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Evoluzione del consumo di suolo
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Dati relativi alle fasi di espansione dell'area urbanizzata

sup.
totate | SYP- | ogurh. | SUP | %urb. | SYP- | wurb. | SYP oumn. | SYP oy
utoe | 0°7 | 1954 | 0N | qe76 | T 0| 2002 | 7| 2007 DS 2011
(ha) (ha) (ha) (ha) (ha)
(ha)
tot 9762.5 667.6 6.84%] 1943.0 19.90% 3 0555 31.30% 3340.1 34.21% 35484 36.35%
Dati ottenuti da tot. superficie comunale periodo di riferimento incremento medio annuo
1954-1976 0.59%
1976-2002 0.44%
2002-2007 0.58%
2007-2011 0.53%
SUP- su, su, su, su, su
totale P- | % urb. P- | % urp. P- 1 o urb. P 9% urp. P o urb.
utoe | ioe | 19%% | 1954 | 976 | 4976 | 2992 | 002 | 2997 o007 @ 2977 014
ho) (ha) (ha) (ha) (ha) (ha)

tot
senza 6 998.1 661.83 9.46%] 1931.1 27.60%| 30435 43.49% 33268.7 47.54%
V1,V2

3530.5

50.45%

Dati ottenuti escludendo le UTOE V1 e V2

incremento medio annuo

periodo di riferimento escluse Je UTOE V1 e V2

1954-1976 0.82%
1976-2002 0.61%
2002-2007 0.81%
2007-2011 0.73%

Periodizzazione superficie urbnizzata per singloa utoe (valore assoluto e percentuale)

sup.
itoe totale j:;?# % urh. :’g’?ﬁ %2 urb. ;:;{F;E 2 urh. ;:;f;? 2% urh, ;:;?T 2 urh.
ttoe 1954 1976 2002 2007 2011
(ha) (ha) (ha) (ha) (ha)
(ha)
A 146.9 1.8 1.2% 4.5 21 % B1.3 41.8% 1.9  449.0% 103.4  70.4%
B 2474 - 0.0% 44 .4 17.2% 198 6 I7.0% 23270 H0.2% 2358 81.4%
C av1.6 0.0 0.0% B0.1 16.2% 1514 40.83% 22820 61.4% a2 82.1%
1 118.3 19.0 16.0% 438 37.0% 27.8 74.2% 8.2 T4.2% 9.0 T7h.2%
2 101.7 3.6 35% k0.1 59.1% 81.2 79.8% 81.3  79.9% 81.3  80.0%
3 80.7 8.5 10.8% 39.5 43 6% 553 G0.9% BG.6 T3.5% Br.0  T3.8%
4 1941 19.0 0.7% g8h.2 43.7% 13460 B9.2% 14650 T5.1% 1467 75.2%
B 231.8 4.0 233%| 1544 b6 % 170.7 T3.6% 1822 TH.6% 1824 T8.7%
oA 127.0 3.8 42.3%( 107.0 g4.3% 1163 80.8% 1153 H0.8% 1154  S0.8%
6B a2 2649 21.7% 492 g4 4% 581.0 47 2% 821 100.0% 8210 100.0%
7 8.1 0.4 4.2% 5.3 58.0% 8.8 60.7% 8.8 60.7% 5.5 60.7%
8 1558 15.3 9.8% B2.45 40.1 % 113.3 72.7% 111.9 T1.8% 112.0 71.9%
9 43.0 4.4 10.23% 16.4 38.1% 24.8 a7.5% 231 537 % 242 5B1%
10 2384 28T 10.7% 7a.1 31.4% 109.2 45 6% 1213 50.7% 1249  52.2%
11 2391 g81.h I 1% 2128 29.0% 2143 29.6% 22240 43.0% 2224 93.0%
12 /8.4 730 02.45% 774 43.2% 731 99.0% 731 949.0% e 849, 0%
13 a8.2 39.4 BE.0% 40.4 6Y.5% 52.8 80.8% 528 H0.8% A28  90.8%
14 ha.5 45 h B9.6% R2.a 95.0% B35  100.0% 5.9 100.0% Ba.5 100.0%
15 25324 B5.9 26.0%( 161.3 B3.59% 217.8 25.8% 21780 85.8% 2195 86.5%
16 gz 8.3 10.1% 311 a7.8% A3.8 TT.6% 5.7 T9.9% Gh.4 80.8%
17 1127 10.2 9.1% 44.6 40.5% 29.9 79.3% 949.0°  87.9% 99.0  87.9%
13 7.5 8.1 B.5% 15.8 20.1% 29.4 a7 4% 9.7 A0.6% 453 a7 T%
19 1936 13.0 B.7% a1.0 26.4% 103.2 A3.3% 1228 63.5% 1289  66.4%
20 2474 159.4 6.0% R9.5 27.0% 1104 431% 1290 401% 1442 59.9%
21 23T 1.6 13 6% 80.9 39.2% 1434 B1.9% 14430 62.3% 146.3  63.1%
22 138.8 24 2.0% 47.0 33.8% 1052 TH 8% 10548 T6.0% 106.49 T7.0%
23 1432 1249 11.1% 46.0 32.1% 9.4 52.7% 239 AB.A% a3.4 61.7%
24 g85.3 B.9 3.1% 46.5 54.9% b4 2 79.3% 64.7 TH.8% B4.7 TH.8%
25 1206 1.4 1.1% J6.6 30.3% 791 G5 6% 823 68.2% a4.49 T0.4%
26 2141 8.8 4.1% 46.3 21.9% 24 43.2% 1021 47.5% 1137 52.9%
V1| 14153 1.7 0.1% .49 0.5% 7.3 0.5% 7.6 0.5% a3 0.6%
W2 | 13482 4.0 0.3% 4.4 0.4 % 4.7 0.4 % a8 0.4% 0.5 0.7%
V3 | 13307 3.6 0.3% 327 2.8% 497 3.7 % BY.7 5.2% 404 B.3%
V4 | 11723 0.0 0.0% 10.4 0.89% 475 4.1% 548 4 7% 8.7 5.0%

A Dati relativi alle singole UTOE.
Sono evidenziate le UTOE con percentuale di superficie urbanizzata compresa tra il 60% ed il 90%
del totale al 2007 ed al 2011 (nell'ipotesi di realizzazione delle residue previsioni del RU)

Mappa sintetica

<10%

>10% e <60% tot.
>60%

Classi percentuali di superficie urbanizzata per singloa utoe al 2011




