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I INTRODUCTION

A DEFINITION

The Population Study is one §f ’rh'ree essential fact-finding studies comprising the first
phase of the Comprehensive Planning Program for Charlotte County. The first phase

of the Planning Program is identified as the "Research” phase, designed to provide

basic. factual data on.the land, the population, and the economy. The recommendatio.ns
made from an analysis of the findings of these three studies provide the basis for fhé
preparation of the subsequent planning studies making up Phase Il of the Comprehen-

sive Planning ‘Program.

This study is about people. A determination of the anticipated population during the
forecast period of approximately two decades is essential in order to plan for the various
needs to serve this future population. These needs include the customary facilities and

services necessary to create an environment attractive to both urban and rural living.

B.  PURPOSE

The purpose of this study is fo provide projections on the population of Charlotte County
‘including i‘hevseveral> characteristics of this population, desfgned for use as abasis in

v ,éormulatiné plans for future land use, comhunify facilities, transportation.routes, and

utilities which will bg required to serve the future population. The several community

facilities required to serve the population include parks and recreation areas, public

schools, public buildings, public health and safety facilities. The future population-will
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require additional land for housing, commerce, and industry. New frcxnsporfqt'ion routes
will be required to provide access to newly déveloped i'er.r‘ifory and for transportation |
between areas of residence, shopping and empﬂoybmenfa Population projections are made on
.the basis of past i;rends,, present conditions, and anticipated population chonge_'s, These ~
projections will then provide a basis for which anticipated needs may be determined on

the basis of the estimatad future population in numbers, location, and characteristics.

Cs SCOPE

The scope.oF this study is-devofed_fo the population of Charlotte County with pro'iections

for twenty years. Historical population data to 1960 is obtained from the U.S, Bureau of |
the Census. Population estimates on an annual basis from 1960 to 1965 are bdsea upon‘ a
correla’riqn of the 1960 census population with the annual change in,f_he number of electric
service connecfioﬁsa The 1966 population estimate is based upon the Land Use Sujrvey-find-
ings. The Land Use Survey was conducfed during the three month period from February
through April of 1966 by a visual inspécﬁ’onl of the use of al‘l. parcels of land in the u_:rlo'_dn-
ized or partially urbanized areas of Charlotte County. From this survey o deferminqt‘iion was

made of the number of living units from which the 1966 population estimate is made.

The several population forecasts provided in.this study may be significantly cxlfel;ed by any
one or more of ovnumber of factors which may occur during the forecast period. Thié' is
especially true for Charlotte County in changes cffecﬁ.ng net migration and éhcnge by
natural causes. For this reason, this study incluaes an evaluation of considerable depth

on the trends of migration, and population increase or decrease caused by births and
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----- : deaths. Because both the birth rate and the death rate are geared to various age groups,
this study analyzes the trends in the change of the various age groups as a percent of

the total population.

Following the analysis of population trends established by historical data the future
growth. is then estimated on the basis of populofion projections by several methods.
These projections are further broke;n down into various age groups in order to provide
the basis for anticipated demands F!or educational facilities, employment, and retire-
ment. Following the population projections by numbers and characteristics, a
deferminﬁﬁon is made of the Fuf:Jre populdfion.demcnds on housing, utilities, .pdrks
and recreation facilities, aﬁd the. land area r_equiremerﬁ to serve the anticipated future
populaﬁén. Of major consideréfion is the ahfi;ipafed distribution and density of ’rHe

future population, both graphically shown on maps.

Because of the major role Florida plays in tourism, .a section is devoted to the antici-
pated tourist population and its effect on the fo’rql »populatic-wn needs for Charlotte
‘C'ouni'y. This study concludes with recommendations designed to serve as a gui&é in
.fhé preparation of the subsequent planning studies comprising Phase Il of the Com.pre:—.

hensive Planning Program.
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1. AREA DESCRIPTION

Charlotte County is located on the southwest Gulf coast of Florida at the terminus of .
the Peace River, ending at Charlotte Harbor with access to the Gulf of Mexico.
Charlotte County is approximately 100 miles south of Tampa, 24 miles north of Fort
Myers, and 162 miles norfhwesf of Miami. Major highV\‘/aysi include U.S. 41, also
known as the Tamiami Trail, and U.S. 17 which terminates in Charlotte County wifh

its intersection at U,S. 41 .A Charlotte Counfy is 705 square miles in area, measuring
18 miles across in a north-south direction, and 48 miles across in an east-west direction.
The county is relatively undeveloped. The‘-single incorpbmfed rﬁunicipalify is qu City
éf Punta Gordq, the County Seat, with an esﬁmdfed populafi'on of 5,500 persons,
Alfhough unincorporated, the community of Port Charlotte, north of the Peace River from
the City of Punta Gorda,. is the largest urbanized communify‘ in the county, with the

1966 population. estimated at 10,000 persons.

Areas of development include the City of Punta Gordc, with urbanization. extending
outside of its corporate boundary to the southeast along U.S. 41 , ond to the northeast
along U,S. ].7 and the Peace __Ri'ver.n Urbanization also exists ‘in several subdivisions
and development proiécfs on both shores of the delta of fhe.Pedce River. On the nori"E
side of the Peace River urbanization includes Charlotte qubor., Port Charlotte, and
isolated Ffinge developments. The only &her areas of significant urbanization exist
along the Gulf of Mexico in several small communities including Punta Gorda Beach,

Cape Hayes, and Placida.
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The eastern half of Charlotte County is essentially undeveloped except for isolated agri-
cultural acfiv'ifie;s. Large swamp and marsh areas exist in the extreme evasfe.rn quarter of
Charlotte County including Telegraph Swamp aﬁd Long Island Marsh. The C.M. Webb
Wildlife Management Area located east of Punfé Gorda, south of S.R. 74, and west of

S.R. 31 includes approximately one hundred square miles.
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1 _POPULATION TRENDS

A. . ' HISTORICAL DATA
5!

The population of Charlotte C;unfy showed little change Fromb 1930 until after 1950,
The 1940 Census of'3,663 pers:ons dcfuql.ly showéd a loss of 348 persons from the 1930
Census of 4,011 persons. Fror‘.n 1940 to 1950 the population increased by 623 persons
with a total of 4,286 persons m the 1950 Census, only slightly above the Census of
1930, two decades earlier. B‘e’rweén 1950 and 1960 however, the population almost
tripled, increasing Frjom 4-,28§ in ]9250 to 12,594 in 1960. This gain of 8,308 perséns

. represented an'increase of ]93 8 pé;cenf, The populdﬁqn. figures for Charlotte Counfy

from 1930 to 1960 as com_piled' by -the U.S. Bureau of the Census are shown in Table 1,

Table 1

CHARLOTTE COUNTY POPULATION
CHANGE AND PERCENT CHANGE,
PER DECADE 1930 - 1960; PER YEAR

1961-66
‘ Percent
Population ‘Change Change
1930 4,011 - - -
1940 3,663 . -348 -8.7
1950 4,286 = - 623 TaZ
1960 12,594 - 8,308 193.8
1961 15,845 3,251 25.8
1962 17,870 2,025 12.8
1963 18,700 . 830 4.6
1964 22,413 3,713 19.9
1965 23,738 1,325 5.9
1966 24,700 962 4.1

Source: 1930-1960 U. S. Bureau of the Census
1961-1966 Estimate by-‘Consultant
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F}om 1960 to 1966 estimates are rﬁdd_e of the Charlotte County population on.an annual
basis. Estimates form 196] to 1965 are bdﬁed upon the correlation of the numb.ei"cf' '
elecfric:sefvice connections with the 1960 population, and proie&ing this correlation

for each subs;equenf'yecr through 1965. | Table 1 shows the onnuél rcﬂ‘e’cvﬁ population in-
crease declining frorﬁ 1960 to 1963, rdnging from a gain of 25. 8 percent from 1960 to
]éé] , to 014.'.6 percent gain from 1962 to 1963. The 1964 estimate shows a signifi;anf
jump iﬁ the percentage i‘ncreo.se of 19.9 percent over 1963. The annual increase has
de;:lined percenfégewise-since 1964 to an,estimqfed 4.1 percent increase of the 1966,

or present population, over the 1965 estimate.

The 1966 population estimate is made from a count of the number of living units in
Charlotte County as determined from the Land Use Survey conducted in February,  Marah,
and April, 1966. A total of 7,777 structures” - were identiifed in the Land Use Survey

outside of the corporate limits - of the City of Punta Gorda.

For projection purposes it was dssumécl that approximately 5,0 percent of all living units
‘were. vacant, reducing the estimated total number of occupied living units to 7,388. |
Applying a ratio of 2, 6.personé per unit, being the density of 'persons per unit .w_h‘i-c_h pre-
vailed in the 1960 Census, 'Would realize a population of 19,209 persons for the U.nincoi'—
p.ora"red area of Charlotte County. Because the Land Use Survey did not include a survey
of land within the corporate limits of the City of Punta Gorda, an estimate of the Punta
Gorda population of 5,500 persons is added to the uninéorporcfed'.counfy' pOpquficn.redli-.

zing a total county ‘population of 24,709 persons. ‘The annual population increase from
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1960 to 1966 showing the change in number of inhabitants and the percent change per

year is shown in Table 1.

Although some growth has been éxperienced in most of the urbanized areas of Charlotte
County since 1950, it is perfihem‘ to the study of the Charlotte County population to
recognizé that the grecfe:; portion of this population increase has occurred in the Port
Charlotte Aréa. From observation it is apparent that, if the Port Chc‘lrloH'e devélopmeni‘
had not occurred,: Charlotte County might otherwise have shown a re'aHvely insignificant
population growfh.since 1950. For example, fhe-populo’rion gain. for the State of Florida
from 1930 to 1§40 was 29.2 percent as compared to a loss of >8, 7 percent for Charlotte
Coﬁnfy for the same decade. For 1940 to 1950 the state population increased by 46. 1
percent as compared to an increase of only 1.7 percent for Charlotte County. However,
: befwee’n.]éSO‘and ]A960, during which the initial developmerﬂ' of Port Charlotte occurred,
the population increased 193. 8 percent for Charlotte County as compared to anincrecsex.

of 78.7 percent for the State of Florida.

This high rate of percentage increase from 1950 to 1960 for Charlotte County should be
evaluatéd in its proper perspective, recognizing that almost all of this growth occubrred
with fhé development of Port .Chdrlo’r're. It appears likely that the Port Charlotte develop-
ment would have ocﬁurred_as it did irrespective to the then.existing populcfion of Chdrioffe
County. If, for example, Charlotte County had shown a population signifi.canfly larger in
1950, the same population growth in Port Charlotte would not have represented as large a
percent increase of the fotal county population. The rapid rate of growth from the decade
of 1950 to 1960 appears to essentially represent the growth of Port Charlotte and not the

growth of Charlotte County as a whole.
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B. " CHARACTERISTICS

 1 . Age Groups
The-lnumber of persons in.the various age groups for Charlotte County is shown in Table 2
for each decade from 1930 to 1960, with a breakdown of each age group by sex, the
fotdl number of persons in each age group, the percent of the population represénfed by
each age group, and the percent change that each age group represents of the population
for eacH decade. The most sign.ificcnf‘feature revealed upon analysis in.Table 2 is the
consistently incﬁrecsfng percent that the "65 and Over" age group répresenfs of the total |
population. The‘~1930 Census showéd only 6.‘l percent of the total population aged 65
and over. This age group incredsed to 10.5 percent of the fordl population in 1940, to

14.7 percent of the.total population in 1950, and to a 20.8 percent of the total population

-in 1960. répres;en'fing over one-fifth of the resident population.

The only other age groups showing a percentagewise increase is the next younger age
group of 45. to 64 years of age. This cgé group increased.from 19.3 perceﬁf of ’rFe popu-
lation in. 1930 to 28.9 percent of the popula’ri‘on in 1960. All other age groués showed
significd.n'r declinéé as a percentage of fhe.populaﬁén: from 1930 to 1960, with the most
pro.nounced declir;e in fh_é age groups of 5 to 24 and 25 to 44. The 25 to 44 age group‘
declined from 29.0 percent in..1930 to 19.2 percent in 1960. The 5 to 24 age group de-
clined from 35.3 percent of the population in 1930 to 23.4 percent in.1960. Showing
significant décline but not as extensive as the preceding age groups was the "Under"5"
age group which déclined»qbrupfly- from 1930 to 1940 from 10.3 percent to ‘7. 3 percent,

increased to 8.5 percent in 1950 and again declined to 7.7 percent in 1960.
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4-"The most revealing of the changes in age groups as a percent of the total population,

and also fnhe most signif?éan’r, is the consistent rate of increase of the age group "é5

and over". This increase of the."65 and over" age group‘i's the result of the in-migration
of persons-in this age group, customarily referred to as the "refi.re;nem‘" age group. This
trend is impo‘rfcm’r to consider in population projections for two reasons. First, persons in
~.this age grou‘ia contribute nofhi'ng to the birth rate, and secondly, it is within this cige
group that the greatest percentage of deaths occur, By both.reducing fHe percenfcge of
the population capable of bearing children, and increasing the percentage of the .
population. in which most deaths occur, the net result is a decline in population gain by
nd’rqrql causes. | | |

2. Rdce

The population of Charlotte County by race and sex,. per deche, from 1930 to 1960 as
s.hdwn in Table 3, has changed insignificantly since 1930. The 1930 CensUs showed 784
non-white persons residing in Charlotte County. This number declined to 673 in 1940,
declined again to 672 in 1950, and increased to only 725 in 1960, less than the number
of noﬁ—whife persons recorded in.]'930.. -Consequently, the percentage of the total popu-
lation accounted fér by the non-white population has consistently declined each ‘d_eccde. .
F.rom 19. 6 percent of the population in 1930 , to only 5.8 pérc:enf of the populqﬂon_ih. 1960.
This relatively static level of the non?wHife population may be attributed to (1) the lack
of in-migration of non-white persons;(2) a higher birth rate aﬁd larger family size than
the white population aciding to the non-white population, but with .(3) an almost equal
ouf-migraﬁoh of the non-white population, resulting in little change in.the total num;

ber of persons in. Charlotte County.

11
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~Table 3

POPULATION BY RACE AND SEX PER DECADE
' 1930 - 1960 '
CHARLOTTE COUNTY, FLORIDA

- 1930
White ' 1 Non-=White
- _ % Tot.- % Tot. % Non % Tot. %Tot. Total
Sex  Persons White _ Sex . Pop. Persons ~ White  Sex Pop. Sex Percent
Male 1,683 52.1 79.”2'. 41.9 442 56,3 20.8 11.0 2,125 52.9
Female 1,546 47.9 - 81.8 38.5 342 43.7 18.2 8.6 1,888 47.1
Total 3,229 100.0 80.4 784 100.0 19.6 4,013 100.0
1940
Male 1,562 52.2 81.1 42.7 363 53.9 18, 9.9 1.925 52.5
Female 1,428 47.8 82.1 38.9 310 46,1 17, 8.5 1,738 47.5
TO:TAL;2,99(.) 100.0 81.6 673 100.0 18.4 3,663 100.0
| 1950 | |
| 7,821 | | 1 2,158  50.3
Male 1,821 50.3 84.3 42.5 337 50.1 15.7. 8.4 2,
Female 1,793  49.7 84.2  41.8 335 49.9 158 7.3 2,128 49.7
TOTAL 3,614 - 100.0 84.3 672 . 100.0 - 15.7 4,286 100.0
| 1960

| | : 50,2
Male 5,956 50.1 94,0  47.2 374 51.5 6.0 2.9 6,330
Female 5,913  49.9 94.3 _47.0 351 - 48,5 5.7 2.9 6,264 49.8
TOTAL11,869 100.0 94.2 725 100. 0 5.8 12,594 100.0

Source: U.,S. Bureau of the Census

12
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3. Sex
Because the white population is dominant of the population in Charlotte: County, the
sex characteristics of ’rhe'vwhife popQIGfion prevail for the total population. As shown
in.Table 3, the percent of the total populaﬂén represented by males for each decade from
1930 i'é 1960 has steadily declined from 52. 9 percent in 1930. Conversely, the female
population as a percent of the total populd’r‘ion has increased from 47. 1 percent in
1930 to 49. 8 percent in.1960. The greatest change has occurred, however, .in the
nén-whife population, which'shows the male popul.czf'ion,in.1930 representing 56.3 per-
cent of the non-white population in 1960. " Table 3 shows the male white :populcfio‘r'n

declining from 52. 1 percent of the total white population in 1930 to 50.1 percent in

1960.

Analysis of chlé 2, page 10 shows fhé’r the male population in the age group of "65
and over" has been in.exce;s of the number Qf females since 1930. The 1960 Cen;u;
shows 1,531 males or 58.3 percent in the age group "65 .qnd over" with atotal of

2,624 persons in this age group. THis condition is unique because‘.in most retirement
dreas; fke number of females ig in excess of the numbe.f of males in the "65 and over"

age group.

13
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4, Education

a. School Enrollment By Age

School enrollment has shown an increase corresponding to the increase of total popula=
tion. Changes reflected in school enrollment, as reported by the U.S. Bureau of the
Census, shows an increase in both the number and percent of persons. in higher age
brackets accounted for in the school enrollment totals. The significant changes shown

in Table 4 is an increase in.both the number and percent of persons over 21 in the school
enrollment totals. The 18 to 19 year old bracket has decreased as .a percentage of the
total schoql enrollment from 5.2 percent in. 1940 to 2, 8 perceni; in 1960. The percentage
of students in the 16 to 17 year bracket increased from 11.9 percent in 1940 to 14.3
percent in.1950, but dropped to 11.4 percent in.1960. The age group of 7 to 13, repre-
senting the elementary school age group, has éhdhged insignificantly since 1940, showing
60. 7 percent in 1940 dro[:;ping to 49.5 percent in 1950 with. 1960 showing 59, 9_-percem‘,
almost equal to the 1940 percentage. An analysis of Table 4 reveals a percentage de-
cline in the last two years .of high school enrollment as a percent of the total school‘
population, but shows an apparent iﬁcrease. in educational interest as evidenced by the

increase in the percentage of students in the age groups of 20 to 34.
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Age Group

- SCHOOL ENROLLMENT BY AGE
SHOWING NUMBER AND. PERCENT
CHARLOTTE COUNTY, FLORIDA"

' 1940 - 1960

Table 4

Charlotte County, Florida

~ Number Percent
5-6 41 5.8
7-13 433 60.7
14 - 15 110 15.4
16-17 85 11.9
18 - 19 37 | 5.2
20 - 21 7 1.0
22 - 24 - -
25 - 34 - -
TOTAL 713 100.0

Source: U.S. Bureau of the Census

156

~ Number Percent ~ Number - Percent
145 15.4 190 9.3

4;65 49.5 1,230 59.9

120 12.8 259 | 12.6

135 14.3 234 11.4

35° | 3.7 58 2.8

20 »2.1 23 .] 1

10 | 1.1 28 1.4

10 s
940 100.0 2,053 100.0
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b.  Years of School Completed

The number of years of school completed, by sex, per decade, for Charlotte County
from 1940 to 1960 is shown in Table 5. The table reflects the number of school

years completed for persons 25 years and over residing in Charlotte County in 1940,
1950, and 1960. The significant feature of Table 5 is indic&fed in the m-edicm school
years completed, showing an increase in the male population from an average of 7.8
school years completed in 1940 to 10.4 school years completed in 1960. The median
school years completed for females increased from 8.6 in 1940 to 11.1 in 1960. This
trend obviously indicates an .increase in the educational level of persons in the "25
years and over" age group. This trend appécrs to be consistent, and one which should
be considered in projecting the anticipated school needs and other educational facili-

ties for the future of Charlotte County populon‘ion.
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Table 5

YEARS OF SCHOOL COMPLETED
BY SEX PER DECADE
CHARLOTTE COUNTY, FLORIDA

1940-1960 * '
1940 ' - 1950. 1960
Years Completed Male Female Male  Female  Male Female
None 77 37 30 15 59 22
Elementary: 1 - 4 Years 211 131 235 150 224 - 130
5 - 6 Years 152 131 180 140 314 217
7 Years ' 85 90 251 217
8 Years 326 _ 27‘_1 295 200 903 200
High School 1 - 3 Years 143 190 160 - 260 906 - 969
4 Years . 135 161 - 220 275 945 1,126
College: 1-3 Years 53 57 . 50 80 388 534
4 Years 50 42 70 30 363 228
Median School Years
Completed . 48 8.6 8.4 2.3 10.4 11.1
- Not:Reported 26 13 30 10 - o=
Persons 25 Years Old ‘
and Over 1,173 1,036 1,355 1,250 4,353 4,343
Source: U.S. Bureau of the Census
% Information not available for 1930
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5. Employment Status

The employment status, by sex, and percent of the population for Charlotte County per
decade, from 1940 to 1960 is shown in Table 6. This table is compiled from the census
data of 1940, ]950,.an?d 1960, for both males and females 14 years old and ovér. -Sig-
nificant features are revealed in Table 6 similar to those in previous tables, es.pecidi‘ly
pertaining to the increase of the age group "65 and over". With the corresponding in-

~ crease of ’rhé number of persons in the age group of "65 and over", and the increosing
éercenf that this age group represents of the tota] population, a c.orrespbnding decreas;?
results in the other age group brackets. This is evidenced in Table 6, éspeéiqlly in the
number of male: persons comprising the labor force. In 1940 Table 6 shows 75.6 ﬁerc;en’r
of all males 14 years and over in the labor force. This percentage declined to 66.3 per-
cent in 1950 and 53. 6 percent in 1960. This decline is not evidenced to a significcnf
degree for females in the labor force, dropping only 2.0 percent from 26.0 in.]9l‘10.fo
24.0 percent of females in the labor force in 1960. Males 65. years and over re’pre;eni'ecl
only 9.5 p‘e'rcenf of all males 14 years and over in 1950, but increased to 29.2 percent
in 1960,. Females "14 years and over" in the 65 years .and over age bracket acqunféd
for only- 9.7 percent of this age group in 1950 but increased to 27.5 percent‘ in.1960.
Unemployment has not been a critical factor in Chquo%fe County, Table 6 showing an
unemploYmenf rate of only 5.7 percent among the male population in 1940, declining

to 1.7 percent in. 1950 and 3.2 percent in.1960.
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Table 6

EMPLOYMENT STATUS o

BY SEX AND PERCENT OF POPULATION
CHARLOTTE COUNTY,FLORIDA
PER DECADE 1940 - 1960 .

1940 1950 1960
‘No. Percent No. Percent No. Percent

Male, 14 Years Old and Over ' 1,489  100.0 1,680  100.0 4,978  100.0

Labor Force 1,125 75.6 1,114 66.3 2,667 53.6
Armed Forces - - - - - - -

- Civilian Labor Force 978 65.7 1,109 66.0 2,667 53.6

Employed ' 892 60.0 1,081 64.3 2,507 50.4

~ Unemployed 86 5.7 28 1.7 160 3,2

Not In Labor Force 364 24.4 566  33.7 2,311 46.4

Inmate of Institution 4 0,3 - - 17 0.3

~ Enrolled in:School 123 8.3 - - 208 4.2

Other, Under 65 Years - - 672 - . 40.0 632 12.7

. 9.5 1,454 29.2

Other, Over 65 Years - = 160

" Female, 14 Years Oldand Over 1,341 100.0 ~ 1,651 100.0 ~ 5,018  100.0

Labor Force 348  26.0 453 27.4 1,203 24.0
Employed - 322 24,1 437 26.4 1,149 22.9
~ Unemployed 26 1.9 16 1.0 54 11
Not In Labor Force - 993  74.0 1,198 - 72.6 3,815 76.0
ihmate of Institution - - P B - -
Enrolled in.School 110 8.2 - - 250 6.6
Other, Under 65 Years - - 336 20.4 2,525 66.2
With Own Children - - & - 533 14.1
‘Under Six Years = = - - - 507 13.4
- Other, 65 Years and Over - - 160 9.7 1,040 27,5
o ‘Information Not Aydilable for 1930
Source:  U,S. Bureau of the Census
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A chapter will be devoted to a comprehensive study of employment in the Economic
Base Study, a companion to this Population.Study. The chapter will cover
employment by major occupation group, major industry group, characteristics of the

labor force, and employment projections.

The Research and Statistics Department of the Florida Industrial Commission. reports a
civilian:labor force of 3,400 persons in.1960, representing 27.0 percent of the total
poéulafioh‘, The civilian labor force, according to .fhis source, totaled 4,550 persons
in. 1965 rebresenﬁhg only 23. 1 percent of the estimated total population. The Qn_em-
ployment rate according to the Florida Industrial Commission was 2.9 percent in March
of ]960,.‘iﬁcrecsiné-’ro 8.4 percent in 1962 and 1963, and declining to 3.3 percent in

1965.

C. DISTRIBUTION

The distribution of population for Charlotte. County is shown on Map 1. This map
shows visually the three major areas of major concentration population within.Charlotte

County, and the location of lesser but significant groupings of urban development.

The three areas of principal population concentration includes the Punta GordaUrban
Are.a, the Port Charlotte Urban Area, and the third Qrban area.comprising the communi-
ties of Punta Gorda Beach, New Point Comfort, and Lemon Bay, along the Gulf of
Mexico and the Lemon Bay Area. Smaller communities having lesser clonce'nfraﬂon,‘in

population are located along the Gulf of Mexico and Placida Harbor, including Cape
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‘Hayes, and Placida. Along the banks of the Myakka River exists the communities of
El Jobecn.onfhe norfh.'shore‘; and cpprokimcfely one mile south of the river on

.S.R. 771 is the community of Charlotte Beach at the intersection of S; R, 771 and
S.R.. 776,  North of Port Cherlorfe to the west on.U, S. 41 is the .community of

Murdock.

Several communities are identified by name along the north shore of the Peace River
beginning with Charlotte Harbor immediately across the Peace River from the City of
Punta Gorda: Harbor View is fhelnexf easterly community on the north shore of Peace
River, served by S.R. 776 which extends easterly into the community of Harbour |
Heighfs.‘ ~ East of the Peace. River in the northern portion of Charlotte County are -sev- -
erel subdivisions provided access by ‘U.S. 17. These include the communities of Peace
River Shores, located at the north county line, the corﬁmunify of Mergcnfown ‘an.d
Ridge Harbor Iocafed norfh of Shell Creek east of U.S, 17. From Shell Creek to the
Clty of Punta Gordo U S ]7 provndes access for verlous degrees of urbcmzahon, m-i
cluding ; fhe communities of Cleveland, Solanc cnd fhe Tee.ond ‘Green Esfcfes The -
community -wesf. of i’um‘c Gorda ldenhfled as Pu.nrc Gorda,lsles_hcs beee c_nnexe.d.dndv

made part of the City of Punta Gorda.

ther commumhes showmg ugnn‘ncanf urban developmen’r are located south of Punta
Gorda along U S 4] mcludmg fhe area |mmed|afely cd|acenf to fhe corporcn‘e bound-
ary of Punta Gorda ldenhfled as South Punfc Gorda, a commumi'y of Soufh Punfc Gorda

Helghfs located approximately two mlles sou'rh of Punta Gorda on U.S. 41, and Troplccﬂ
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Gulf Acres, located approximately three miles south of Punta Gorda, A new
subdivision identified as "Pirate Harbor" is located approximately eight miles south -
of Punta Gorda on.the east shore of Charlotte Harbor. Map 1 also showg an indicla—'
tion of population at two locations in the eastern portion of Charlotte County, both
being agricultural and ranch oriented establishments, including Babcock Ranch fcca-
fedv northwest oF.Telegraph.Swamp, and a second ranching facility located along the

north county line east of S. R. 31.

D, DENSITY
~ The den‘sifiky of populdfion_in.ChdrloHe ‘County is graphically shown on.Map 2. The
areas of .';high density", or 2,000 to 3,000 persons per square mile, represents the
highest group Fér Charlotte County. From 1,000 to 2,000 persons per square mile
rep'res.en’rsl '"median density", and from 500 to 1,000 persohs per square mile
: repregen’rs "low density". From 100 fo 500 persons per square mile represents "very
low density". - All areas remaining have densities of less than 100 persons per square
mile. A comparison of the population density, as shown on Mdp 2, wi’rh"rHe popula-
tion disfr.ibufion, as shown on Map 1, confirms the areas of highest population con-

cenfration.

Almost all of the corporate area of the -City of Punta Gorda has an overall average
high.density of from 2,000 to 3,000 persons per‘squa're mile. The north portion of
Port Charlotte, east of U.S. 41, also has a population density of from 2,000 to 3,000

persons per square mile. Two smaller areas of relatively high population density dre
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located in.Punta Gorda.Beach, and along the east shore of Lemon Bay along S, R, 776

in the western portion of the' New Point Comfort Community.

B Afeas of medium den'sify,A ranging from 1,000 to 2,000 persons per.square mile incl.ude‘
v.fhe south portion of the Port Charlotte Area, tHe territory in the western portion of the
City'of Punta Gorda including Punta Gordd Is!és, the Sou‘fh.Punfa Gorda Area, cn_d the
area eas;f to the corporate-area of Punta Gorda.cnnlongv u.s. 17 ana ’rEe Peace River |
including the- community of Solana. Other areas of medium density population are

' shown to include most of the New Point Comfort Area and the Lemon Bay Community.,

Areas identified as hcviné low populcvfion density rdngiﬁg from 500 to 1,000 persons per
éqﬁafe mile includ‘e. fhé Chcrlo’rfe- Harbor Area on the north side of fhé Peace River,
»'cn_(;i that portion of Harbor Heights abutting the Peacs . River. On the south side of the
Peace River the area of Cleveland and a section extending east to Shell Creek q_lso in—‘
clL;des p;i)puquion with a density of 500 to 1,000 persons per square mile. Along the
Gulf of Mexico Beach area low densf’ry populcﬁion is identified in the northern porfiéﬁ
of Punta vGorda Beach, the Southeastern portion of New Point Comfort, a section on
Little Gq.sparillq Island, a portion on Knight Island, and the development located south |

of Lemon Creek along Lemon Bay.served by-S. R, 775.

Very low population densities, ranging from 100 to 500 persons per square mile, exist
adjacent to the higher density areas previously described. Development in the -Port
Charlotte area to the southwest along Alligator Bay .is a very low population density

area.  The community of Murdock, northwest of Port Charlotte along U.S. 41 also
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has a similar population density. Almost fh¢ entire fringe area of the Cify of Punta
Gorda iﬁcluding 'r'he-sfrip_exfelndihg northeast along U.S. 17 has a very low popula-
tion density including Ridge‘ Harbor, Peace River Shores, .. Morgantown, and Tee and
Greén ..Es’rcn‘es. A large area sparcely developed south of Punta Gorda olong. 1J; 8, ‘41, '
with dddif;ional access by Taylor Road and Acline Road, also has a very low population |
densify_. This density ‘also prevails in a portion of Tropiéal Gulf Acres and Pirate

Harbor south of Punta Gorda.

On the western portion. of the county, along the Gulf of Me*ico, segments of New
Point Coﬁfort also fall into this denlsify classification including other éreds along

S. R. 775 such as Cap.e Hays and Placida. Alqng;S.R. 771, in the vicinity of the
Myakka River, dre the co,mmun_ifiesAof El Jobean and Charlotte Beach, also having a
very low density population of from 100 to 500 persons per square mile.  Although
populé;ion. resides in.various other locations fhrobughouf the county the density of this
popuiafion is less than 100 persons per square mile and is not indicated by graphic

representation.

The analysi;s of existing population densities and present growth patterns. indicates that
it is unlikely population densities would exceed 3,000 ioersons per square mile in
Charlotte Coum‘y during the forecast pe.ripd of this Plan. Although small areas may, in
fhemselves:, have a population density in excess of 3,000 persons per square mile, it is
unlikely that such areas would be Iargé -enough to actually res'ulf in a population of

more than 3,000 persons living within a square mile area.
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Information pl;esenfed on Map 1, Existing PopulationDistribution, and Map 2, Popula-
tion Density, was compiled Fro m the findings of the Land Use Survey and Analysis, a
companion study to this Population Study. The Land Use Survey consisted of a visual
inspection of all parcels of land to determine their present use. The survey W.CIS con-

ducted in February, March, and April, 1966.
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IV FUTURE GROWTH |

A, FACTORS CAUSING POPULATION CHANGE

Population change mayy be experienced by. a defined geographical area by (1) natural
causes and (2) net migration. A municipality may realize populcfion change by each

of fhése methods and, ‘in addition, may gain population by the annexation of territory in.
which persons reside, or it may lose popl.;lcfioh if a portion of .fhe corporate area in
which persons reside is withdrawn from the corporate area. However, since corporate
boundaries are not a factor of consideration in the Population Study for Charlotte County,
annexation is not conisdered. However, if the boundaries of Charlotte County shoulci be
chnged ’r§ include additional ferriféry in which persons reside q.correlsponding increase
in the population woul»d fesulf. Likewise, . if the boundaries of Charlotte County were

- changed to take away land area in which persons reside, a population loss would occur.
In addition to population.change by natural causes ana net migration, a number of other
factors may affect population change by having a direct or indirect effect upoh natural
causes and net migration. |

1. Natural Causes

Natural causes accounts for the population gained or lost as the result of the difference
in the nlumbe.r of births and the number of deaths within a given geographical drec;.
Natural cduses is primarily affected by the age groups of the resident populcﬁon. For
example, a highervbirfh rate may be expected when an above average percentage of

persons within a community are in the age groups of child bearing years, primarily. from

26



Population Study ~ - ' ' ‘Charlotte County, Florida

19 to 44. Likewise, a large percentage of persons in the older non-child bearing years,
and especially those in the retirement age bracket of 65 and over, not only reduces the -
percentage of the population capable of bearing children; but also contributes to a

higher death rate while at the same time contributes to a dfminishing birth rate.

ChurlpHé County has experienced a reversal in population change by natural causes.
Prior to 1963 Charlotte County gained population each yearv from natural causes w‘i’rh
the egcepﬁon of 1953 and 1956, by having é greater number of births than deaths.
However, since 1962, the death rate has risen significantly and the birth rate has de-
clined causing a loss of population by ndfuru_l causes. Table 7 shows the . population
change for Charlotte County from 1950 to 1965 for each year, showing the number 'ofl
births a’na the number of deaths for each year and the net gain or loss in po‘pulafior_w

by natural causes. -
: ' Table 7

POPULATION CHANGE BY BIRTHS AND DEATHS

1950 1951 1952 1953 1954 1955 1956 1957

Births =~ 63 73 82 71. - 84 74 90 109
Deaths 56 48 63 77 70 61 91 95
*Gain (;n) or 7 =+ 25 +19 - 6 + 14 + 13 -1 + 14

‘Loss (=)

| o 1958 1959 1960 1961 1962 1963 1964 1965
Births 130 186 215 234 240 190 208 181

Deaths . o1 122 157 223 233 275 311 336
Gain(#)  + 29 164 4+ + 11 ¥7 T8 T8 -5
Loss (=) .

Source§ Florida State Board of Health
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2. . 'Net Migration
Population cBange as the result of net migration . is the difference in.the number of
peoplé'migrafing into a given area compared to the number of persons mig‘rc’ri'ng away
from the area. A population gain results wHen more ‘persons migrate into an area than
leave the areq; conversely, popglation loss is experienced when the in-rnigrcﬂon is less
than the number qf out-migrants. Table.8 shows the estimated gain of population _ for 5
- Charlotte County annually from 1960 to 1966.  This table indicates a fluctuation in

net migration ranging from a.m0§f 4,000 persons in 1964,.to less than. 1,000 in.1963.

Table 8

POPULATION GAIN
BY . NET. . . MIGRATION

- - Net
Year Migration
1960 1,286
1961 3,240
1962 . 2,018
1963 ' 915
1964 3,796
1965 1,480

1966 1,142

-Source: Estimates by
Consultant
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Factors affecting net migration.includes social, political, eéoriomic, educational and
geographical factors. For exémple, new industries offering employment with attractive
wages will attract persons from areas having lesser economic advantages. An area in
which ?:onsiderc:ble new construction and develbpmenf is taking place may be 'expectéd

to attract construction workers and their families. T"his_ condition is apparent . for’
Charlotte County, especially in connection with construction activities in the new com-

munity of Port Charlotte.

The 'climaf;a of Florida:is particularly qonducive to luring persons. for retirement- into the
state. This also has been a .contributing factor to the location of refi?ed persons in Charlotte
-Counfy. In other areasof the sfdfé fhe’.proxiﬁify ofeducqfio’nal institutions, especlid“y
those of higher Iecrning, ‘have attracted persons with children which will soon be enfér-
ing these éducationa-l facilities. Attractions for various social segments, including religi-
ous groups, and persons interested in certain cultural ccﬁvi’ries are attracted to areas in
which these interests ér pursuits may be exploited. .Many areas.in.Florida have comﬁmuni-
ties Qh.ich o;*e;‘\specifi‘cqlly -orien’rea to a particular religious, fraternal, or social sect.
" Some commun'ifies offer 'rrcx.ini.ng c_m'd special opporfuniteg for the pursuif of various arts,
crafts, and cultural activities. "I"hesé.Fedf'L.Jres may attract persons to reside in close proxi-

mity to them.

-An analysis of the characteristics of the in-migration in.Charlotte. County appears to
have been attractions conducive to retirement living, including (1) opportunities for various

-sports and recreational pursuits,. (2) a pleasing climate, and (3) the availability of new
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comfortable housing within a price range affordable by retirees. The bulk of this in-
migration appears to have been the result of these attractive features along with the -

amenities offered by the community of Port Charlotte.

B. " POPULATION FORECASTS

1. Statistical Method

The statistical bmefhod of population forecasting involves breaking down the elements

of population.change into- those factors cohfribufing to population chénge. These
individual factors are then each analyzed on the basis of past trends, present conditions,
qn-cIJ .onficfpcfed trends during the forecast period. - Since population change. results from
only two sources, natural causes and net migration, the statistical approach analyzes
the trends of births, deaths, in-migration and out-migration in arriving at the popula-

tion forecast.

The analysis of population change, for Charlotte County especially during the past dec-
ade, shows that population. has not increased by a normal balance of the factors causing
population change, but rather by increases resulting from net migration alone with an

actual reversal from a population gain to a population loss from natural causes.

%

Because of these unique conditions, the statistical method is selected as the most reliable
and realistic, in.the opinion of the Consultants, for the purpose of population projections.
Although other methods are discussed and other projections are made by alternate methods,

such other methods are only reliable when a normal balance. exists between. the several
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factors causing population.change. At least one of the alternate methods will show.an
almost parallel projection to the statistical method, adding support to the methods and

conclusions arrived at in the statistical projection method.

Table 9 showsAthe birth rate, death rate, and net rate by natural causes per.1,000 per-
sons for Charlotte County for each year fro’m 1955 ’rh‘rough 1965. This table shows that
the highest rate of popUlofidn gain from natural causes existed in 1959 with a net gain
rate of 5.7 per 1,000 persons for that year. The birth rate and death rates in 1961 and
1962 were almost identical, but with the rapidly increasing death rate ;:nd the diminish-
ing birth rate from 1962 .fov 1965 the po‘pl..vlai'ioln was experiehcing a.loss from nafural.
causes with a rate of minus 6. 6 persons per 1,000 persons.
Table 9
BIRTH RATE, DEATH RATE AND NET RATE
BY NATURAL CAUSES

PER 1,000 PERSONS
- 1955-1965

: 1955 1956 1957 1958 1959 1960 1961
Birth Rate ~10.1 11,0 12,0 14.5  16.5  17.1 14.8

Death Rate 8.3 1.1 10.4 10.7 10.8 12.5 14.4
Net Rate +1.8 -0.1 +1.6 +3.8 +5.7 +4.6 +0.7

1962 1964 1964 1965

Birth Rate ' 13.4 10.2  10.2

7.6
Death Rate 13.0  14.8  13.9  14.2
Net Rate 404 4.5 3.7 6.6
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Graph 1 shows the actual number of births, the number of deaths, and the net rate

by natural causes per 1,000 persons for each year from 1955 to 1965.- This graph
vividly shows the rapidly declining birth rate from a high of 17.1 persons per 1,000

in ]ééO to a lot gf 7.6 persons per 1,000 in 1965, and fh‘e increasing death rate from
a low of é.S persons per -1 ,000 in 1955 fo‘ 14.2 persons per 1,000 in 1965. A death
rate pf 14.7 persons per 1,000 was actually recorded in 1963. The birth rates qﬁd the
death rates shown in both Table 9 and Graph 1 are derived by‘dividing the actual num-
ber‘ of births and deaths for a éiven year by the estimated population of the county, in

thousands, for that given year.

A comparison of the birth rates and death rates shown in Table 9 and Graph 1 will vary

with the birth and death rates provided by the Florida State Board of Health rec
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] GRAPH 1
—— ‘BI'RTHS AND DEATHS BY NUMBER AND RATE )
PER 1,000, ANNUALLY 1955 - 1965
CHARLOTTE COUNTY, FLORIDA
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GRAPH 2

PROJECTIONS OF ANNUAL BIRTH RATE, ANNUAL DEATH RATE, AND
ANNUAL NET MIGRATION AS PERCENT OF POPULATION, TO 1985
CHARLOTTE COUNTY, FLORIDA
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The percentage of the total population accounted for by net migration declines with
the accumulation of population each year.  Additional in-migration therefore repre-

sents a smaller percentage of the total population.

Graph 3 presents the p.opulcﬂ"ion éroiecﬁon by the statistical method showing the three
components of this projection technique including (1) the total number of persons, (2)
population gain by net migration, (3) population gain from births, and (4) population loss
from deaths.  Graph 3 shows a population projection of 42,416 persons by 1975 and

62,147 persons by 1985.

Table 10 shows the population projection by the statistical method with figures corres-
ponding with Graph 3 showing the population gained by net migration, births, and

population loss by deaths for 5 year forecast periods.
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Table 10

POPULATION PROJECTIONS'BY STATISTICAL
METHOD FOR FIVE YEAR PERIODS  1960-1985

BY BIRTHS, DEATHS, AND NET MIGRATION

1960 1965 1970 1975 1980 1985

Previous Year Population 7,300 12,594 23,738 32,283 42,416 52,668
‘Births - : 748 1,073 934 1,052 1,181 1,306
Deaths - 574 -1,378 -2,195 -3,292 -4,574 -5,992

Net Migration 5,120 11,449 9,806 12,373 13,645 14,165

TOTAL POPULATION 12,594 23,738 32,283 42,416 52,668 62,147

BY INCREASE IN NUMBER AND PERCENT

Increase
Year Population Number : -Percent
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Table 11

- POPULATION PROJECTION
BY
. STATISTICAL ‘METHOD

1960 1961 1962 1963 1964 1965 1966

Prev. Yr. Pop. 11,250 12,594 15,845 17,870 18,700 22,413 23,738
' Births _ 215 234 240 190 228 181 178

Deaths - 157 - 223 - 233 - 275 - 311 - 336 - 358
Net Migration 1,286 3,240 2,018 915 3,796 1,480 1,142

Total Population 12,594 15,845 17,870 18,700 22,413 23,738 24,700

1967 1968 1969 1970 1971 1972 1973

Prev. Yr. Pop. 24,700 26,536 28,409 30,334 32,283 34,276 36,306
' Births 178 185 190 192 201 206 209

Deaths - 399 - 439 - 481 - 518 - 565 - 609 - 655
Net Migration 2,060 2,123 2,216 2,275 2,357 2,433 2,469
Total Population - 26,536 28,409 30,334 32,283 34,276 36,306 38,329

1974 1975 1976 1977 1978 1979 1980

Prev. Yr. Pop. 38,329 40,369 42,416 44,460 46,544 48,615 50,662
Births 217 219 225 231 - 237 242 246
Deaths | -707 - 756 - 811 - 859 - 912 - 966 -1,026

Net. Migration 2,530 2,584 2,630 2,712 2,746 2,771 2,786

Total Population 40,369 42,416 44,460 46,544 48,615 50,662 52,668

1981 1982 1983 1984 1985 1986 1987

Prev. Yr. Pop. ' 52,668 54,628 56,590 58,492 60,365 62,147 63,908
Births 250 259 262 263 272 280 281
"Deaths -1,081 -1,138 =-1,190 -1,256 -1,327 -1,378 -1,442

Net Migration 2,791 2,841 2,830 2,866 2,837 2,859 2,876

Total Population =~ 54,628 56,590 58,492 60,365 62,147 63,908 65,623

38



Population. Study Charlotte County, Florida

2. Arithmetical Progression Method

The arithmetical progression method of population forecasting is based upon the pre-
sumption that the popula’rion>Wi‘ll_;in<:re,dsie by a uniformnumber of persons for each
period of the projection forecast. Table 12 shows the population projection by the
arithmetical progression method with an increase of 10,090 persons for each five year

| period from 1965 to 1985, During the period of 1960 to 1966 the population gain
averaged 2,018 persons per yea'r., Using this annual average as the basis for arriving
at the five: year increase factor, of 10,090 persons, Table 12 shows each five year
population increase equal to five times the average annual increase experienced since

1960.

- The graphic presentation of this projection is shown on Graph 4 indicating 43,913
persons by 1975, and 64,093 persons by 1985. This'pro‘iecfion parallels almost identi-
cally the projection made by the statistical method and lends support to the assumptions
used in the forecast method by the statistical technique since each projection is made
on an entirely independant and different basis.

Table 12

ARITHMETICAL PROGRESSION METHOD

Increase
Year Population Number Percent
1960 12,594 - -
1965 23,738 11,144 - 88.5
1970 33,823 . 10,090 42,5 .
1975 43,913 - 10,090 - 29.8
1980 54,003 10,090 23.0
1985 64,093 10,090 18.
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3. Geometrical Progression: Method

Thé geometrical progression method is more reasonably applied to areas having an
.average birth rate, an average death rate, and with a relatively consistent net mi--
grafion.ra’re.; -Since these conditions do not apply to Charlotte County,. this method
is discounted for projection purposes. The concept of geometrical progression is pri=
marily based upon the fact that population begets population. Therefore, with in-
- creasing population an incredsving gain by natural causes will result in a uniform

percent increase for each projection period of the forecast.

Table :13

GEOMETRICAL PROGRESSION METHOD

Increase
Year Population Number  -Percent
1960 12,594 - -
1965 - 23,738 11,144 88.5
1970 -~ 33,328 9,590 40.4
1975 46,793 13,465 40.4
1980 65,698 18,905 40.4
1985 92,240 26,542 40.4

Table: 13 shows the tabulation of the geometrical progression method showing a popu-
lation gain of 40.4 percent for each five year pe}iod from 1965 to 1985. The 40.4
percer;t gain is the average gain per five year period resulting from the forecast by
the statistical: method. This forecast is the highest of the four forecasts presented in
this study, showing 46,793 persons by 1975 and 92,240 persons by 1985. This projec-

tion method is unrealistic for Charlotte County because, to realize these projections,

40



Population Study ~Charlotte County, Florida

would require cﬁ ‘in-migration for each five year period in .excess of the actual gain
shown for each five year period in order to offset the increasing number of deaths
occuring in.the increasingly large retirement age group. A review of the net annual
migration figures in Table 8 does not show a trend indicating a signifviécn;r increase in -

the number of persons migrating to Charlotte County annually.

The geometrical progression forecast is shown graphically on. Graph 4 for comparison

purposes with the other three methods used.
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4, Combined Arithmetical - Geometrical Progression: Method

~ The vfouri"h method of population forecasting combir}es the features of both the arith- .
metical progression method and the geomeirical progression method. The-basis for this
o proiecfi"onf:ombi,nes the a\}erdge annual gain experienced frorﬁ 1960 to 1966 with an
annual increas;e‘ in.this gain of 4.3 percent added to ‘eqch previous year!s population.
The resulfing*forecqsi' shows an ‘increlqse in. population gain for each forecast per‘io.d with
a decl‘ining percent increase. for e;q@h,.fore‘cqsi" per“iooL TcBIe‘,'M»shows. the population
projection by the combined arifhrrjueﬁcal ~geometrical progression method showing a
population of 47,234 persons by :1975 and 84, 609 persohs by 1985. This population

- projection is shown on Gmph 4 for comparison with the other methods of populq.fiqn
Foreéasf;ing, - Although this forecast qppeqrs‘ i'o be more realistic. than. the, geometrical
progressioni method, it is recomrﬁended that this projection not be used because, Fro‘m ‘
past trends ”' vappears unnlikeﬂy that Charlotte County would show a continuing rate of

_ increase in net migration which would be required to realize this population forecast.

~ Table .14

- COMBINED _
ARITHMETICAL-GEOMETRICAL PROGRESSION
: "~ .METHOD

Increase

Year . Population ‘Number = Percent
1960 12,594 - g
1965 . 23,738 11,144 88,5
1970 33,672 - 9,934 41.8
1975 47,234 13,562 = 40.3
1980 - 63,964 . ' 16,730 35.5

1985 84,609 . 20,609 32.3
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[ ! - » l
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C. PROJECTION BY AGE GROUPS

A breakdown of population by age groups, from 1950 to 1985 is shown in Table 15.
This table shows the actual number of persons in each of the five age groups brackets
as determined by the U.S. Bureau of the Census for census years 1950 and 1940, |
with estimates for 1965, and projections to 1985, Table 15 shows both the number
and the percent that each age group represents of the total population for the pro-

jection periods.

Although Table 15 shows an increase in the number of persons in each age group

for each census period, Table 15 also shows a decline in the percent that the younger
age groups represent of the total population.  This is especially true for the age
groups under 44 years of age, each of which shows a significant decline in the percent
of the population represented by these age groups. The two age groups of "45 and over"
show a considerable increase in the percent they represent of f.he total population,

with the most significant increase shown in the age group "65 and over'.

Graph 5 shows the past trend and projections for these age groups from 1930 to 1960,
As shown on Graph 5, the age group "65 and over" represented only 6.1 percent of the
population in 1930, increasing to 20, 8 percent, or over one-fifth of the population
in 1960. Continuing this projection wou7!d realize the "65 and over" age group repre-

senting 35. 6 percent of the total population by 1990.
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In contrast to the."65 and over" age groﬁp is the age groups of "5 to 24" and "25 to 44",
-Each of these age groups have declined as a :perc:;en.iL of the population on a parqllél basis.,
The age group "5 to 24" qccéunfed for 35,.‘3 ﬁércent of the total population in. ]93@ In
1960 it accc;unfed for only 23.4 percent. A projection of this trend would realize 11.4
percent in 1990. The "25 to 44" age group accounted for 29, 0 percent of the total popu-
~ lation in 1930, ‘but only-‘ 19.2 percent in 1960. The projection on Graph 5 indicates fh.c:f‘

this age group would repfesenf only 9.7 perc.enf of the pqp}ulqﬁon‘:in 1990.

Graph 6 shows the selecfed.pqpuldfion,proj.ection, by the-statistical mefhod( hrok.ebn down
according.fo age groups. vTHese number; corre:spohd to the percentage of the population
that these age groups represent for each of theproie,cﬁon.pevriods,- Although Graph 6
shows an ‘increasing nurr'1bervin the number of persons. for each age group, it also shows the
comparative ra.fe of incr_ecse’“i‘r’\ nqmbers of each age group, showing a more 'rqpid vri‘se. in

the "65 and over" and the "45 to 64" age groups.

' Table 15

45

POPULATION PROJECTION BY AGE GROUP TO 1985
| ~ NUMBER o
Age Group 1950  1960° 1965 1970 1975 1980 1985
Under. 5 364 970 1,733 2,195 2,715 3,107 3,418
5-24 1,140 2,947 5,080 6,263 7,381 8,111 8,328
25 - 44 1,085 2,418 4,202 5,198 6,150 6,794 7,022
45 - 64 1,067 3,639 7,216 10,330 14,209 18,487 22,746
65 and Over 630 2,620 5,507 8,297 11,961 16,169 20,633
TOTAL 4,286 12,594 23,738 32,283 42,416 52,668 62,147
~ PERCENT
- Age Group
Under 5 8.5 7.7 7.3 6.8 6.4 5.9 5.0
C 5-24 2.6 23.4 21.4  19.4 17.4 15.4  13.4
25 - 44 25.3  19.2 17.7 16,1 14.5 12.9  11.3
45 - 64 24,9 28.9 30.4 32.0 33,5 35.1 36.6
65 and Over 14.7 20.8 23.2 25.7 28.2 30.7 33.2
" TOTAL 00.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
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D. PROJECTION BY TYPE GROUPS

Table 16 shows the population projection for 1960 to 1985 on the basis of type groups.
Although each of these "type groups"l includes several age groups or age brackets, edch'
type represents a gegmén’r of the population having characteristics which should be
considered in future planning propos‘dlso The "type groups" include the "pre-school age "
group, the "schéol age" group, the "working age" group, which includes the chor‘force,
and the "retirement age" gronup, Table 16 shows both the numbers of persons in each of
these groups for the projected population period, and also the percent that each of

these groups represents for each proiecfion period.

Graph. 7 shows the prejection of the percent of the total population represented by each
of these type groups from 1960 to 1985. A comparison of Graph 7 with Grldph 5 shows
compcrdble similarities, but with significant differences. For example, a review of
Graph 5 indicates a steep decline in the "25 to 44" age group, and a significant increase
in the "45. to 64" age group. These two age groups contain the bulk of the age group
representing the "working age" group which includes the labor force. By combining these
two age groups, which is essentially the age groups making up the 19 - 64 age group as
shown on Graph 7, a relatively insignificant change is shown in the "working age" group
including ages 19 - é64.  This projection shows that the working age group cccéum‘ed for
55.1 percent of the population in 1960. Projections indicate only a slight decline to
51.9 percent in 1985. An analysis of this trend, combined with Graph 5, indicates that
the working age group will remain.fairly consistent as:a percent.of the total population, Buf
that it will be dominated by p}ersohsi in the upper dée brackets of this "working age"

group.
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A séc_c'md feature of significance as shown on-Graph 7, i’s the frend indigai‘ed by ‘the
"pvr‘e-school" age g-roup and the "school” age group. From 1955 fé 1985, as shown on
-Graéh 7 the rate of Jecline of fhe-percenfdge that each of these groups will represenf'

of the total populcﬁion is almost parallel. The:"pre~school" QQe\pmiecﬁohvsu'ppor?s the
-"school-age»;' pfoieci*ion since the "pre-school" age group rate of increase will be declin-
ing :af. a comparcble .rate. - In 1960 the "school age" group represented. 16,0 percé‘nf. }

of fhé foﬁzl population. This declined to 12,5 percent in:1965 and, os shown on Graph

7 would répresenf only 8.1 percent of the totdl population in 1985, The “pr"e~§ch00l“
ége group‘incr‘ecsed from 8.1 percent in:1960 to 9.8 pen;c:enf in..1965, Theproiecﬁéns

for this age group show a decline to 6.8 percent in.1985,

vGraph. 8 shows the projection of these various type groups, by number of persons,. from
1960 to 1985, In 1960 the "working age" ‘group ,fofoaled 6,941 persons. This almost
doubléd f;a 12,v942 in 1965, and is projected fo.‘inc;lude-32,266_ persons in 1985, Re-
Hrem‘e.rlmt population was ovnlyf2,620 persons in 1960, which rﬁore.fhc_m doubled by 1965
: with.c total of'5,507 persons. Pfoiecﬁons. for fh‘is type group indicate 20,633 persons in |
the "refireménf age " group by 1985. School age population would approach a leveling
offin number of persons, iﬁcreasin'gfronﬁ 2,119 in 1960 to 2,966 in 1965, The 1975 school _

popﬁlaf_ion estimate is 4,429 persons, increasing to approximately 5,000 persons byA- 1985.
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Table 16

POPULATION PROJECTION BY
PRE-SCHOOL AGE GROUP, SCHOOL AGE GROUP
WORK!N@ AGE GROUP, RETIREMENT AGE GROUP

AND TOTAL TO 1985 '

PRE-SCHOOL AGE

| GROUP
1960 1965 1970
Age Group “Number - Percent Number . .Per‘c;eni’ “Number 'Perc:e4nf’
Under 6 | 04 81 2,23 9.8 2,8 8.7

SCHOOL -AGE GROUP

6-12 (Elem.) 1,110 1,631 12,067

13-15 (Jr. Hi.) 505 o . 742 | 940
16 - 18 (Sr. Hi.) 404 - 543 : 75]
Total School' Age 2,019 16.0 2,966 | 12,5 3 758 1.7 .

- WORKING AGE GROUP

19-24 884 541,879
25 - 44 2,418 4,20 5,198
45 - 64 3,639 7,216 10,330

6,941  55.1 12,942 545 17,407  53.9

RETIREMENT AGE GROUP

65'ana Over 2,620  20.8 5,507 23,2 8,297 25.7
TOTAL POPULATION

12,594 100.0 23,738 100.0 32,283 100.0
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Table 16 (Continued)

: POPULATION PROJECTION BY -
PRE-SCHOOL AGE GROUP, SCHOOL AGE GROUP
WORKING AGE GROUP, RETIREMENT AGE GROUP,

AND TOTAL TO 1985

PRE-SCHOOL AGE GROUP

1975 1980 1985
Age Group | ~ Number Percent  Number Percent Number Percent
Under 6 3,453 8.1 3,918 7.4 4,248 6.8

_SCHOOL AGE GROUP

6-12 (Elem.) 2,436 2,677 . - 2750

13-15 (Jr. Hi.) 1,107 1,217 1,250
16-18 (Sr. Hi.) 886 ' 973 1,000
Total School Age 4,429 10.5 4,867 9.3 5,000 8.1

WORKING AGE GROUP

19 -24 2,214 2,433 2,498 |

25-44 6,150 6,794 7,022
45 - 64 ER 14,209 18,487 22,746

22,573  53.2 27,714 52,6 32,266  51.9

RETIREMENT AGE GROUP

65 and Over 11,961  28.2 16,169  30.7 20,633 33.2

TOTAL POPULATION

42,416 100.0 52,668 100.0 62,147  100.0
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PRE-SCHOOL AGE GROUP, SCHOOL AGE GROUP,

WORKING AGE GROUP, AND RETIREMENT AGE GROUP AS
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GRAPH 8
POPULATION PROJECTION BY ' ;
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E. PROJECTION OF SCHOOL POPULATION

The projection of school population by number of persons and percent is shown on
Table 16. A breakdown of the total school age group according to Elementary,
Junior High, and Senior Hiv‘gh,'wifh the total school population ages 6 through 18 is
shown on Graph 9. Of the total school age population the breakdown represents 55.0
percent in elementary schools, 25.0 percent in junior high schools, and 20.0 percent in
senior high schools. Although these percentages will vary slightly from year to year,
this average is well established by past trends and present condifions'.iﬁ most Floridch
counties.  Graph 9 shows an elementary school population of 1,100 in 1960 increasing
to 1,631 in 1965. The projection shown on Graph 9 indicates a total of 2,750 element-

ary students in 1985.

The Junior High School population was 505 persons in 1960, increasing to 742 persons
in 1965. The projection in Graph 9 shows 1,250 students by 1985. Senior High School
population was 404 in 1960 increasing to 593 in 1965. The projection indicated that a

total of 1,000 Senior High School students would be realized by 1985.

These school population projections will be used in. subsequent planning studies to de-

termine the physical school needs and related facilities to meet the projected student

population.
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F. PROJECTIONS OF WORKING AGE POPULATION

Table 16 shows the projections of the type group identified as "working age" group.
These age grou#s, ranging from 19 to 64 years of age, includes the bulk of persons
gainfully employed. The "work_vilr‘llg age" group is broken down into three age gréups,
with the age group "19 -24"representing tHe years in which persons would be seeking
higher education or gainful employment, the lv'25-4-4‘“ age group representing the

first half of a person_fs normal working years, and the "45 - 64“. age group representing
the second half of the average person's normal working years. The “wor_king age" group
is not to be confused with the labor force. The4ldbo'r force is included in the "working
age" group and represents a part of this group. The labor force will be discussed in de-

tail in the following section.

Graph 10 shows the proiec.fion of the "working age" group by the three age group com-
ponents ShOWn- in Table 16. This graph indicates that the age group "45 - 64" is the
dominant age group among the working for;:e., accounting for almost one-half of the

total working force in 1965 and apﬁrox‘imcxvlj‘ely two-thirds of the working force in 1985.
The percentage accounted for by the younger age groups of "19 - 24" and ”25'_44" declines
as the result of the increasing percentage accounted for by the age group "45 - 64", Ref-
erence to Graph 7, showing the percvem‘age of the fotal population represer;nfed. by the
"working age' group indicates a relatively cohsistent level in excess oF‘50,0'percenfof
the total population. The "working age" group will be dominated by "middle age" persons
rather than by the younger age groups. Persons in the "middle age" group of "45 - 64"
years of age represent f'he‘ highésf level QF aufﬁori"ry ;Jmong the labor force, and receive

the highest levels of income.
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f— GRAPH 10

WORKING AGE GROUP PROJECTIONS
BY AGE GROUPS AND TOTAL, TO 1985
CHARLOTTE COUNTY, FLORIDA

32,266

2,498

/022, 748

7,022

1960 1965 1970 1975 1980 1985

R7



Population Study Charlotte County, Florida

G PROJECTIONS OF LABOR FORCE

Projections of the labor force by sex, number of persons in.the working age group not
in the labor force, and the total working age group are shown in.Tablé 17. This table
also shows the percent of the males and females in the labor force, the percent of the
total labor force, and the percent of persons not in the labor force compr‘i.sing the total
working age group. Although Table 17 shows an increase in the number of both malesv
and females in the labor force wifh an increase in the total labor force, it also shc;ws
that each of these declines as a percent of the total number of persons in the wor’kiﬁg
age group. The number of persons in the wérk.ing,. age group not in the labor force is

projected to increase from 44.2 percent in 1960 to 70.0 percent in 1985.

These projections are based upon trends established since 1950, incvlud‘ing consideration
of present conditions and anticipated changes in these trends. The’pro-iections of these
trends are conservative compared to the actual frends es'i'ablished duringv the past fifteen
years. |t would not be surprising to find that the actual number of persons‘ in the

labor force as a peréen‘r of the total working age group would decline even greater dur-
ing the forecast period of this .proiec,ﬁona This aécline in the labor force as a percent

of the total working age group is attributed to the increasing number of persons which

will be retiring prior to the age 65. With the increasing number of retired pe;"sons, com-
bined with younger retirement ages, thernumber of persons within the quking age group

not in the labor force is therefore increased at a substantial rate.
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Table 17 also shows the percenf of males and females in the labor force as projected in

1985. This shows the percentage of females in the labor force increasing from 31.1 per-

“cent i'n 1960 to 37.0 pe_if.ce.nf"in.j]v9'85‘, Thls is attributed to »p‘f‘esen’r_'t:r_é'has‘, | 'inélU:ding” "

higher educational levels for women and the general trends for more women to seek

gainful employmenh‘

_and the- des: re for gamful employment in this age group contribute to this trend.

-Both the increasing number of females. in this age group of 45 - 64

. Women

in this age group have usually complefed rclsmg ’rhelr chlldren and seek gomFuI employ-

ment for bofh income and productive activity.

Table 17 -

| LABOR FORCE PROJECT]ONS BY SEX, WORKING AGE “GR(")‘UP
NOT IN LABOR FORCE, ‘AND TOTAL WORK]NG AGE GROUP

_In Labsr Force .. -

In Labor Force
Total Labor Force
Not In.Labor Force

- _T:bfdl Working'Age' Group

‘Males
Females

‘Males - In.Labor Force
Females In Labor Force
Total In.Labor Force

Not In Labor Force .
Total Working Age Group .

700.0

27,714 -

-.100.0

<10 1985
D ,1960."'” “fnf 965 1970
- Tomber % Nowber % Nomber %

2,667 . 38.4 - 3,701 28,6 . 4,290 24.6:
1,203 17.4. 1,782 13.8 2,151 12.4
3,870  55.8 5,483 424 6,441 - 37.0
3,071 44.2 7,459  57.6 10,966  63.0
6,941 700.0 12,942 . 100.0 - 17,407 ~ 100.0

1975 < “1980 1985
Number % > Number % Number %
4,915 21.8 5,540 20,0~ 6,098 - 18.9"
2,657 1.7 3,190 11.5 3,582 _11.1
7,562 ~ 335 8,730 31.5 9,680  30.0
15,011 . 66,5 18,984 68.5 22,586  70.0
22,573 32,266 100.0
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" GRAPH 11

LABOR FORCE PROJECTION BY SEX,
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Hoo oo 'PROJECTIONS BY RACE AND SEX

1. Race

Reference to Table 3, paée 12, shows that the non-white population was less in 1960 _
than in.1930, showing 784 non-white persons in 1930 and only 725 in.]950n Although
a decline has resulted during the fhirfy year period, the non-white population increased
from a. low of 672 in 1950 to 725 in 1960, showing a recent gradual iﬁcrease. The non-
whifé population represented only 5.8 percent of the total population in 1960. ,TheA
decline in the percent of the population.represented by non-white persons from 19. 6
percent lin.1930 to 5.8 percent in 1960 is cffribu’red to the large population increase in
-Charlotte County resulting from in-migration, consisting of almost totally white persons.
Theré does not appear to be any indication that this trend will change during the fore-

cast period of this Plan.

Therefore, the population projections by race indicate that the non-white population
‘will continue to decrease as a percent of the fotal population as the result of the in-
migration of white persons, although slightly increasing in total number from nofural
.causes. Past trends of the non-white population indicate that natural increase has not
increased fheir total number, apparently due to the out-migration of non—whifevpers'onﬁ

at a rate comparable to the net population gain by natural causes.

Table 18 shows population. projections by race, from 1960 to 1985, showing the non-
white population declining as a percent of the total population from 5.8 percent in
1960 to 1.8 percent in 1985, although slightly increasing in numbers during the fore-

cast period.
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Table 18

POPULATION PROJECTIONS BY RACE TO 1985

1960 1965 1970 1975 1980 1985

White - 11,869 22,963 31,433 41,491 51,643 61,022
Non= 725 785 850 925 1,025 1,125
Vit | - _
To’i'qi 12 ,, 594 23,738 32,283 42,416 52,668 62,147
2, : iSex.

(e

Reference 'l'ovTcxbﬂe 3, page 12, shows the population breakdown by "males ond
Females"‘ from 1930 to 1960, This table shows the male ﬁopulorﬁon' a@cbuhﬁ‘ing' for
52,9 perceni of the total population in 1930,. gradually declining to 50.2 percent
of the total population in 1960. 'Corresﬁondﬁng with this decline in the percent of
the popui&l'ion accounted for by males, is an increase in.the percent of ‘E'he-popu~
lation accounted for by females. A projection of this trend indi@q'ire.s that between
1960 ond. 1965 the female populaj"ion rose to 50. 1 percent of ﬁ“he"i‘omﬂ population
and the male population declined to 49.9 percent. Projecting this trend shows the
male population representing 50. 8 percent and the female population 49,2 percent
by 1 985; This trend is aftributed to the ‘kmd‘ﬁi'ﬁonqﬂ increased longevity of females
over mai% in the older age brackets. However, in 1960 the number of males in

the retirement group of "65 and over" was in excess of the number of females.
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Table 19 shows the population projection, by:sex, to 1985 showing an increase of males
from 6,330 in 1960 to 30, 576 in.1985. The female populka’rion is projected to increase
from 6,264 representing 49. 8 percent of the -.popu'cfion in 1960, to 31,571 females in

1985 representing 50. 8 percent of the population.

Table 19

- POPULATION PROJECTIONS BY SEX TO 1985

| 1960 1965 1970 1975 1980 1985

Male 6,330 11,845 16,045 20,996 25965 30,576
Female 6,264 11,893 16,238 21,420 26,703 31,571
Total 12,594 23,738 32,283 42,416 52,668 62,147
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V. FUTURE POPULATION DEMANDS

A, . LEQUS:HNG

One of the principal benéﬁi’s to be derived from population projections is the estimate
of future housing demands indicating the number and types of cxdd'iﬁ@na_ll living units
required to accommodate the anticipated population growth, Projection of housing
demands is based upon. the selected population projection prepared by the statistical
method as described in the preceding chapter. The Census of Housing reported 6,188
housing units i’nChaHoﬂe County in 1960. Table 20 shows the number of housing units
by type and percent as determined by the 1960 Census of Housing. This table shows
permanent structures representing 90. 0 percent of all housing units, with trailers repre-,
senting 10.0 percent of all housing units. The Census of Housing breaks down trailers
into those with permanent foundations, and those which are mobile. There is no dis-
tinction in the 1960 Census of Housing as to whether or not such trailers are in trailer |
parks or other property. - Single family dwellings account for 82,3 percent of the

total number of living units with multiple family units accounting for 7.7 percent.
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Table 20
HOUSING UNITS BY TYPE AND PERCENT
1960
No.
Units In .Structure Units Percent
] 5,095 82.3

2 206 3.3)

3 & 4 96 1.6) 7.7

5t0 9 103 1. 7)

10 or more 68 1.1)
Total Structures 5,568 90.0
'Trdiler, Perm. Fdn. 43 0.7
Trailer, Mobile P 9.3
Total Trailers 620 10.0
Total Units 6,188 100.0

‘Sourcef U.S. Census of Housing
A comparative analysis of the housing survey of 1960 with the 1960 Census of Popu-
lation shows a ratio: of 2. 04 persons per unif‘for Charlotte County in 1960. This is a
comparatively low ratio, and is apparently accounted for by the number of vacant
structures, including vacation cottages and unﬁs occupied on a seasonal or part time
basis. An average of 2. 67 persons per household was reported in the VCensus of Pop-
ula’riAon for 1960, higher than the ratio of number of units fo-poﬁuldfion, Assuming
- that these ratios will continue to prevail in Charlotte Couhfy the projection of housing
- demands in terms of living units is based upon the ratio of populatién per housing unit‘

as determined by the 1960 Census of Population and Housing.
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The projection of housing units, by type, showing the in@rédse in the number of units
per five year period, and the average increase per year vfor eachf‘iveyeqr period from
1960 to 1985 is shown in Table 21. Of the total units shown i;"o'r each forecast period,
single family dwellings aceount for 82.3 percent, muﬁﬁpﬁé famil'y dweHiﬁgs 7.7 percent,

and trailers 10, 0 percent.

The projection shown in Table 21 will pfovide the basis for determining the approxi-
mate amount of additional land required to accommodate the number of dwellings

shown in this Table, and will cﬂso serve os a guide in determining the amount of land
required to accommodate additional trailers both in trailer parks ond trailer subdivisions.
The volume of new msidenﬁql. construction, indicated by Table 21 will serve as a guide
in forecasting activity in the construction trades as part of the bdsic.economy of. Char-

lotte County.

Graph 12 shows the projection.of housing demands by single family dwellings, multiple

family units, trailers, and total housing demands to 1985,
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HOUSING UNITS BY TYPE, INCREASE PER FIVE YEAR PERIOD,

Table 21

Charlotte CoUn’ry., Florida

AVERAGE INCREASE PER YEAR, PROJECTIONS TO 1985

Total Units 21,708

67

Average . Average
1960 5. Year Increase 1965 5 Year Increase
Number Increase Pe_r Year Number Increase  Per Year
Single Family 5,095 4,673 934 9,768 3,518 704
“Multiple Family 473 442 88 215 328 66
Tot. Perm. Units 5,568 5,515 1,022 10,683 3,846 770
Trailers 620 566 113 1,186 428 86
Total Units 6,188 5, 681 1,135 11,869 4,274 856
Average Average
1970 5 Year Increase 1975 5 Year Increase
Number Increase Per Year Number Increase Per Year
Single Family 13,286 4,579 216 17,865 3,807 761
Multiple Family 1,243 429 86 1,672 357 71
Tot. Perm. Units 14,529 5,008 1,002 19,537 4,164 832
Teilers 1,614 557 11 2,171 462 92
Total Units 16,143 5,565 1,113 21,708 4,626 924
: Average _
1980 5 Year Increase 1985
Number Increase Per Year Number
Single Family 21,672 3,901 780 25,573
Multiple Family 2,029 364 _ 73 2,393
Tot. Perm. Units 23,701 4,265 853 27,966
Trailers 2,171 462 ?2 2,633
4,626 924 26,334
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B.'  UTILITIES

1. * Water

The population. projections contained in.this study will serve as a valuable guide in
anticipating the fufurel water demands to serve the growing population. The proiecfed
water demands are based upon averages and may be modified by more detailed consider-
ations by'consﬁli'ing engineers. The projection of water demands is based upon. the popu-
lation projection by the statistical method, providing for a gradual increase in the number
of gallons required per capita per day from 130 GPD in. 1960, to 155 GPD in. 1985. This
increa;e' is based upon the anticipated greater use of water consuming devices and appli-
ances. - The projection represents the average consumption by all uses, including. resi- -
deﬁfia_l, commercial, and indus’rrial." In the event one or more manufacturing or indust-
tial concerns should locate in the county requiring excessive demands on water for pro-
cessing purposes,. this would, of course, materially change fhe.proiec’red water demond;.
In meeting the anticipated water demands it will.be necessary that several systems be used
fo serve the entire county. These forecast demands include water from all sources including
‘individual wells. Table 22 shows an estimated water demand of 1. 64 million gallons per
day in 1960, increasing to a total water demand of 9. 63 million gallons per day.in 1985,

Graph 13 illustrates the projection shown in-Table 22.
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Table .22

'WATER DEMANDS BY MILLIONS OF GALLONS PER DAY
AND GALLONS ‘PER CAPITA, .PROJECTIONS TO 1985

Year Population - - Gals. / Capita MGD
1960 12,594 130 1.64
1965 23,738 135 3.20
1970 32,286 - 140 4,52
1975 - 42,416 145 6; 16
1980 52,668 150 . 7.90
- 9.63

1985 62,147 : 155

2. Sanitary Sewage
Also geared to the population increase will be an increasing demand for sanitary
sewage freatment facilities. Because the population of Charlotte County is spread
over vast areas,. it would be necessary to install several treatment plants and sewer-
age systems to serve concentrated population . in various areas. However, future .i"Qi‘dl
sanitary sewage treatment demands for the county may be -estimated on the bosis of the
population forecasts. Table 23 shows the sanitary sewage treatment demand of 160
gqllor}é per Icmpita per day in 1960, increasing to 185 gallons per capita per day in
1985; : Thé projected volume of sanitary sewage exceeds the volume of water primarily
because of infiliration of surface water into sanitary sewer lines. Table 23 shows an
estimated Téfcl demand of 2,02 million of gallons per day:in 1960, increasing to
1150 rlniHion gallons per day in.1985. The sanitary sewage treatment der;nan.ds will. be
provided by sanitary sewer systems in the various municipalities and large communities,

by package treatment plants in smaller subdivisions and communities, and by individual
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septic tanks and drainage fields where service by a sanitary sewer system is not avail- .

ab.le.’

- Graph 13 shows the projected sanitary sewage treatment demands, the water demands,
the average number of gallons per day per capita for both sanitary sewage treatment

and water, for 1960 to 1985.

Table 23

SANITARY. SEWAGE TREATMENT DEMANDS BY
MILLION OF GALLONS PER DAY AND GALLONS PER CAPITA
PROJECTIONS TO 1985

Year Population Gals. /Capita - MGD

1960 12,594 ' 160 - 2.02

- 1965 23,738 165  8.92
- 1970 32,286 170 . 5.49

1975 42,416 175 7.42

1980 ' 52,668 180 9.48

1985 62,147 185 -11.50

Cs PARKS AND RECREATION

The population projections in this study will also serve as a g.ui-de for determining the

amount of land needed for public parks and recreation areas. Alfhdugh many standards
and recommendations are provided from various sources for parks upd recreational facil-
ities, a»ra’ri'o of one acre of land per 100 pe.rsons is recognized as ddc.lquafe to serve the

park and recreational needs of the population. Table 24 shows the amount of land which
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GRAPH 13
WATER AND SANITARY SEWAGE TREATMENT DEMANDS ,
IN MILLION OF GALLONS PER DAY AND GALLONS PER CAPITA PER DAY,
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should bg provided for public parks and recreational purposes on this basis. ~ Table 24
- shows ope_ed for 126 acres in 1960, increasing to 621 acres lin 1985. - The subsequent
- Community Facilities Plan should use these figures as a basis for determining the type
and,loﬁafion of parks and recreational facili"riés which should be providéd to serve .the
residents of Charlotte County. Recreational and sports activities which do not
ne;cessa'rily require land set aside for ’rhi's’purpose, such as water sports available to
persons in Charlotte County, should be taken into account.
Table 24
ACREAGE REQUIREMENTS FOR

PUBLIC PARKS &- RECREATION
PROJECTIONS TO 1985

Year Population Acres
1960 12,594 126
1965 23,738 237
1970 32,286 323
1975 2416 424
1980 52,668 527
1985 2,147 621
D. LAND AND AREA REQUIREMENTS

‘Population. projections provide a basis for estimating the future land requirements for
various types of urban land uses. - These uses .include fhose.fypes reqqired to serve the
n,eeds of population, and include residential, commercial, industrial, public, and
street rights=of=way. - The clas_s.ificafioﬁ, ;'residenfi'al" includes the use of all land de-

voted to residential purposes, including single family, multiple family, and trailers. .
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The category "commercial” includes all land used for business activities, such ds‘
-business and professional uses, retail sales and services, wholesale and warehousing
establishments. The c~Istifi-.caHon Mindustrial” includes manufacturing, processing,
and similar type uses. The classification "public" includes land for both parks and
recreational facilities, public schools, public buildings and public Fcckilifi'es,' and
semi-public uses such as churches, clubs, lodges, .cemeferies, and similar uses. Righﬁa
of-way iﬁcludes land normally consumed by public :sfreefsi, roads, highways, rdilroad

rights-of-way, and utility easements.

In forecasting anticipated land use requirements it is assumed that each of these classi-
fications will represent a given percent of qlll land developed for urban purposes. For
~the purpose of Charlotte County it is estimated that land used for residential purposes
will require 50.0 percenf, commercial uses 5.0 percent, industrial uses 10.0 percent,
public uses ll5.0 percent, and street rights-of-way 20. 0 percent. Thé determination

of land required for residential purposes is based upon an average of 10,000 square feet
of land per li.v»ing unit. Although many lots are smaller than this, a large number of lots
are also considerably larger than 10,000 square feet in the ptedorﬁinanfly sub-;urban and
rural areas of Charlotte County. On the basis of 10,000 square feet per unit, the land -
consumed for reéiden’rial purposes in 1960 to accommodate 6,188 units would require
1,421 acres. Usi’ng‘ the projection of housing units as shown in Table 21, the estimated
amount of land required for each .5-year projection period to 1985 is determined. The
residential land requirements establishes a basis for determining the total amount of land

required for development to support the projected population. With the residential land
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use accounting for 50. 0 percent of the developed land area, the total acreage for
all uses. is therefore twice the residential acreage. The percentage allocated to °

the other land use categories are then determined from the total acreage required:

Table 25 shows the cppro;(imafe urban land requirements in acres, by type luse,,:wffh
projections to 1985 - This table also ShOWS ’rhe.dverage number of square miles of
developed land which W||| be requnred to supporf 'rhe pr0|ec1'ed ‘populdhoﬁ By
dwndmg fhe pr0|eci'ed population by fhe number of square miles shown in Table 25
an avqrdge population density of 2,800 personslpg.r squér.e m;le I-S e;fdbllshed for

this projection.
B Table 25

APPROXIMATE URBAN LAND REQUIREMENTS 'IN ACRES BY TYPE USE
PROJECTIONS TO 1985

‘ _ Acres
Year  Residential ~ Commercial = Industrial ~ Public _ ROW Total
1960 1,421 142 284 426 568 2,842
1965. 2,725 273 545 818 1,090 5,450
1970 3,706 74 74 1,120 1,482 0 7,412
1975 . 4,983 498 997 1,495 1,993 9.966
1980 6,045 604 1,209- . 1,814 2,418 12,090
1985 7,133 713 1,427 2,140 2,853 14,266
Percent 50.0 5.0 10.0 15.0 - 20.0 100.0
Year - Res. Units *" " “Population = "'Sq. Miles*’
1960 6,188 : 12,594 o 4,44
1965 11,869 " 23,738 S 8.52
1970 16,143 o 32,286 11.58
1975 21,708 42,416 15.57
1980 26,334 _ 52,668 . 18.89
1985 31,073 ’ 62,147 22,29

* At population density of 2,800 persons per square mile
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E. DISTRIBUTION

The distribufion of the future population may be expected in close proximity to the
existing areas of popular concentration. This is because the existing areas of |
population concentration are served by major highways and roads, provide the lo-
cation of various services and facilities such as !.shopping areas, échools, and
recreational Facilif.ies, and affrai::f new population for these reasoné, New population
-will infiltrate, to a certain ektenf, the existing areas of high concentration -but for
the most part will locate on the fringe of these areas. As discussed in Chapter [11]

the disffibufion of population:is egsenficlly contained within f‘hfeé mdior areas; the
Punful Gorda l‘Urban Area, the Port Charlotte Urban Area, and ‘rHe Punta Gorda Beach-
New Point Comfort Urban Area. The continued gr;owfh of population.in Charlotte
County will probably witness the gredfé;f population growth duringl'rhe forecast perioa.
However, the fringe area of Punta Gorda and the beaches are may also be expected

to enjoy "si:gnificcnf population growth. The characteristics of this future population
will pr'obcblyl'bereflec‘fed by a predominant retirement group locating in the Port Char-
lotte Areq,‘the working age .group:in the Punta Gorda area, and development along |
the Gulf of. Me.>.<i.c':o oriented to the resort trade. Marginal development may be
expected to occur along both shores of the Peace River, along both shores of the
-Myakka River, and in areas along the Gulf of Mexico having access by géod roads
and highways. There does not appear to be any indication th’r‘ urbanization or any

concentration of population will occur in the eastern one-half of Charlotte County.
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F.  DENSITY

Densities of popﬁlcﬁon for Charlotte County ‘projections can:be realistically applied
only to urbanized areas. Urbanized areas, as construed for the pufposes of this Plan-
hing Program, include this areas in which land is subdivid.ed into comparatively small’
parcels for residential, commercial, or industrial purposes. It does not include’_lalnd
used for dgrfcu»lfurcl or semi-agricultural uses. In determining the anticipated densities
of the urbqhized areas of Charlotte County, it must be recognized that trends may be
changed by unforeseen events or conditions which may materially affect any of the
 forecasts described in this study, including densities. For this reason the proposed den-
sity of Charlotte County's population may vary from fhe,densify selected and used in
Table 25. However, in view of the anticipated possible -range of density fluctuation,
it does not appear likely that the densities of developed urbanized areas would be less

than 2,000 persons pe.f square mile, or greater than 3,500 persons per square mile.

Table 26 shows the land required in square miles for population densities ranging from
2,000 to- 3,500 persons per 'square mile. The median density of 2,800 persons per
squcre' mile is the density established and used in the preparation of the land require-
ments in Table 25. Table 26 shows a range in square mile land requirements. From.
31.07 square miles at a density of 2,000 persons per square mile, to 17.75 square

miles with a density of 3,500 persons per square mile.
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Table 26

LAND AREA REQUIRED FOR ALTERNATE URBAN DENSITIES
PROJECTIONS TO 1985 ‘

Sq. Miles Of Land Required For Population- Density ‘Of:
2,000 2,500 2,800% 3,000 3,500
Pers./ Pers./ Pen‘"s.,,/A Pers./ . Pers./

Year Population sq. mi. sq. mi. sq. mi. sq. mi, sq, mi,
1960 12,5% 6.29 5,04 4,44 420  3.59
1965 23,738 11.87 9.50  8.52 7.91 6.78
i97o 32,286 16.14 12,91 11.58 10.76 9,22
1975 42,416 21.21  16.97 15.57  14.14 12,11
1980 52,668 26,33 21.07 18.89  17.56  15.04
1985 62,147 3,07 24.86 22,29 20.72 1775

* Used for determining future land use needs in Table 25
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VI TOURIST POPULATION

The Census of Popul.atio_n for municibqlifies dhd counties. in. the-State of Florida in-
cludes only'fh'e resident poﬁulcﬁion, and does not qué,‘info qccouh"r_visitors or foﬁrisfs
which may add.i'; the acfua‘l poﬁul'aﬁon in a given .areq; - Tourists visiting CharI‘oHe'

5 Couni‘y,-i‘mpc‘)se additional demqn_ds upon services and facilities prc;vid»e.d.bys-i'he -Cfii“y of
4’ Punta ‘Gorda and the unincorporated cdmmuni’i‘ies-w‘hich are :_prirﬁarily gearéd to serve
only the -:residen'r.populaﬁon,‘ Tourism is one of the basic economies of the State of
F|orid6, and contributes to the basic economy -of almost all Florida communities and
counties in.varying degrees. Unless the demands on.community services and fdc.i_li’ries |
by the fourisf.populaﬂon. are recognized.and. provided for, such services and facilities

may become overburdened by ‘the additional tourist: load.

.Charlotte  County- is primarily @ winter resort area. Since World qu’ll,. the summer
tourist c:c.i'ivify‘-'iin' Florida has increased significantly. - There does not appear to be
any: reason why -'f'He-commun.i,fieﬁ fnCha-rloHe Céunty szould not enjoy -their portion
.of the benefits recéived from summer tourism. -With i'He:ChdrloHe-Copn’ry:’ro.urisi' pop-
L.chﬁon. reprgsenfing 'primcrily"person‘s: in.the older age brackets, incl.uding those in .re-
Hremenj';'fhe characteristics on their |eng-fh of stay, expenditures, and meanslofi"rave|
are diffell_'eni"f.rom those of the typical family vacationing for one or two weeks in the

-State of Florida during the summer as a family group.
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In order to make a realistic determination of the population in numbers and characteristics
for programming future communify-fdcilifie§ and services, it is eésenfiql that the-tourist
(populafion, or its equivalén’r, be considered. An-evaluation of the number of tourists,
their length of stay, and their demand upon local community facilities and services, is, at |

best, difficult to determine. However, the State of Florida is fortunate in having one of

the best documented sources of tourist information of all states in the nation.

This information is compiled by the Florida Development Commission through its Welcome
Stations located at each major entrance into the State of Florida. This includes all U, .S,

highways, major seaports, air terminals, and waterways.

In order to evaluate the tourist load imposed upon.Chdrlo’rfe County, a definition’ c;F a
"'fourisf" must be made.  For the purpose of this study, and as defined by the Florida
Development Commission, a tourist is "an out of state resident tho stays af least ‘one night
in the state for reasons other than necessary for layover for transportation connections, or

for strictly business transactions. "

The statistical data provided on tourists by the Florida Development Commission shows a
tabulation of the number of incoming tourists by automobiles, by destination, in the
state. Ti’lé list includes the City of Punta Gorda, and the community of Port Charlotte.
The community of Englewood, existing along the Gulf coast just north of the Charlotte
-County line in Sarasota County, is q|§o shown in this tabulation. Two other significant
categories in this table include a figure of tourists visiting "scattered cities" and also

a significantly large group "touring" the state.
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For the purpose of esf'imai'ing tourists v'i‘lsifi':ng Charlotte County since 1963, a compi-
lation is méde by combining the total figures for Port Charlotte and Punta Gorda with
25.0 berceﬁf of the Englewood tourists, assuming that many persons showing Englewood
as their destination probably would visit Punta Gorda Beach and nei’ghbori"ng communi-
ties. It ié further assumed that Chquotfe County would receive its proportionate -share.
of those tourists visiting "scattered c»iHes" and "touring". One half of one percent of -
the fofall tourist populaﬂon is applied to these last two classifications. Accordingly,
this provides a fof.ol number of fourisi’s. estimated to visit Ch,é.rloffe County of 65,348

in 1963, 56,965 in 1964, and 65,155 in 1965. Because Charlotte County-is not served
by a major airport or seaport, and tourists arriving by train are few in numbers, it is
apparent that automobile tourists account for.clmosf all tourists visiting Charlotte

" County.

- Projections of the number of tourists visiting Charlotte County in 1960 to 1985 shows
“an increase in.the number of tourists from 56,000 in 1960 to an estimated 122,000 in

1985.
Table 27

TOURIST AND "TOURIST-RESIDENT"
PROJECTIONS TO 1985

: Number of Tourists - "Tourist
Yea .Charlotte County Resident"
1960 56,000 ‘ 2,147
1965 65,155 2,499
1970 77,000 ' 2,953
1975 90,000 3,452
1980 105,000 4,027 .

1985 122,000 ‘ 4,679
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In order to realistically evaluate the tourist load imposed upon community services
and facilities in Charlotte Counfy;, the four?éf population must be converted into a
factor representing the equivalent demand of a permanent resident. For the purpose
of fhisvsfudy, this factor is identified as "tourist-resident”. It is established on the
basis that 365 tourists staying for one day would impose.equal demands on community
facilities as one tourist staying 365 days, being the same as one permanent resident.

The "tourist-resident” factor is determined for any one year by the following formula;

_ ‘NUMBER OF =~ AVERAGE LENGTH
TOURIST-RESIDENTS = TOURISTS PER YEAR X OF STAY
' 365 (DAYS PER-YEAR)

Using this formula, the number of equivalent "tourist-residents" is determined for 1960
with projections fo 1980 as shown in.Table.27.  For the purposes of determining
"fouri‘st-résidenfs"populaﬁon factors in Tablé.27, an average stay of 14 days per tourist
is used. - It is recognfzed that many.of fhé winter visitors in. Charlotte County stay for
several months. However, the tobulation of tourists also includes '.cm.even greater
number of persons touring the area, visiting other communities for ;horf periods of time,

.and includes the short term summer tourists.
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Vil RECOMMENDATIONS

An analysis of the findings in this Population Study reveal a number of significant
features which should be considered in subsequent planning proposals. These

recommendations are summarized as follows:

1. The analysis of historical population data since 1930 shows that population
growth in Charlotte: County was static until the developme.n-? of the :corﬁmunify
oi'; Port Charlotte. Since 1950 it is apparent that most of the recent growth in

 Charlotte County has occurred in the community of Port Charlotte. Although
Charlotte County may expect continual growth in arebqs' other than Port Char-
lotte, unless addifi060| attractions are provided to lure new population into
Charlotte County, it is apparent that fufurev pépulaﬂon gronh will confinué to
be geared to the development and promotional effoﬁs of Port Charlotte or

other new retirement communities.

2. The analysis of age groups comprising the population shows a significant rise
in.the percent of the population in the age group of "65 and over", and a sig-
nificant decline in the percent of the population represented by the age groups
under 44 years of age. Wifh.rhe increasing number of persons in the retire@ent
age group the demand for various types of con.qmun‘ify Fac?lifies and services

will be different for this age group than for a predominantly younger age group.
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3. Because of the increasing percenfqge.éf ;Sersohs in the age group of "65
and over", and with the declining percentage of population represented by persons
in the younger age groups, since 1963, the death rate has exceeded the birth rate
in Ch‘a;rloH'e; County with the death rate increasing and the birth rate decreasing.
This condition has actually created a loss of population by natural causes with the

number of deaths significantly exceeding the number of births.

4.  With fhe number of deaths exceeding the number of births the population in
Charlotte County would actually decline if it were not for in-migration in excess of
populati_qn loss resulting from natural causes. - Since 1950 almost all population gain
in. Charlotte . County has resuli'ea from in-migration. If for some unforeseen reason
this in-migration should cease. the population of Charlotte County would then decline
because of the death rate exceeding the bfrth rate. In-migrants are almost entirely
persons in.the older age groups and contribute nothing to new population, but add to
the age group in which most deaths occur. For this reason, in order to off-set the in-
crease in the [oss of population from natural causes, the rate of in-migration must in-
crease each year in order to off-set the incréased number of deaths if the present pop-

ulation level is to be maintained.

5. With the increasing number of persons in the age group "65 and over", the
percentage of persons in the age group comprising the customary working years is there-
fore reduced. This will result in a corresponding decrease in the percent of the popu=

lation represented by the "labor force".
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6. The non-white populdﬁon in CharloHe County was less in 1960 than 1930,
It is apparent that the non-white =popu-ldﬁon will probably remain. static throughout
the projection period in this study. There is relatively no-‘infmi’émﬁoh éf non-white
persons. ;fhe rate of duf—mi’grdﬂon of non-white persons offsets the gain by natural

increase.

7. - With the increasing ‘peAréen,fdge of the 'Ipopulaﬂon in the retirement age

- bracket there has been a gradual increase in the percent of the pdpuIQi'ion repre-
§er)fed by females and a corresponding decline in the percent of the population
t:eprese'm‘ed by males. However, this change has been slow and wouyld not appear

to impose any problems in need of special consideration during the forecast period.

8. With the large number of persons in the age group of "65 and over" the
average family size is reduced, resulting in an average household size of 2. 6 per-

sons and a tatio . of housing units to population of approximately 2.0,

9. The percentage of the population accounted for by the school population will
‘gradually decline to a very slight increase or leveling off by 1985 with a total school

‘population of approximately ‘5,000.

10. Housing demands will be geared to the annual increase of population, how-
ever, with the high death rate in the age group of "65 and over" representing a large -

segment of the population, it may be -expected that asignificant turn-over
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in dwellings will occur because of deaths, with re-occupancy by newly in-
migrating retired persons. The level of new construction for residential purposes
may be expected to remain at its present level throughout the forecast period of

this Plan.

1T, Approximately ten percent of the total population resides in trailers or
"mobile homes". This trend appears well established and should be recognized

in planning for trailer site locations.

12.  The demand on community facilities and services by tourists is estimated
to represent the equivalent demand of a ten percent increase in the resident popu-
lation,  This factor should be included in determining the size and capacity of

future community facilities.
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