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Source: Data Quick 2008 Custom Report

[image: image14.wmf]Housing Permits Issued

9

5

12

7

8

13

12

7

7

12

9

10

0

0

0

0

0

0

11

0

0

0

0

0

0

5

10

15

20

25

1996

1997

1998

1999

2000

2001

2002

2003

2004

2005

2006

2007

Number of Permits

Multifamily

Single Family


Source: Construction Industry Research Board, 2008
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Demographics

	Data Provided
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	Table D1. Total Population
	 
	 
	 
	 

	Table D2. Age
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	Table D3. Age Summary (as of 2008)
	 
	 
	 

	Table D4. Race and Ethnicity
	 
	 
	 
	 

	Table D5. Household Type
	 
	 
	 
	 

	Table D6. Average Size of Households
	 
	 
	 

	Table D7. Educational Achievement
	 
	 
	 

	Table D8. Previous Residency (Where Residents Were Five Years Ago)

	Table D9. Household Growth Trends (1990 - Current)
	 
	 

	Table D10. Households by Tenure 
	 
	 
	 

	Table D11. Household Income
	 
	 
	 
	 

	Table 12. Median and Per Capita Income (in 2007 dollars)
	 
	 

	Table D13. Mean Household Income
	 
	 
	 

	Table D14. Poverty Status (1999)
	 
	 
	 

	Table D15. Movement in and out of City (coming soon)
	 
	 

	Table D16. Countywide Growth Rate
	 
	 
	 


	2008 population
	4,639
	2008 population may be slightly different because it is from the Department of Finance rather than ABAG


	Table D1. Total Population
	
	

	Year
	Population
	Numerical Change
	Percent Change
	Average Annual Growth Rate

	1990
	4,194
	0
	0
	0

	2000
	4,462
	268
	6%
	0.6%

	2005
	4,500
	38
	1%
	0.2%

	2010
	4,600
	100
	2%
	0.4%

	2015
	4,700
	100
	2%
	0.4%

	2020
	4,800
	100
	2%
	0.4%

	2025
	5,000
	200
	4%
	0.8%

	2030
	5,000
	0
	0%
	0.0%

	2035
	5,100
	100
	2%
	0.4%

	Source: ABAG Projections, 2007; US Census, 1990
	
	


	Table D2. Age
	
	
	

	Age
	1990
	2008

	Group
	Number
	Percent
	Number
	Percent

	Under 5 years
	223
	5%
	277
	6%

	5 to 17 years
	574
	14%
	769
	16%

	18 to 20 years
	85
	2%
	165
	3%

	21 to 24 years
	127
	3%
	203
	4%

	25 to 44 years
	1,081
	26%
	576
	12%

	45 to 54 years
	756
	18%
	850
	18%

	55 to 59 years
	285
	7%
	489
	10%

	60 to 64 years
	265
	6%
	411
	9%

	65 to 74 years
	411
	10%
	453
	10%

	75 to 84 years
	275
	7%
	374
	8%

	85 years and over
	112
	3%
	201
	4%

	Source: US Census Summary File 3 (US Census), 1990 Claritas, 2008)


	Table D3. Age Summary (as of 2008)
	
	
	

	 
	Number
	Percent
	 
	Portola Valley
	San Mateo County
	State Average

	Under 18
	1,046
	22%
	Under 18
	22%
	23%
	27%

	Between 18 and 65
	2,694
	57%
	Between 18 and 65
	57%
	65%
	62%

	Over 65
	1,028
	22%
	Over 65
	22%
	13%
	11%

	Median
	47.5
	xx
	Median
	47.5
	36.8
	33.3

	Source: US Census 2000, Claritas 2008
	
	
	
	


	Table D4. Race and Ethnicity
	
	

	 
	2000
	 
	2008
	 

	Race
	Number
	Percent
	Number
	Percent

	White
	4146
	92.9
	4,389
	92%

	Black
	18
	0.4
	18
	0%

	Asian
	178
	4.0
	222
	5%

	Other Race
	56
	1.2
	60
	1%

	Multi-racial
	64
	1.4
	79
	2%

	Ethnicity
	Number
	Percent
	Number
	Percent

	Hispanic
	149
	3
	4,596
	4%

	Not-Hispanic
	4313
	97
	172
	96%

	Source: US Census 2000, Claritas 2008
	
	


	Table D5. Household Type

	Category
	Number
	Percent

	Family without kids
	763
	45%

	Family with kids
	506
	30%

	Single person
	339
	20%

	Nonfamily multiperson household
	92
	5%

	Source: Claritas, 2008
	
	


	Table D6. Average Size of Households

	 
	1990
	2000
	2008

	Town of Portola Valley
	2.5
	2.6
	2.6

	San Mateo County
	xx
	2.7
	2.8

	Source: US Census 1990 and 2000, Department of Finance E5 Report (DoF E5)


	Table D7. Educational Achievement

	 
	Number
	Percent

	No high school degree
	42
	1%

	High school no college
	152
	5%

	College, less than 4 years
	555
	17%

	College, 4 years plus
	2570
	77%


US Census 2000

	Table D8. Previous Residency (Where Residents Were Five Years Ago)

	 
	Number
	 
	Percent
	 

	 
	1990
	2000
	1990
	2000

	Same house
	2440
	3,109
	62%
	72%

	Different house, same county
	850
	498
	21%
	11%

	Different county, same state
	515
	436
	13%
	10%

	Different state
	143
	232
	4%
	5%

	Not in America
	10
	56
	0%
	1%


US Census 1990, 2000

	Table D9. Household Growth Trends (1990 - Current)

	Year
	Households
	Numerical
	Annual Percent Change

	
	
	Change
	

	1990
	1,630
	0
	0

	2000
	1,700
	70
	0.4%

	2008
	1,791
	91
	0.7%

	Source: US Census1990 and 2000; DoF E-5
	


	Table D11. Household Income
	
	

	 
	2000
	 
	2008
	 

	 
	Number
	Percent
	Number
	Percent

	Under $25,000
	105
	6%
	78
	4%

	$25,000 to $34,999
	54
	3%
	48
	3%

	$35,000 to $49,999
	90
	5%
	76
	4%

	$50,000 to $74,999
	104
	6%
	111
	6%

	$75,000 to $99,999
	146
	9%
	136
	8%

	$100,000+
	1,154
	70%
	1,342
	75%

	Source: US Census, 2000; Claritas, 2008
	
	


	Table 12. Median and Per Capita Income (2008)

	 
	Income

	Median Household Income
	$194,472

	Per capita income
	$95,272

	Source: Claritas 2008


	Table D13. Mean Household Income

	(2005 dollars)
	2000
	2005
	2010
	2015
	2020
	2025
	2030
	2035

	Portola Valley
	$382,900
	$350,800
	$362,800
	$378,400
	$396,500
	$413,800
	$432,800
	$453,100

	San Mateo
	$136,600
	$121,700
	$127,800
	$134,900
	$142,300
	$150,100
	$158,300
	$167,000

	Source: ABAG Projections, 2007
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	


	Table D14. Poverty Status (1999)

	 
	Percent

	Poverty Rate
	2.3


US Census 2000
	Table D16. Countywide Growth Rate

	 
	2000-2010
	2010-2020
	2020-2030

	Atherton
	3%
	3%
	1%

	Belmont
	3%
	7%
	3%

	Brisbane
	14%
	17%
	13%

	Burlingame
	2%
	4%
	3%

	Colma
	43%
	6%
	6%

	Daly City
	3%
	8%
	4%

	East Palo Alto
	17%
	13%
	14%

	Foster City
	5%
	4%
	2%

	Half Moon Bay
	12%
	9%
	6%

	Hillsborough
	3%
	4%
	1%

	Menlo Park
	3%
	8%
	4%

	Millbrae
	4%
	8%
	3%

	Pacifica
	2%
	4%
	3%

	Portola Valley
	3%
	4%
	4%

	Redwood City
	2%
	7%
	6%

	San Bruno
	7%
	10%
	7%

	San Carlos
	4%
	10%
	6%

	San Mateo
	6%
	12%
	5%

	S. San Francisco
	5%
	9%
	7%

	Woodside
	7%
	2%
	5%

	Unincorporated
	7%
	6%
	3%

	Countywide Average
	5%
	8%
	5%

	Source: ABAG Projections, 2007
	
	
	


	Countywide Growth
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	 
	1990
	2000
	2005
	2010
	2015
	2020
	2025
	2030
	2035

	SAN MATEO COUNTY
	649,623
	707,163
	721,900
	741,000
	772,300
	800,700
	823,400
	842,600
	861,600


Source: ABAG Projections, 2007

Employment
	Data provided:
	 

	Table E1. Jobs by Industry
	 

	Table E2. Projected Jobs
	 

	Table E3. Projected Job Growth Percent
	 

	Table E4. Projected Job Growth Numeric Change

	Table E5. Jobs Housing Balance
	 

	Table E6. Occupation
	 

	Table E7. Blue Collar/White Collar

	Table E8. Type of Employer
	 

	Table E9. Travel time to Work
	 

	Table E10. Commute Method
	 

	Table E11. Largest employers in the county


	Table E1. Jobs by Industry
	 

	 
	Number
	Percent

	Agriculture, forestry, fishing and hunting, and mining:
	0
	0%

	Construction
	74
	4%

	Manufacturing
	333
	17%

	Wholesale trade
	57
	3%

	Retail trade
	77
	4%

	Transportation, warehousing, and utilities:
	40
	2%

	Information
	118
	6%

	Finance, insurance, real estate, rental and leasing:
	272
	14%

	Professional, scientific, management, administration.
	446
	22%

	Educational, health and social services
	392
	20%

	Arts, entertainment, recreation, and services
	37
	2%

	Other services 
	100
	5%

	Public administration
	62
	3%

	Source: US Census 2000
	
	


	Table E2. Projected Jobs
	 
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	 
	2000
	2005
	2010
	2015
	2020
	2025
	2030
	2035

	Portola Valley
	1,670
	1,740
	1,790
	1,830
	1,860
	1,870
	1,880
	1,880

	San Mateo County
	386,590
	337,350
	363,060
	391,910
	423,100
	454,170
	487,420
	522,000


Source: ABAG Projections, 2007
	Table E3. Projected Job Growth Percent
	
	
	
	
	

	 
	2000-2005
	2005-2010
	2010-2015
	2015-2020
	2020-2025
	2025-2030
	2030-2035

	Portola Valley
	4%
	3%
	2%
	2%
	1%
	1%
	0%

	San Mateo County
	-13%
	8%
	8%
	8%
	7%
	7%
	7%

	Source: ABAG Projections 2007
	
	
	
	
	
	
	


	Table E4. Projected Job Growth Numeric Change
	
	
	
	

	 
	2000-2005
	2005-2010
	2010-2015
	2015-2020
	2020-2025
	2025-2030
	2030-2035

	Portola Valley
	70
	50
	40
	30
	10
	10
	0

	San Mateo County
	-49,240
	25,710
	28,850
	31,190
	31,070
	33,250
	34,580

	Source: ABAG Projections 2007
	
	
	
	
	
	
	


	Table E5. Jobs Housing Balance
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	 
	2000
	2005
	2010
	2015
	2020
	2025
	2030
	2035

	Portola Valley
	0.98
	1.01
	1.01
	0.99
	1.00
	0.98
	0.98
	0.95

	San Mateo County
	1.5
	1.3
	1.4
	1.4
	1.5
	1.5
	1.6
	1.7

	Source: ABAG Projections 2007,
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	


	Table E6. Occupation
	
	

	 
	Number
	Percent

	        Management, Business, and Financial Operations
	758
	35

	        Professional and Related Occupations
	816
	37

	        Service
	119
	5

	        Sales and Office
	425
	19

	        Farming, Fishing, and Forestry
	8
	0

	        Construction, Extraction and Maintenance
	34
	2

	        Production, Transportation and Material Moving
	35
	2

	Source: Claritas (2008)
	
	


	Table E7. Blue Collar/White Collar
	

	 
	Number
	Percent

	Blue Collar
	69
	3%

	White Collar
	1,999
	91%

	Service and Farm
	127
	6%

	Source: Claritas 2008
	
	


	Table E8. Type of Employer
	

	 
	Number 
	Percent

	For profit worker
	1,413
	65%

	Non-profit worker
	303
	14%

	Local government worker
	70
	3%

	State or federal government worker
	114
	5%

	Self employed
	287
	13%

	Source: Caritas 2008
	
	


	Table E9. Travel time to Work

	 
	Number
	Percent

	Less than 15 minutes
	389
	20%

	15-29 minutes
	766
	40%

	20-44 minutes
	481
	25%

	45-59 minutes
	209
	11%

	60+ minutes
	79
	4%

	Source: Claritas, 2008
	
	


	Table E10. Commute Method

	 
	Number
	Percent

	Drive Alone
	1,717
	80%

	Carpooled
	130
	6%

	Public Transportation
	0
	0%

	Worked from home
	233
	11%

	Walked or other
	77
	4%

	Source: Claritas, 2008
	
	


	Table E11. Largest employers in the county

	Employer
	Number of Employees

	United Airlines Airline 
	10,328

	Oracle Corporation Software 
	7,000

	Genentech Inc. Biotechnology 
	5,763

	County of San Mateo Government 
	5,288

	Kaiser Permanente Health Care 
	3,992

	United State Postal Service Postal Service 
	2,396

	Safeway Inc. Supermarkets 
	2,140

	Applera (Applied Biosystems) Biotechnology 
	2,000

	Visa USA Financial Services 
	1,901

	Electronic Arts Interactive Entertainment 
	1,800

	Mills-Peninsula Health Services Health Care 
	1,800

	The Gap Inc. Specialty Retail 
	1,700

	Siebel Systems Software 
	1,550

	Stanford Linear Accelerator Physics Research 
	1,500

	San Mateo County Community College District College District 
	1,450

	SRI International Research and Development 
	1,397

	Catholic Healthcare West Health Care 
	1,215

	Franklin Templeton Investments Investment Management 
	1,200

	San Francisco International Airport  
	1,179

	EMC Corp. Information Management 
	1,086

	Source: County Profile 2006
	


Housing
	Data Provided
	 
	 

	Table H1. Housing Price and Sale Information

	Table H2. Regional Median Home Sale Prices

	Table H3. Units Lacking  Facilities
	 

	Table H4. Housing Units by Type
	 

	Table H5. Housing Permits Issued 1996- Current

	Table H6. Vacancy Rates
	 
	 

	Table H7. Rental Rates
	 
	 

	Table H8. Countywide Rental Trends
	 

	Table H9. Countywide Rental Rates
	 


	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Table H1. Housing Price and Sale Information
	
	
	
	
	
	

	 
	1998
	1999
	2000
	2001
	2002
	2003
	2004
	2005
	2006
	2007
	Year to Date

	Number of Sales
	95
	98
	90
	45
	83
	74
	108
	109
	66
	94
	10

	Median Sales Price (2007 dollars)
	$1,257,750
	$1,238,250
	$1,722,000
	$1,627,325
	$1,447,290
	$1,437,500
	$1,627,200
	$1,907,500
	$1,855,875
	$1,782,500
	$1,396,500

	Change in Price
	xxx
	-2%
	39%
	-5%
	-11%
	-1%
	13%
	17%
	-3%
	-4%
	-22%

	Price per SF
	$398
	$429
	$666
	$601
	$596
	$597
	$668
	$788
	$732
	$763
	$720

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Countywide sales
	11677
	11658
	9956
	8313
	10928
	11201
	11932
	10244
	8479
	6885
	1626


DATAQUICK DOES NOT HAVE SALES DATA FOR All JURISDICTIONS
	Table H2. Regional Median Home Sale Prices
	
	

	 
	Sale Price (2007 dollars)

	 
	2000
	2002
	2004
	2006
	2008

	ATHERTON
	$4,182,000
	$1,512,810
	$3,125,015
	$2,675,925
	$3,065,000

	BELMONT
	$785,970
	$755,820
	$882,530
	$926,625
	$867,500

	BRISBANE
	$502,455
	$515,678
	$655,400
	$725,550
	$640,000

	BURLINGAME
	$1,137,750
	$1,029,600
	$1,327,750
	$1,467,900
	$1,510,000

	DALY CITY
	$440,955
	$526,500
	$644,100
	$745,500
	$556,500

	EL GRANADA
	$645,750
	$704,925
	$854,280
	$732,375
	$760,000

	HALF MOON BAY
	$638,370
	$690,300
	$824,900
	$871,500
	$714,000

	LA HONDA
	$511,680
	$669,825
	$519,800
	$582,750
	$462,500

	LOMA MAR
	$615,000
	$308,880
	$677,435
	$1,365,000
	NA

	MENLO PARK
	$891,750
	$765,180
	$915,300
	$840,000
	$837,500

	MILLBRAE
	$768,750
	$772,200
	$880,270
	$1,021,125
	$913,000

	MONTARA
	$682,035
	$642,915
	$792,130
	$845,250
	$740,000

	MOSS BEACH
	$835,170
	$620,685
	$773,485
	$981,225
	$785,000

	PACIFICA
	$492,000
	$538,200
	$677,181
	$723,975
	$605,000

	PESCADERO
	$836,400
	$415,350
	$900,610
	$724,500
	$745,000

	PORTOLA VALLEY
	$1,722,000
	$1,447,290
	$1,627,200
	$1,855,875
	$1,396,500

	REDWOOD CITY
	$688,800
	$672,750
	$778,570
	$827,400
	$830,000

	SAN BRUNO
	$418,200
	$495,495
	$598,900
	$723,450
	$560,000

	SAN CARLOS
	$800,730
	$752,363
	$879,140
	$923,475
	$945,000

	SAN MATEO
	$635,910
	$614,250
	$734,500
	$789,600
	$730,000

	SOUTH SAN FRANCISCO
	$513,833
	$537,030
	$678,000
	$741,300
	$525,000

	Source: DataQuick, in 2007 dollars, DataQuick does not have information for all jurisdictions


(Table H2 Continued)
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	 
	Change in Price

	 
	2000-2002
	2002-2004
	2004-2006
	2006-2008

	ATHERTON
	-2,669,190
	1,612,205
	-449,090
	389,075

	BELMONT
	-30,150
	126,710
	44,095
	-59,125

	BRISBANE
	13,222
	139,723
	70,150
	-85,550

	BURLINGAME
	-108,150
	298,150
	140,150
	42,100

	DALY CITY
	85,545
	117,600
	101,400
	-189,000

	EL GRANADA
	59,175
	149,355
	-121,905
	27,625

	HALF MOON BAY
	51,930
	134,600
	46,600
	-157,500

	LA HONDA
	158,145
	-150,025
	62,950
	-120,250

	LOMA MAR
	-306,120
	368,555
	687,565
	NA

	MENLO PARK
	-126,570
	150,120
	-75,300
	-2,500

	MILLBRAE
	3,450
	108,070
	140,855
	-108,125

	MONTARA
	-39,120
	149,215
	53,120
	-105,250

	MOSS BEACH
	-214,485
	152,800
	207,740
	-196,225

	PACIFICA
	46,200
	138,981
	46,794
	-118,975

	PESCADERO
	-421,050
	485,260
	-176,110
	20,500

	PORTOLA VALLEY
	-274,710
	179,910
	228,675
	-459,375

	REDWOOD CITY
	-16,050
	105,820
	48,830
	2,600

	SAN BRUNO
	77,295
	103,405
	124,550
	-163,450

	SAN CARLOS
	-48,367
	126,777
	44,335
	21,525


Source: Data Quuick Custom Report, 2008

	Table H3. Units Lacking Complete Facilities 

	 
	Number
	Percent

	Lacking complete plumbing facilities
	222
	0.6%

	Lacking complete kitchen facilities
	491
	1.3%

	No telephone service
	179
	0.5%

	Source: US Census, 2000
	


	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Table H4. Housing Units by Type
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	 
	2000
	2008
	Change

	Unit Type
	Number
	Percent
	Number
	Percent
	Number
	Percent

	Single-Family
	1,479
	83%
	1,502
	83%
	23
	2%

	Single Family (attached)
	33
	2%
	33
	2%
	0
	0%

	2-4 units
	0
	0%
	8
	0%
	8
	#DIV/0!

	5+ Units
	260
	15%
	267
	15%
	7
	3%

	Mobile Home & Other
	0
	0%
	0
	0%
	0
	#DIV/0!


Source: Claritas Demographic Snapshot 2008
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	Table H5. Housing Permits Issued 1996- Current

	 
	Single-Family
	2-4 units
	5+ Units
	TOTAL

	1996
	9
	0
	0
	9

	1997
	5
	0
	0
	5

	1998
	12
	0
	0
	12

	1999
	7
	0
	0
	7

	2000
	8
	0
	0
	8

	2001
	13
	0
	0
	13

	2002
	12
	4
	7
	23

	2003
	7
	0
	0
	7

	2004
	7
	0
	0
	7

	2005
	12
	0
	0
	12

	2006
	9
	0
	0
	9

	2007
	10
	0
	0
	10


Source: Construction Industry Research Board
	
	
	

	
	
	

	Housing Permits Issued 1996- Current

	 
	Single Family
	Multifamily

	1996
	9
	0

	1997
	5
	0

	1998
	12
	0

	1999
	7
	0

	2000
	8
	0

	2001
	13
	0

	2002
	12
	11

	2003
	7
	0

	2004
	7
	0

	2005
	12
	0

	2006
	9
	0


 Source: Construction Industry Research Board
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	Table H6. Vacancy Rates
	

	 
	2000
	2008
	Change (in Percentage Points)


 Source: US Census 2008
	Table H7. Market Rent and Vacancy
	
	
	
	
	
	

	 
	2Q2006
	3Q2006
	4Q2006
	1Q2007
	2Q2007
	3Q2007
	4Q2007
	1Q2008
	2Q2008
	4 term change

	Avg. Rent
	#N/A
	#N/A
	#N/A
	#N/A
	#N/A
	#N/A
	#N/A
	#N/A
	#N/A
	#N/A

	studio
	#N/A
	#N/A
	#N/A
	#N/A
	#N/A
	#N/A
	#N/A
	#N/A
	#N/A
	#N/A

	jr 1bd
	#N/A
	#N/A
	#N/A
	#N/A
	#N/A
	#N/A
	#N/A
	#N/A
	#N/A
	#N/A

	1bd 1bth
	#N/A
	#N/A
	#N/A
	#N/A
	#N/A
	#N/A
	#N/A
	#N/A
	#N/A
	#N/A

	2bd 1bth
	#N/A
	#N/A
	#N/A
	#N/A
	#N/A
	#N/A
	#N/A
	#N/A
	#N/A
	#N/A

	2bd 2bth
	#N/A
	#N/A
	#N/A
	#N/A
	#N/A
	#N/A
	#N/A
	#N/A
	#N/A
	#N/A

	2bd TH
	#N/A
	#N/A
	#N/A
	#N/A
	#N/A
	#N/A
	#N/A
	#N/A
	#N/A
	#N/A

	3bd 2bth
	#N/A
	#N/A
	#N/A
	#N/A
	#N/A
	#N/A
	#N/A
	#N/A
	#N/A
	#N/A

	3bd TH
	#N/A
	#N/A
	#N/A
	#N/A
	#N/A
	#N/A
	#N/A
	#N/A
	#N/A
	#N/A

	 
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	 

	Avg. Occupancy
	#N/A
	#N/A
	#N/A
	#N/A
	#N/A
	#N/A
	#N/A
	#N/A
	#N/A
	#N/A


Source: Real Facts, 2008 (not available for all cities)
	
	
	
	
	

	Table H8. Countywide Rental Trends (Change from 2007 to 2008)

	 
	Studio
	1bd1ba
	2bd1ba
	3bd2ba

	Belmont
	16%
	5%
	10%
	6%

	Burlingame
	21%
	14%
	16%
	20%

	Colma
	NA
	14%
	NA
	6%

	Daly City
	NA
	3%
	14%
	18%

	Foster City
	8%
	5%
	7%
	5%

	Menlo Park
	NA
	0%
	10%
	0%

	Pacifica
	10%
	9%
	8%
	0%

	Redwood City
	4%
	0%
	1%
	2%


 Source: Real Facts, 2008

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	Table H9 Countywide Rental Rates (2008)
	

	 
	Studio
	1bd1 ba
	2bd1ba
	3bd2ba

	Belmont
	$1,104 
	$1,393 
	$1,653 
	$2,080 

	Burlingame
	$1,351 
	$1,603 
	$1,910 
	$3,162 

	Colma
	
	$1,895 
	
	$2,800 

	Daly City
	$1,094 
	$1,336 
	$1,779 
	$2,454 

	East Palo Alto
	
	
	 

	Foster City
	$1,410 
	$1,751 
	$1,931 
	$3,666 

	Menlo Park
	$0 
	$1,985 
	$1,881 
	$3,506 

	Pacifica
	$1,547 
	$1,531 
	$1,749 
	 

	Redwood City
	$869 
	$1,558 
	$1,876 
	$3,451 


Overpayment and Overcrowding
	Data Included
	 
	 

	Table P1. Housing Problems
	 
	 

	Table P2. Overcrowding
	 
	 

	Table P3. Percent of Low Income Households Overpaying

	Table P4. Rent as a Percent of Income
	 

	Table P5. Owner costs as a percent of Income

	Table P6. Housing Cost as a Percentage of Household Income


	Table P1. Housing Problems
	
	

	 
	Total Renters
	Total Owners
	Total Households

	Extremely Low Income
	40
	42
	82

	% with any housing problems
	50
	57.1
	53.7

	% Cost Burden >30%
	25
	57.1
	41.5

	% Cost Burden >50%
	25
	23.8
	24.4

	Very low income
	10
	29
	39

	% with any housing problems
	0
	86.2
	64.1

	% Cost Burden >30%
	0
	86.2
	64.1

	Low Income
	20
	99
	119

	% with any housing problems
	50
	51
	50

	% Cost Burden >30%
	50
	51
	50

	Source: State of the Cities Comprehensive Affordability Strategy (CHAS)
	


	Table P2. Overcrowding
	
	

	 
	People
	Percent

	Not Overcrowded (<1 person per room)
	1,727
	99.4

	Overcrowded (1.5 people per room)
	0
	0

	Very overcrowded (1.5+ people per room)
	10
	0.6

	Source: US Census, 2000
	
	


	Table P3. Percent of Low Income Householdes Overpaying

	 
	Number of households 
	Total number overpaying for housing
	Percent overpaying for housing 

	Renters
	70
	20
	29%

	Owners
	123
	71
	57%

	Source: US Census, 2000
	If value reads # Value, the census is not releasing the information 

	
	because the population is too small
	


	Table P4. Rent as a Percent of Income

	 
	Number
	Percent

	Less than 15 percent
	19
	6.9

	15 to 19 percent
	48
	17.3

	20 to 24 percent
	19
	6.9

	25 to 29 percent
	78
	28.2

	30 to 34 percent
	29
	10.5

	35 percent or more
	65
	23.5

	Not computed
	19
	6.9


Source: US Census, 2000
	Table P5. Owner costs as a percent of Income

	 
	Number
	Percent

	Less than 15 percent
	572
	42.7

	15 to 19 percent
	157
	11.7

	20 to 24 percent
	144
	10.8

	25 to 29 percent
	85
	6.3

	30 to 34 percent
	69
	5.2

	35 percent or more
	305
	22.8

	Not computed
	7
	0.5

	 
	 
	 

	Source: US Census, 2000
	
	


Special Housing Need
	Table S1. Seniors and Poverty

	Table S2. Householder Age

	Table S.3 Elderly Households by Income and Tenure

	Table S5. Disabilities
	 

	Table S6. Persons with Disabilities by Disability Type 

	Table S7. Household Size by Tenure

	Table S8. Household Size by Housing Problems

	Table S9. Number of People

	Table S10. Number of Bedrooms by Tenure

	Table S12. Female Headed Households

	Table S13. Percent of Families Under the Poverty Level

	(table 4 and 11 removed for this round)


	Table S1. Seniors and Poverty
	

	 
	In poverty
	Not in poverty

	65 to 74 years
	0
	401

	75 years and over
	0
	462

	Source: US Census, 2000
	
	


	Table S2. Householder Age
	

	 
	Owners
	Renters

	65-74 years
	285
	18

	75 plus years
	155
	73

	TOTAL
	440
	91

	Source: US Census, 2000
	
	


	Table S.3 Elderly Households by Income and Tenure

	
	
	

	Income Level
	Elderly Owner Households
	Elderly Renter Households

	Below 50% AMI
	8
	30

	51% to 80% 
	79
	10

	81%+
	290
	160

	Source: CHAS Data, Housing Problems  


	Table S5. Disabilities

	 
	Number

	Unable to work because of disability (ages 16-64)
	108

	Able to work, but with disability (ages 16-64)
	213

	Persons Age 65 Plus with a Disability
	435

	Total Persons with a Disability
	791

	Source: US Census, 2000
	


	Table S6. Persons with Disabilities by Disability Type 

	 
	Number
	

	Total Disabilities 
	791
	

	Total Disabilities for Ages 5-64
	356
	

	Sensory Disability
	27
	

	Physical disability
	85
	

	Mental disability
	76
	

	Self-care disability
	30
	

	Go-outside-home disability
	30
	

	Employment disability
	108
	

	Total Disabilities for Ages 65 and Over
	435
	

	Sensory Disability
	56
	

	Physical disability
	167
	

	Mental disability
	42
	

	Self-care disability
	56
	

	Go-outside-home disability
	114
	

	Source: Census Bureau (2000 Census SF 3: P41)


	Table S7. Household Size by Tenure
	
	
	
	

	 
	1-4 persons
	5+ Persons
	 
	Total
	 

	 
	Number
	Percent
	Number
	Percent
	Number
	 

	Owner
	1,253
	87%
	188
	13%
	1,441
	0%

	Renter
	284
	96%
	12
	4%
	296
	0%

	TOTAL
	1,537
	xx
	200
	xx
	1,737
	0

	Source: Census Bureau (2000 Census SF 3: H17)


	Table S8. Household Size by Housing Problems
	
	
	

	 
	0
	Small Families
	Large Families
	All other households
	
	

	Renters
	Percent with any housing problem
	0
	N/A
	0
	
	

	 
	Percent Cost Burdened
	0
	N/A
	0
	
	

	Owners
	Percent with any housing problem
	23.2
	26.3
	54.9
	
	

	 
	Percent Cost Burdened
	23.2
	21.1
	54.9
	
	

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	

	All Households
	Percent with any housing problem
	29.5
	
	 
	
	

	 
	Percent Cost Burdented
	27.2
	 
	 
	
	

	Source: State of the Cities Data Systems, CHAS Data 


	Table S9. Number of People
	
	
	
	
	

	Bedroom
	Owner Households
	Renter Households
	All Households

	Type
	Number
	Percent
	Number
	Percent
	Number
	Percent

	1 person
	200
	14%
	139
	47%
	339
	20%

	2 people
	503
	35%
	117
	40%
	620
	36%

	3 people
	259
	18%
	28
	9%
	287
	17%

	4 people
	291
	20%
	0
	0%
	291
	17%

	5 people
	126
	9%
	12
	4%
	138
	8%

	6+ people
	62
	4%
	0
	0%
	62
	4%

	TOTAL
	1,379
	100%
	296
	100%
	1,675
	100%


	Table S10. Number of Bedrooms by Tenure
	
	
	
	

	Bedroom
	Owner Households
	Renter Households
	All Households

	Type
	Number
	Percent
	Number
	Percent
	Number
	Percent

	0 BR
	0
	0%
	30
	10%
	30
	2%

	1 BR
	64
	4%
	122
	41%
	186
	11%

	2 BR
	115
	8%
	92
	31%
	207
	12%

	3 BR
	442
	31%
	0
	0%
	442
	25%

	4 BR
	579
	40%
	42
	14%
	621
	36%

	5+ BR
	241
	17%
	10
	3%
	251
	14%

	TOTAL
	1,441
	1
	296
	100%
	1,737
	100%

	Source: 2000 Census (2000 Census SF 3: H42)


	Table S12. Female Headed Households

	 
	 

	Householder Type
	Number

	Total Households
	1,653

	Total Female Headed Householders
	212

	Female Heads with Children under 18
	536

	Female Heads without Children under 18
	633

	Total Families Under the Poverty Level
	18

	Female Headed Households Under the Poverty Level
	0


	Table S13. Percent of Families Under the Poverty Level

	Percent of Families Under the Poverty Level
	1%

	Percent of Female Headed Households Under the Poverty Level
	0%

	Percent of Families with Children Under the Poverty Level
	0%


This is Part One of the existing housing needs data for your municipality. Please look over all the information carefully to make sure the data is correct. There is an Excel table with the original versions of all these charts as well. Part Two will have in-depth analysis on a few topics of special interest. 








Housing Needs Data
Produced July 18, 2008
Page 19 of 34

