrastructure requires while low density suburban development
does not (urban3, 2024, 2025)

\ ! 500 Year Floodplain

LAKE WALES ENVISIONED roroy b m wm em mea A

ILLUSTRATIVE PLAN

The Lake Wales Envisioned project is an example of a community planning initiative that included
the identification of local corridor networks and their connections to the FLWC and greater FEGN,
supporting regional habitat and conservation planning.

. . Urban3 reports in partnership with 1000 Friends of Florida, UF Center for Landscape Conservation
Source: www.lakewalesenvisioned.com

Planning, and Live Wildly. https:


https://1000fof.org/priorities/fiscal/
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Strategies to address planning challenges across urban to rural landscapes

Protect the Natural & Rural Matrix (Approx.
T1-T2)

Land acquisition and conservation
easements

Support the viability of working lands
Low-density land use designations and
rural protection overlays

Manage for natural processes like
prescribed fire

Keep incompatible development out of
natural and rural lands and their buffers
Ultimate goal: big, connected natural and
rural landscapes

Manage the Fringe
(Approx. T3)

Direct unavoidable development to the most
compatible locations, because good design is not
a substitute for good location

Use compatible configurations that keep natural
areas connected

Create significant buffers and soft transitions to
natural and working lands

Protect riparian corridors and wetlands with
buffers; limit invasive species, pesticides, and
fertilizer in adjacent land uses

Concentrate the Footprint
(Appox. T4-T6)

Infill, redevelopment, historic
preservation, and sprawl repair
Urban greenspace and local green
and blue networks

Native canopy and plantings
Stormwater retrofits to reduce
downstream impacts
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€ > Good Urban Planning Supports Rural Conservation, and Vice Versa <€ >

Good urban planning - supports rural conservation
Compact, livable cities reduce development pressure on natural and working lands
Well-planned growth keeps incompatible development away from the corridor and its buffers

Good rural conservation - supports our communities

Protected watersheds sustain drinking water supply and flood management
Natural and working lands buffer communities and support safer fire management
Connected landscapes provide recreation, scenic value, and access to nature

Connected by regional and local networks:
Linked to the FEGN: Strengthen statewide connectivity

Beyond the FEGN: Support species and ecosystem services, like shared water resources and buffering the wildland—urban interface
Isolated reserves: Still important for biodiversity conservation
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Scale 1 Scale 2 Scale 3 Scale 4
Critical Linkages Florida Wildlife Corridor Florida Ecological Greenways Network Connected
(FWCQ) (FEGN) Local Networks

Scale 5 Scale 6 Scale 7 Scale 4

Isolated Local Networks Multistate Continental Global/International




A place is never only itself

FLORIDA CONNECTED

Eight scales of ecological connectivity

To understand a place, we must
understand what it is connected to—
and what depends on those
connections.

Photo by Lauren Yoho/Wildpath

Center for Landscape

Conservation Planning Sa ra h LO C kh art- U F C I_C P

UNIVERSITY of FLORIDA

FLORIDA CONNECTED UF




Eight scales. Eight different questions.

STATEWIDE NETWORK ROLES LOCAL NETWORK RELATIONSHIPS BEYOND FLORIDA

Critical
Linkages

Connected

local

networks
Wildlife - Continental > [ 1.+
Corridor n Riveaa

; Isolated
local
network n
Global /

international

Center for Landscape
Conservation Planning
UNIVERSITY of FLORIDA

FLORIDA CONNECTED UF

THE IDEA

Eight lenses—not eight
concentric circles

The first three describe priority and
network role; the next two local
relationships; the last three connections
beyond Florida.

PLANNING QUESTION

Which conservation question are we
asking?

UF CLCP 02



A line on a map is only the beginning

THE IDEA
STRUCTURAL: FUNCTIONAL: ECOLOGICAL PROCESSES: Connectivity is not one
How is habitat arranged? How might a species respond? What keeps ecosystems working? t h i ng

Mapped continuity does not, by itself,
demonstrate species movement, gene
flow, appropriate fire regimes, or
hydrologic function.

Are natural habitats Can organisms move, Can water, fire and other PLANNING QUESTION
physically connected or survive, reproduce and ecological processes ] ] ]
configured to connect? exchange genes? T (e Which kind of connection does the

evidence support?

Center for Landscape
Conservation Planning
UNIVERSITY of FLORIDA

FLORIDA CONNECTED UF Hoctor et al. (2025) - Coulon et al. (2010) - Image Generated using ChatGPT (2026) 03




Our route across Florida and beyond

THE IDEA

ok PSRRI e g " _
VIEW 3/3 - AMERICAS 7/ ATLANTIC o, 4 f

Ecological relationships reach farther

ag{

Changing lenses

&

THREE WAYS WE WILL LOOK

01-03 Statewide roles

Critical Linkages - Corridor - Full
FEGN

We revisit real Florida places through
statewide roles, local relationships,
and connections beyond borders.

04-05 Local relationships

Connected and isolated local
networks

ATLANTI¢ 06-08 Beyond Florida

OCEAN

Multistate - Continental - Global

NOW VIEWING * CONTINENTAL / GLOBAL + SCALES 7-8

PLANNING QUESTION

«

IMAGE: NASA BLUE MARBLE * COMPOSITE « APPROXIMATE PLACE LABELS

What becomes visible as our perspective
changes?

Center for Landscape 04
Conservation Planning
UNIVERSITY of FLORIDA

FLORIDA CONNECTED UF




Ten Critical Linkages. One statewide network.

01 CRITICAL LINKAGES

CENTER FOR LANDSCAPE
CONSERVATION PLANNING

FEGN/FLWC
Critical Linkages
B st. Marks-Apalachicola
I &ig Bend
Big Cypress-Caloosahatchee
B Apalachicola-Eglin
B Caloosahatchee-Kissimmee
- Suwannee River
B cglin-Perdido
Ocala-Osceola
I issimmee-St. Johns-Ocala
Nature Coast
Other FEGN (P2-P5)
Existing Conservation Area
Open Water e
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11/4/2025. Data: Environmental Systems Research Institute, Florida Fish and Wikdlife Conservation Commission, Florida Geographic Data Library,
Florida Natural Areas Inventory, University of Florida Center for Landscape Conservation Planning, US. Census Bureau, U.S. Geological Survey. Projection: Albers Conical Equal Area

Center for Landscape
Conservation Planning
UNIVERSITY of FLORIDA

FLORIDA CONNECTED UF

01 CRITICAL LINKAGES

THE IDEA

Florida’s statewide network
depends on protecting its
most strategic connections

Critical Linkages are the unprotected
Priority 1 lands of the FEGN and
Florida Wildlife Corridor.

PLANNING QUESTION

Where could conservation help secure the
connections that matter most statewide?

UF CLCP 05



Where one connection matters statewide

01 CRITICAL LINKAGES

10/24/2026, 9:15:37 AM

Open Water I PRIORITY 1
Major Florida Rivers - Lines PRIORITY 2
Florida Ecological Greenways Network 2026 PRIORITY 3
ouT PRIORITY 4

Center for Landscape
Conservation Planning
UNIVERSITY of FLORIDA

FLORIDA CONNECTED UF

2021 FEGN Priority 1- Caloosahatchee-Kissimmee

1:1,475.961
4
PRIORITY 5 ® Ty Ty YT
15 30 60 km

Ewrtte Googrphics

Mup made by Serwts CLCP
Nap source. UF Center for Landacape Comservation Mansing EcoCon Views:

01 CRITICAL LINKAGES

THE IDEA

Some links carry statewide
consequences

Critical Linkages are the unprotected
Priority 1 lands of the FEGN and Florida
Wildlife Corridor.

Here, prairie, wetlands, rivers, wildlife
and working lands share a consequential
landscape.

PLANNING QUESTION

What land-use decision could affect the
larger network?

UF CLCP 06



A female panther changes the story

01 CRITICAL LINKAGES

CALOOSAHATCHEE-KISSIMMEE

FWC camera-trap evidence, March 2017- north of the Caloosahatchee River

Center for Landscape
Conservation Planning
UNIVERSITY of FLORIDA

FLORIDA CONNECTED UF

01 CRITICAL LINKAGES

THE IDEA

Breeding evidence changes
the game

FWC documented a nursing female and
kittens north of the Caloosahatchee in
2017.

That is not proof of an established northern
population.

PLANNING QUESTION

What does a successful expansion
require?

FWC (2017) - USFWS (2008) 07



Panther recovery requires more than room for one animal

01202 SPECIES RECOVERY

THREE VIABLE POPULATIONS

Photo by Carlton Ward Jr. /Wildpath

POPULATION 1
=240 adults + subadults

ooooo

aaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaa

Center for Landscape
Conservation Planning
UNIVERSITY of FLORIDA

FLORIDA CONNECTED UF

Photo by Lauren Yoho/Wildpath Photo by Lauren Yoho/Wildpath

POPULATION 2 POPULATION 3

=240 adults + subadults 2240 adults + subadults

Maintained for at least 12 years

2008 U.S. FISH & WILDLIFE SERVICE RECOVERY
PLAN
(federal delisting goal, not current population
status)

01 CRITICAL LINKAGES

THE IDEA

A recovery target needs a
connected landscape

Three viable, self-sustaining populations
are part of the federal 2008 delisting
criteria, alongside additional habitat and
population conditions.

PLANNING QUESTION

What must remain possible over
decades?

Hoctor et al. (2025) - USFWS (2008) - FWC 08



One network. Many ecological functions.

02 FLORIDA WILDLIFE CORRIDOR

Florida Black Bear
"Islands"

- Core Population Area

- State Boundary
—-— County Boundary

Florida Wildlife Corridor Priority 1

FLORIDA CONNECTED UF

Center for Landscape
Conservation Planning
UNIVERSITY of FLORIDA

PANTHER

Range expansion + populations

BLACK BEAR

Movement across large landscapes

RIVER SYSTEMS

Riparian and aquatic processes

02 FLORIDA WILDLIFE CORRIDOR Thm»

THE IDEA

One network. Different
ecological roles.

Panthers, black bears, river systems,
and fire-dependent lands do not all rely
on identical routes or landscape
conditions.

PLANNING QUESTION

Which modeled function do we need to
evaluate?

Hoctor et al. (2025) - FWC 09



The Florida Wildlife Corridor

02 FLORIDA WILDLIFE CORRIDOR
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The Florida Wildlife
Corridor (FEGN P1-P3)
I Priority 1- 11,004,426 acres
I Priority 2 - 5,231,229 acres

Priority 3 - 1,441,706 acres : Koo e
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5/20/2025. Data: Environmental Systems Research Institute, Florida Fish and Wild! life Conservation Commission , Flori da Geographic Data Library,
Florida Natural Areas Inventory, University o f Florida Center for Lan dscape Conservation Plannin g, U.S. Census Bureau, U.S. Geological Survey. Projection: Albers Conical | Equal Area
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- 28°N

= 26°N

FLORIDA CONNECTED UF

2021 FEGN / P1-P3

Center for Landscape
Conservation Planning
UNIVERSITY of FLORIDA

Critical
statewide
links

Supporting
connections

02 FLORIDA WILDLIFE CORRIDOR o

THE IDEA

The statutory Corridor uses
FEGN priorities 1-3

The mapped network includes protected
lands and additional conservation
opportunity areas.

Designation is not the same as
protection.

PLANNING QUESTION

What should remain connected across
Florida?

Hoctor et al. (2025) - UF CLCP 10




The statewide greenprint expands

03 FULL FEGN
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2021 FEGN / P1-P5

Center for Landscape
Conservation Planning
UNIVERSITY of FLORIDA

FLORIDA CONNECTED UF

= 30°N

- 28°N

Critical

THE IDEA

The full FEGN extends
beyond the Corridor

Priorities 4-5 identify additional riparian,
regional and intact-landscape
conservation opportunities beyond
statutory P1-3.

PLANNING QUESTION

What would P1-3 alone leave out?

Hoctor et al. (2025) - UF CLCP 1



The Suwannee: one place, several systems

03 FULL FEGN

SUWANNEE RIVER — PRIORITY 1 LINKAGE + FEGN

Photo by USFWS

Photo by Larry A. Woodward/USFWS

Photo by Daniel Parker/FWC

Center for Landscape
Conservation Planning
UNIVERSITY of FLORIDA

FLORIDA CONNECTED UF

03 FULL FEGN

THE IDEA

The same river supports
different kinds of
connection

Uplands and floodplains, freshwater-
marine movements, and hydrologic
relationships are distinct but
overlapping.

PLANNING QUESTION

What does each map layer actually
measure?

UF CLCP

12



Local networks can reinforce statewide ones

04 CONNECTED LOCAL NETWORKS

Alachua County’s “Emerald Necklace”

STRATEGIC ECOSYSTEMS,
Alachua County, Florida

Legend
Strategic Ecosystems
Municipalities
Preservation-Future Land Use
2 Water Bodies

Source:
KBNGolder Associates. 1896 "Ecological hventory of
Alachua County, Flonds "

Report prepared for the Alachua Gounty Dapartmant of Growth

snagemant by KEN Golder Asscciates.

Meta-data

Notes:

Ths map i5 part of the Future Land Use Map (FLUM) Sanes.
The FLUM Series inchides maps such as the County Wide
Mzp, the Urten Cluster and Surrounding Ares Magp, the.
Wellands ard Floodpiains Map, the Murphree Wel Fiskd
Management Zones Map, the USDA Soi Map (ncorporated
by refererce), Stratagic Ecosystams map, actwity center
maps, and special study aree maps.

Date of Production: 2-11-2008

Prepared by:

Alschua County Govemment

Department of Growth Management
10 SW 2nd Aveanue

Ganeswiie, FI 32601

(352) 374-6249

ip Hgrowth-manegemant alachua i us/

Critical Ecological
Corridors Map

Legend
#ll cricol Ecological Cornidor
- Proservaton

. Stategic Ecosysterms
Municipalities

Waitor Bodos

Data Notes:

Proservetion wwet aow 1rom the atoptad funure Land
Use Mag. and wao ischucies propertan recently
SORnd by Maches Connty Farever within the Ceal
Lishogen Cormdior. Stratages [ocoystem aam ae from
he A1t egc Leoryitarm Mo sd0pted w oen of the
Comarvetion ed Open Somce Dament

Adogaad Apre 3, 2013

Propared by:

Aches County

v
Cupanmest of Gorats Nansge mwrt
10 5K 2nd Avanwe, Covarviia, 11 12801
() 106

MAp [ armats reanage perd e e bty

https://growth-management.alachuacounty.us/formsdocs/Green-Infrastructure-

Land-Conservation-Issue-Paper.pdf

FLORIDA CONNECTED UF

Center for Landscape
Conservation Planning
UNIVERSITY of FLORIDA

Critical Ecological Corridors Map from COSE 6.3.2 (2011)

04 CONNECTED LOCAL NETWORKS

THE IDEA

The statewide network
meets local decisions

Patches, preserves and compatible land
uses can strengthen local ecological
functions where connections to the
FEGN exist.

PLANNING QUESTION

How does local green infrastructure plug
into statewide opportunities?

Alachua County 13



04 CONNECTED LOCAL NETWORKS

Fire and water cross the boundaries we draw

04 CONNECTED LOCAL NETWORKS

THE IDEA

Connectivity also
describes functioning
processes

FIRE-ADAPTED UPLANDS WATER-CONNECTED SYSTEMS

Manageable fire-adapted mosaics and
connected watersheds have ecological
needs beyond animal movement
corridors.

Prescribed fire, Florida Panther National Wildlife Refuge. Kissimmee River Water Reservation. Photo by South Florida
Photo by Josh O'Conner/USFWS. Water Management District PLANNING QUESTION

How can we maintain the ecological
processes that sustain connected
landscapes?

Center for Landscape . . .
Conservation Planning Archbold Biological Station - FWC 14

UNIVERSITY of FLORIDA

FLORIDA CONNECTED UF




An isolated landscape can still be irreplaceable

05 ISOLATED LOCAL NETWORKS

FLORIDA CONNECTED UF

Center for Landscape
Conservation Planning
UNIVERSITY of FLORIDA

05 ISOLATED LOCAL NETWORKS

THE IDEA

Outside the statewide map
# unimportant

Local systems also require protection
and stewardship; one example is
protecting and connecting scrub habitat
and Florida scrub-jay populations.

PLANNING QUESTION

What is important even without an FEGN
connection?

UF CLCP - FWC - Archbold Biological Station - Image Generated using ChatGPT (2026) 15



Functional connectivity is a biological outcome

05 ISOLATED LOCAL NETWORKS
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05 ISOLATED LOCAL NETWORKS

THE IDEA

A movementis not
necessarily a connection

The ecological outcome is successful
dispersal and reproduction—not simply
how far apart two patches are.

PLANNING QUESTION

Can movement become lasting gene
flow?

Coulon et al. (2010) - UF CLCP - Image Generated using ChatGPT (2026)



The distance changes. The ecological question does not.

Photo by Lauren Yoho/Wildpath

Center for Landscape
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Ecology crosses state lines

06 MULTISTATE
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The Okefenokee Swamp, the Ocala to Osceola
Corridor, and the Florida Wildlife Corridor

== == State Boundary

Okefenokee National Wildlife Refuge

Unprotected Florida Wildlife Corridor

- Protected Florida Wildlife Corridor UF
- Georgia Conservation Lands

7/17/2025. Data: Environmental Systems Research Institute, Florida Fish and Wildlife Conservation Commission, Florida Geographic
Data Library, Florida Natural Areas Inventory, University of Florida Center for Landscape Conservation Planning, Georgia Dept. of
Photos by Lauren Yoho/Wild pa th Natural Resources - Wildlife Resources Division, U.S. Census Bureau, U.S. Geological Survey. Projection: Web Mercator
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06 MULTISTATE

THE IDEA

Landscapes and
partnerships cross borders

Ecological networks extend beyond
Florida, requiring cooperation among
states, agencies, conservation partners,
and private landowners.

PLANNING QUESTION

Where does conservation success depend on
decisions beyond Florida’s borders?

UF CLCP - SECAS - FWC 18



A small Florida beach. A continental life cycle. |

07 CONTINENTAL
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07 CONTINENTAL

THE IDEA

A local beach holds more
than local sighificance

Wintering and stopover habitat at Fort
De Soto participates in a wider network
of coastal places and annual
movements.

PLANNING QUESTION

Photo by Catherine Amoo

What depends on this one stretch of
shore?

Tuma & Powell (2021) - Smith et al. (2023) - Image Generated using ChatGPT (2026)

19



One coast. Many sites. Different routes.

07 CONTINENTAL

SOUTH CAROLINA

GEORGIA

FORT DE-SOTO

One documented Florida research location 6

&

Center for Landscape
Conservation Planning
UNIVERSITY of FLORIDA

FLORIDA CONNECTED UF

THE IDEA

One species can use
multiple migratory
strategies

Bird observations show linked Southeast
use sites; telemetry documents
alternative northbound pathways.

PLANNING QUESTION

Which geographically separated places
sustain the annual cycle?

Tuma & Powell (2021) - Smith et al. (2023) - Image Generated using ChatGPT (2026) 20
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08 GLOBAL /INTERNATIONAL

Loggerhead Turtle Satellit

count of locations
[Jst0

[ <37
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B <45185

country borders

Regional
Management
Units

notes: This map displays ag data from 1,273 indivit turtles and a total of
650,000 locations, sourced from more than 80 different projects. For details, see the data citations
beginning on p. 49. Data are displayed as given by the providers and with minimal processing to
remove locations on land and visual outliers. Some tracks are raw locations while others have been
more extensively filtered or modeled. On the main map, polygons are colored according to the
number of loggerhead locations they contain; color bins were determined by splitting the count data
into quintiles. Darker colors represent a higher number of locations, which can indicate a high
number of tracked turties in that location or that turtles spent a lot of time there. Countries of origin
are labeled in the map. The insets show the 10 loggerhead regional management units (or
subpopulations) that were defined in 2010 by Wallace et al. by combining telemetry, genetics,
tagging, and nesting data. This map is not intended to be a comprehensive representation of all
extant telemetry data or an authoritative source for the studies cited.  scale: 1:73,000,000
projection: Eckert IV (central meridian—80W)  data: The SWOT team and reviewed literature;
Esni, DeLorme, GEBCO, NOAANGDC, and other in with:
Oceanic Society, Duke University, OBIS-SEAMAP, and the IUCN-MTSG
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Mediterranean | §

www.seaturtlestatus.org

A Florida beach. An Atlantic life cycle.

Photo by James Lyon/USFWS

Photo by Michael Sciortino/USFWS

08 GLOBAL/INTERNATIONAL

THE IDEA

A local nesting beach; an
ocean-scale life cycle

Atlantic loggerhead movements link
beaches, open ocean and multiple
jurisdictions.

The reference tracking compilation
combines many turtles and projects.

PLANNING QUESTION

Which connections require international
stewardship?

FWC - SWOT Report XIV 21



The connections we see—and the processes we sustain

THE IDEA

Connections operate
through living processes

Wildlife movement, water, fire regimes
and ecological resilience can overlap
without sharing the same boundaries.

PLANNING QUESTION

What must stay connected—and
functional?

Center for Land
cf,ﬁsfwziioinplic:f;g UF CLCP - Image Generated using ChatGPT (2026) 22

UNIVERSITY of FLORIDA

FLORIDA CONNECTED UF




What the connections make possible

WE DON’T PROTECT CONNECTIONS
BECAUSE OF THE LINES
THEY MAKE ON A MAP.

We protect them because of the life
they sustain.

Photo by Lauren Yoho/Wildpath

NEXT: SEE THE EVIDENCE IN ECOCON

Center for Landscape

FLORIDA CONNECTED UF Conservation Planning UF CLCP

UNIVERSITY of FLORIDA
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Connectivity Across Scales:
Tools and Concepts for the Urban-to-Rural Transect

Part lll: The Florida Ecological Connectivity Planning Viewer

Michael O’Brien, UF Center for Landscape Conservation Planning
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Presentation Overview

Introduction to the EcoCon application

= The EcoCon and landscape ecology

. The EcoCon and scales of connectivity

Addressing planning questions with the EcoCon
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UF

: UF CLCP
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Introduction to the EcoCon Application

* Userinterface basics
* Advanced functionality
* Adding data
* Analysis
* Printing
* Analysis demonstration
* Follow along at tinyurl.com/UFEcoCon
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UF Florida Ecological Connectivity Planning Viewer
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UF Florida Ecological Connectivity Planning Viewer
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UF Florida Ecological Connectivity Planning Viewer
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The EcoCon and Landscape Ecology

* The mosaic: patches, corridors, and the matrix
* Hubs, corridors, and connectivity
* Challenges to a connected landscape

* Roads and other linear infrastructure

* Development

e Sealevelrise
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UF Florida Ecological Connectivity Planning Viewer
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UF Florida Ecological Connectivity Planning Viewer
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The EcoCon and Scales of Connectivity

Image: UF CLCP EcoCon, The Nature Conservancy
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The EcoCon and Scales of Connectivity

* Critical linkages

* Florida wildlife corridor
e Full FEGN

e Connected local networks
e |solated local networks

e Multistate
e Continental
e |nternational
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UF Florida Ecological Connectivity Planning Viewer

Columbus

< Layers i= Legend ™ Bookmarks ¥ B v % Montgomery Q
. — C:“'/dﬂ’lx:t‘ @
> HYDROLOGIC LAYERS = .. $
G Al 52
$ > CONSERVATION LAYERS i= Alhany o
< Hattiesburg s
Dothan G
T DEVELOPMENT-PROJECTION s=— ...
s 4 |AYERS =
> RECREATION LAYERS = e | OB
:199 Gulfport
oD SPECIES/HABITAT LAYERS §= e
New
. NATURAL-CONNECTIVITY 5 Orleans
$ v = e
v LAYERS =
[0 FDOT Wildlife Crossings =
[J FEGN Critical Linkages 2021 =
o Florida Wildlife Corridor . 2
.. D 2021 —
. O Florida Ecological Greenways -
.2 Network 2026 —
. Florida Ecological Greenways =
- Network 2021 2=
Priority
. b Freeport Abaco
e 2
3
4
5
Nassau
[ FEGN Hubs 2021 = {@ Selected features: 0

carismanag R

FEGN Priority Ecoloaical ; I 50 mi I FDERP, Esri, TomTom, Garmin, FAO, NOAA, USGS, EPA, NPS, USFWS | UF Center for Landscape Conservation Planning | U.S. Census Bureau Powered by Esri

I




UF Center for Landscape
Conservation Planning

UNIVERSITY of FLORIDA

Addressing Planning Questions with the EcoCon

Image: WUSF.org
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Addressing Planning Questions with the EcoCon

* What land use decisions could affect the larger network?
* What should remain connected across Florida?
* Whatis important even without an FEGN connection?
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UF Florida Ecological Connectivity Planning Viewer
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UF Florida Ecological Connectivity Planning Viewer

Addressing Planning Questions — Video 2
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UF Florida Ecological Connectivity Planning Viewer
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Summary

* The EcoCon is a public, mostly free,
conservation-focused web GIS

* Landscape ecology informs use of the EcoCon
and vice versa

 Several scales of connectivity can be seen in
the EcoCon

* The EcoCon can help inform difficult planning
questions

E
. _._J My !} ¥
‘"'""ﬂ:x { . -—-1 """""""""
Image: UF CLCP EcoCon
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Resources

* EcoCon, FEGN Dashboard, FEGN Basic Viewer, Regional Landscape
FEGN StoryMaps, various datasets: UF CLCP Hub: ekt aEielutRgte by
tinyurl.com/UFHub oS o vonEL

* New CLCP book on conservation planning:

‘ Reed F. Noss & Thomas S. Hoctor
tinyurl.com/NossAndHoctor ged '@ 7 s S, Hactor

* Florida Geographic Data Library: fgdl.org
 Emails: isabellaguttuso@ufl.edu, s.lockhart@ufl.edu,
mgobrien@ufl.edu

tinyurl.com/UFHub




Questions & Answers

Please submit questions for speakers using the Q&A button on
your Zoom control panel.

Keep questions succinct and, if possible, indicate who your
question should be directed to.




Follow-up Survey, Certificate of Attendance

Post-webinar, you will receive:

* A link to a brief survey to help us improve future webinars

« You will also receive a certificate of attendance for this webinar, emailed to you within a
couple of days. Please email friends@1000fof.org if you do not receive.

We’ve received feedback from some webinar attendees who have not been receiving
their certificates. To ensure you get your certificate:

« Watch for an email from friends@1000fof.org within a few business days, and check your spam folder.

Information on professional certification credits for past webinars are available at
1000fof.org/upcoming-webinars/credits



mailto:friends@1000fof.org

Upcoming Webinars

Stay tuned for our November webinar!



	Slide 1
	Slide 2
	Slide 3
	Slide 4
	Slide 5
	Slide 6
	Slide 7
	Slide 8
	Slide 9
	Slide 10
	Slide 11
	Slide 12
	Slide 13
	Slide 14
	Slide 15
	Slide 16
	Slide 17
	Slide 18
	Slide 19
	Slide 20
	Slide 21
	Slide 22
	Slide 23
	Slide 24
	Slide 25
	Slide 26
	Slide 27
	Slide 28
	Slide 29
	Slide 30
	Slide 31
	Slide 32
	Slide 33
	Slide 34
	Slide 35
	Slide 36
	Slide 37
	Slide 38
	Slide 39
	Slide 40
	Slide 41
	Slide 42
	Slide 43
	Slide 44
	Slide 45
	Slide 46
	Slide 47
	Slide 48
	Slide 49
	Slide 50
	Slide 51
	Slide 52
	Slide 53
	Slide 54
	Slide 55
	Slide 56
	Slide 57
	Slide 58
	Slide 59
	Slide 60
	Slide 61
	Slide 62
	Slide 63
	Slide 64
	Slide 65
	Slide 66
	Slide 67
	Slide 68
	Slide 69
	Slide 70
	Slide 71
	Slide 72
	Slide 73
	Slide 74
	Slide 75
	Slide 76
	Slide 77
	Slide 78
	Slide 79
	Slide 80
	Slide 81
	Slide 82
	Slide 83
	Slide 84
	Slide 85
	Slide 86
	Slide 88
	Slide 89
	Slide 90
	Slide 91
	Slide 92

